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HANSARD'S 

PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES. 

IN   THE 

Fifth    Sessiox  of   the    Tifentt-Fourth  PARLiAMEyx  of   the 
United    Kingdom    of      Great    Britain    and     Ireland, 

APPOINTED    TO     meet    5    AUGUST,      1886,     IN     THE     FIFTIETH 

Year  of  the  Keign  of 

HER   MAJESTY    QUEEN   VICTORIA. 


THIRL)    VOLUME     OF    SESSION    1890. 


HOUSE      OF      LORDS. 
Thursday,  27th  Sfarch,   /S90. 


LUNACY    CONSOLTDATION    BILL. 
(No.  24.) 
Returned  from  tlie  CDinmons  agreed 
to. 

BUSINESS    OF    THE     HOUSE. 
Standing  Orders  Nos.  XXL,  XXXIX.,  , 
und     XLV.,    considered    (accordinjjf    to ' 
order),  and  dispensed  with  for  this  day's 
sitting. 

consolidated    FUND  (No.  1)    BILL. 
ARMY  (ANNUAL)  BILL.— (No-  ^«) 
Moved, 

'*  That  the  Bills  havo  precedtmce  of  the 
Orders  of  the  Daj  which  stand  before  them." — 
( Th e  Ma rquess  of  Sal iV6 unj). 

Motion    agreed  to;    then   BilLs  read 
2'  (according  to  order)  :   and,  Standing  i 
Orders  Nos.  XXXIX.  and  XLV.  having  '. 
been  dispensed  with,  Committees  uega* 
tivcd  :  Bills  read  3\  and  passed. 

VOL.     CCCXLIII.       [THfRD   SBRIRS.] 


OPEN  SPACES  HILL.-  (No.  41.) 
SEa».\D   UKADIN'G. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

•The  Earl  of  MEATH  :  My  Lords,  in 
asking  you  to  read  the  Open  Spaces  Bill 
a  second  time,  I  desire,  very  briefly,  to 
explain  its  objects.  The  principal  object 
is  to  improve  existing  legislation  cm  the 
subject ;  also  to  afford  greater  facilities 
for  the  acquisition  and  raaintennnce,  by 
Local  Authorities,  of  open  spaces,  and 
the  extensicm  to  Local  Authorities 
generally,  of  powers  which  at  prc'Sent 
are  vested  only  in  certain  Authorities, 
and  also  to  afford  greater  protection 
against  the  illegal  enclosure  of  Metro- 
politan commons  with  the  view  of 
their  being  regulated  as  open  spaces. 
It  is  only  very  recently,  comparatively 
speaking,  that  the  public  have  appreciated 
the  necessity  of  acquiring  o|)en  sjmces  in 
our  largo  towns.  It  is  not  to  by  won- 
dered at  if  occasionally  it  is  necessary  to 
revise  these  Statutes ;  for  it  would  bi^ 
very  extraordinary  if,  in  such  a  shorl. 
space  of  time  as  13  years,  we  hnd  found 
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out  the  way  at  once  of  bringing  forward 
complete  and  final  legislation  on  the 
subject.  It  is  only  by  experience  that 
we  can  know  whether  the  present  Acts 
are  really  available  and  of  full  force  in 
regard  to  the  preservation  of  these  open 
spaces.  The  existing  legislation  is  as 
follows  : — In  1877  an  Act  was  passed  for 
affording  facilities  for  the  enjoyment  by 
the  pubhc  of  open  spaces  in  the  Metro- 
polis; and  in  1881  an  Act  was  passed  to 
amend  that.  In  1884  a  Bill  was  brought 
into  Parliament  and  passed.  That  Bill 
dealt  exclusively  with  disused  burial 
grounds,  and  was  for  the  purpose  of  pre- 
venting the  erection  of  buildings  upon 
them.  The  last  Bill  which  passed 
through  Parliament  was  in  1887.  This 
was  an  Act  for  the  purpose  of  extending 
certain  provisions  of  the  former  Acts 
and  amendments  to  Sanitary  District 
Authorities  throughout  England,  Wales, 
and  Ireland.  The  past  legislation  has 
proved  of  the  very  greatest  benefit 
to  Local  Authorities  and  to  others  who 
have  desired  to  increase  facilities  for 
recreation  in  our  laige  towns ;  but  it  lias 
been  found  that  there  are  certain  defects 
or  omissions  in  those  Acts,  and  it  is  the 
object  of  this  Bill  to  remove  those 
defects  and  omissions.  Sections  1  and  2 
of  the  Bill  are  simply  formal  sections  for 
the  simphfication  of  title  and  the  definition 
of  words.  Section  3  empowers  Trustees  to 
convey  open  spaces  to  Local  Authorities  in 
cases  where  there  is  nothing  to  prevent 
them  now  save  the  general  equitable  rule 
which  does  not  allow  Trustees  to  dele- 
gate their  office.  The  former  Acts  which 
I  have  mentioned  emancipated  Trustees 
in  the  far  stronger  cases  of  Trusts  held 
tinder  Acts  of  Parliament ;  and  I  do  not 
think  your  Lordships  will  object  to  ex- 
tend that  jurisdiction  to  those  who  do  not 
now  possess  it.  The  particular  case  which  I 
have  in  my  mind  at  this  moment  with 
regard  to  this  clause  is  a  Park  in  Ireland, 
Victoria  Hill  Park,  Killiney,  near  Dublin, 
which  was  laid  out  at  the  time  of  the 
Queen's  Jubilee,  and  which  has  been  vested 
in  Trustees;  but  those  Trustees  are  unable 
to  hand  it  over  to  the  Local  Authority, 
although  I  believe  the  Local  Authority 
in  this  case  is  not  at  all  unwilling  to 
maintain  it.  Sections  4  and  5  of  the  Bill 
meet  the  case  of  hospital  gardens  and 
other  grounds  which  are  held  for  the  pur- 
pose of  charities  and  which  do  not  come 
within  Sections  2  and  3  of  the  Actof  1881 
The  Earl  of  Meath    ' 


because  surrounding  householders  have 
no  right  of  access  to  them.  Under  this 
section  the  Trustees  will  have  the  power 
of  handing  over  such  gardens  and  grounds 
to  the  Local  Authority,  if  at  meetings  duly 
held  a  majority  of  two-thirds  pass  sucli  a 
resolution.  Sections  2  and  3  of  the 
Act  of  1881  are  permissive,  and  this  is 
a  clause  which  I  believe  will  meet 
with  your  Lordships'  approval.  Then 
Clause  6  extends  the  operation  of  Sec- 
tion 12  of  the  Open  Spaces  Act,  1887, 
to  any  Local  Authority.  At  present  a 
Vest^  or  District  Board  has  no  power 
of  purchasing  land  for  open  spaces,  un- 
less the  land  comes  within  the  definition 
of  an  open  space  as  defined  by  the  Acts- 
of  1881  and  1887  ;  that  is,  that  the  open 
space  is  entirely  unbuilt  upon.  In  the 
case  of  the  Pottery  Lane  Recreation 
Ground,  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Net- 
ting Hill,  the  Local  Authorities  were 
desirous  of  acquiring  that  space,  which 
was  practically  open,  because  the  houses 
there  had  been  pulled  down  ;  but  they 
were  unable  to  do  so,  owing  to  the  fact 
that  there  were  one  or  two  sheds,  and  I 
amnotquite  sure  whether  there  might  not 
have  been  an  old  tumble-down  house  or 
two  on  the  land.  However,  as  there  were 
bricks  and  mortar  standing  on  the  land, 
they  were  unable  to  acquire  it.  They 
would  have  been  unable  to  obtain  posses- 
sion of  it  had  it  not  been  that  a  voluntary 
Association  stepped  in  and  enabled  the  pur- 
chase to  be  made,  the  land  being  handed 
over  to  the  Vestry,  who  were  to  recoup 
the  money  which  they  had  laid  out. 
But  that  was  a  risk  which  it  is  hardly  fair 
to  expect  a  voluntary  Association  to  run  ; 
for  if  the  Vestry  had  refused  after- 
wards to  hand  over  the  money,  this 
voluntary  Association  would  have  found 
itself  hampered  with  this  land  which  it 
had  bought  at  a  very  high  price  as  com- 
pared with  the  funds  in  its  possession. 
Under  Section  7  it  is  hoped  that  in 
future  it  will  be  almost  impossible  for 
Metropolitan  commons  to  be  enclosed, 
because,  under  it,  no  Metropolitan 
common  can  be  enclosed  without  a 
special  Act  of  Parliament.  A  Select 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons 
was  appointed  in  1865  for  the  purpose  of 
considering  the  whole  question  of  the 
enclosure  of  commons,  and  that  Com- 
mittee recommended  that  no  enclosure 
should  take  place  within  the  Metropolitan 
area.     The  result  of  that  Committee  wa^ 
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PROCLAMATIONS 


I    ^O^:^}  EDMUND   HEAD. 

VICTORIA^  by  the  Grace  of  God,  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain 
and  Irela/ndj  Queen,  Defender  of  the  Faith,  &c.,  &c.,  &c. 

To  Our  beloved  and  faithful  the  Legislative  Councillors  of  the  Province  of 
Canada^  and  the  Benights,  Citizens,  and  burgesses  elected  to  serve  in  the  Legisla- 
tive Assembly  of  Our  said  Province,  summoned  and  called  to  a  Meeting  of  the 
Provincial  Parliament  of  Our  said  Province,  at  Our  City  of  TorontOj  on  the 
Twenty-fifth  day  of  September  instant,  to  have  been  commenced  and  held,  and 
to  every  of  you — 

GREETING  ; 

A  PROCLAMATION. 

Ty^HEREAS,  on  the  sixteenth  day  of  the  month  of  August  last,  We  thought  fit 
^  ^  to  proro^e  Our  Provincial  Parliament  to  the  twenty-fifth  day  of  the  month 
of  September  mstant,  at  which  time,  at  Our  City  of  Toronto^  you  were  held  and 
constrained  to  appear :  Now  know  ye,  that  for  (uvers  causes  and  considerations, 
and  taking  into  consideration  the  ease  and  convenience  of  Our  Loving  Subjects, 
We  have  thought  fit,  by  and  with  the  advice  of  Our  Executive  Council,  to  re- 
lieve you,  and  each  of  you,  of  your  attendance  at  the  Hrno  a£orooi»d,lioi«by  con- 
voking and  by  these  presents  emoining  you  and  each  of  you,  that  on  Tuesday, 
the  second  day  of  the  month  of  November  next,  you  meet  TTs,  in  Our  Provincial 
Parliament,  at  Our  City  of  Toronto^  there  to  take  into  consideration  the  state  and. 
welfSare  of  Our  said  Province  of  Camxuda^  and  therein  to  do  as  may  seem  neces- 
sary.   Herein  fail  not. 

In  testimony  whereof,  We  have  caused  these  Our  Letters  to  be  made  Patent, 
\  and  the  Great  Seal  of  Our  said  Province  of  Canada  to  be  hereunto  aflixed : 
I  Witness,  Our  Right  Trusty  and  Well-Beloved  the  Riffht  Honorable  Sir  Edmund 
Walker  Head,  Baronet,  one  of  Our  Most  Honorable  Privy  Council,  Governor 
General  of  British  North  America^  and  Captain  General  and  Governor  in 
Chief  in  and  over  Our  Provinces  of  Canada,  Nova  Scotia,  Nem  Brwnswick, 
and  the  Island  of  Prince  Ed/ioa/rd,  and  Vice-Admirid  of  the  same,  &c.,  &c., 
&c.  At  Our  Government  House,  in  Our  City  of  Toronto,  in  Our  said  Pro- 
vince of  Camxida,  this  twenty-fourth  day  of  September,  in  the  year  of  Our 
Lord,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  fifty-eight,  and  in  the  twenty-second 
year  of  Our  Reign. 

By  Command, 

L.  R.  FoETiKB,  C.  0.  Chy. 


ii  Proclamations. 


^(Wr^l  EDMUND   HEAD. 

VICTORIA,  by  the  Grace  of  God,  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland,  Queen,  Defender  of  the  Faith,  &c.,  &c.,  &c. 

To  Our  beloved  and  faithful  the  Legislative  Councillors  of  the  Province  of 
Canada,  and  the  Knights,  Citizens  and  Burgesses  elected  to  serve  in  the  Legisla- 
tive Assembly  of  Our  said  Province,  summoned  and  called  to  a  Meeting  ot  the 
Provincial  Parliament  of  Our  said  Province,  at  Our  City  of  Toronto,  on  the 
second  day  of  November  next,  to  have  been  commenced  and  held,  and  to  every 
of  you — 

greeting: 
A  PROCLAMATION. 

VX^  HERE  AS,  on  the  twenty-fourth  day  of  the  month  of  September  last,  We 
^^  thought  fit  to  prorogue  Our  Provincial  Parliament  to  the  second  day  of  the 
month  of  November  next,  at  which  time,  at  Our  City  of  Toronto,  you  were  held 
and  constrained  to  appear.  Now  know  ye,  that  for  divers  causes  and  considera- 
tions, and  taking  into  consideration  the  ease  and  convenience  of  Our  Loving  Sub- 
jects, We  have  thought  fit,  by  and  with  the  advice  of  Our  Executive  Council,  to 
relieve  jou,  and  each  of  you,  of  your  attendance  at  the  time  aforesaid,  hereby 
convokmg  and  by  these  presents  enjoining  you  and  each  of  you,  that  on  Satur- 
day, the  eleventh  day  of  the  month  of  December  next,  you  meet  Us,  in  Our 
Provincial  Parliament,  at  Our  City  of  Toronto,  there  to  take  into  consideration 
the  state  and  welfare  of  Our  said  Province  of  Comada,  and  therein  to  do  as  may 
seem  necessary.    Herein  fail  not. 

In  testimony  whereof,  We  have  caused  these  Our  Letters  to  be  made  Patent, 
and  the  Great  Seal  of  Our  said  Province  of  Canada  to  be  hereunto  affixed : 
Witness,  Our  Right  Trusty  and  Well-Beloved  the  Right  Honorable  Sir  Edmwnd 
WallceT  Head,  Baronet,  one  of  Our  Most  Honorable  Privy  Council,  Governor 
General  of  British  North,  America,  and  Captain  General  and  Governor  in 
Chief  in  and  over  Our  Provinces  of  Canada,  Nova  Scotia,  New  Brunstmck^ 
and  the  Island  of  Prince  Edward,  and  Vice- Admiral  of  the  same,  &c.,  &c., 
cfc^.-  Ai-Ottr  ^biverpment  House,  in  Our  City  of  Toronto,  in  Our  said  Pro- 
vince of  Canada,  this  thirtieth  day  of  October,  in  tihe  year  of  Our  Lord,  one 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  fifty-eight,  and  in  the  twenty-second  year  of  Our 
Reign. 

By  Command, 

L.  R.  Foktieb,  C.  C.  Chy. 


^C^^}  EDMUND   HEAD 

VICTORIA,  by  the  Grace  of  God,  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Oreat  Britain 
and  Ireland,  Queen,  Defender  of  the  Faith,  <fcc.,  &c.,  &c. 

To  Our  beloved  and.  faithful  the  Lerislative  Councillors  of  the  Province  of 
Canada,  and  the  Knights,  Citizens  and  Burgesses  elected  to  serve  in  the  Legisla- 
tive Aflsembly  of  Our  said  Province,  summoned  and  called  to  a  Meeting  or  the 
Provincial  Parliament  of  Our  said  Province,  at  Our  City  of  TororUo,  on  the 
eleventh  day  of  December  instant,  to  have  been  commenced  and  held,  and  to 
every  of  you — 

GBBfimra: 
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Spaces  Bill, 
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that  in  1866  an  Act  was  passed  which 
took    away    from    the    Enclosure  Com- 
niissionei*s  the  power  of  enclosing  com- 
mons within  the  Metropolitan  area ;  bnt 
it    did    not    interfere    with    the    right 
of   the    Lord   of   the  Manor  under   the 
Statute  of  Merton,  as  old  in  date  as  a.d. 
1235,  to  enclose  the  commons  if  he  had 
carried  out  certain  conditions  mentioned 
therein.     With  regard  to  that  right,  the 
Select  Committee  of  1865  recommended 
that  the  Statute  should  be  repealed,  as 
having   fulfilled   its    purpose  and    been 
superseded  by  modern  legislation,  being 
specially  ill  adapted  to  open  spaces  near 
the  Metropolis.  That  it  is  no  unnecessary 
clause  which  is  suggested  will  be  apparent 
when  I  remind  your  Lordships  of  what 
I  have  no   doubt  you  are  well   aware, 
that  in  the  cases  of  Epping  Forest,  and 
Bsrkhamsted,  Plumstead,   Tooting,  and 
Banstead   Commons  a  fight  had   to  be 
sustained   with   the  Lords  of  all  those 
Manors ;  and  unless  funds  had  been  forth- 
coming those  commons  would  not  have 
been  saved  for  the  benefit  of  the  public 
at  large.      If   Epping  Forest  had   been 
lost  to  the  public,  I   think  your  Lord- 
ships will   agree    it  would  have    been 
almost  a  national  calamity ;  yet  if  money 
had     not     been     forthcoming,    and     in 
very    large    sums,     owing     entirely,    I 
may     say,      to     the      munificence      of 
the    Corporation   of    London,  it   would 
not  have  been  possible  to  acquire  that 
magnificent  open  space,  over  5,500  acres 
in  extent,  which,  I  am  proud  to   say,   is 
the  largest  municipal  park  in  the  world. 
It  is,  my  Lords,  to  obviate  this  waste  of 
means,  and  to  prevent  the  injustice  which 
may  be  done  when  funds  are  not  forth- 
coming to  fight  the  battle,  that  this  section 
has  been  drawn  up.     As  regards  Section 
8,     that     enables     Metropolitan     Local 
Authorities  to  purchase  land,  wholly  or 
in  part,  outside  their  area.     The    Local 
Authorities    outside  London    have     al- 
ready the  power  by  the  Public  Health 
Act.     Section   12   of    the   Open  Spaces 
Act,    1887,   was  elidently  copied  from 
the  Public  Health  Act ;  but  the  drafts- 
man omitted  another  clause  in  the  Public 
Health  Act,  giving  power  to  buy  land  in 
or  out  of  the  district.     The  efEect  of  that 
omission  is  this :  at  this  moment  there  is 
a  certain  piece  of  ground,  called  North 
Woolwich  Grardens,  which  is  going  to  be 
taken     over    by    the    London    County 
Council,  and  the  London  County  Council 


has  to  obtain  an  Act  of  Parliament  in 
order  to  acquire  power  to  maintain  these 
grounds ;  whereas  the  East  Ham  Local  Au- 
thority could  have  taken  over  North  Wool- 
wich Gkirdens,  which  are  partly  situate 
within  that  district,  even  had  they  been 
entirely  within  the  Metropolitan  area ; 
but  the  London  County  Council  cannot 
take  over  those  Gardens,  because  a 
portion  of  them  is  in  East  Ham.  It  is 
for  the  purpose  of  getting  rid  of  such 
anomalies,  and  for  improving  legislation 
with  regard  to  open  spaces,  not  with  the 
view  of  bringing  forward  new  legislation, 
but  simply  to  emphasise  and  carry  out 
in  its  entirety  the  spirit  of  legislation 
which  dictated  the  Acts  of  1877,  1881, 
and  1887,  that  I  ask  your  Lordships  to 
read  this  Bill  a  second  time. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  not  read  2»." 
^(Tlie  Earl  of  Meath.) 

*L0BD  DE  RAMSEY  :   My  Lords,   the 
Bill  to  which  the  noble  Earl  asks  you  to 
give  a  Second  Reading  is  largely  due  to 
his  well-known  philanthropy,  and  to  his 
desire  to  do  all  the  public  good  he  can. 
The  object  of  the  Bill  is   evidently  to 
extend  the  scope  of  those  Acts  which  he 
has  already  mentioned.     Although  I  do 
not  know  that    there    is    any    serious 
objection  to  be   taken  to  it  as  a  whole, 
some  of  the  clauses  will,  I  think,  require 
careful  attention,  because  they  trench  a 
good  deal  upon  matters  which  are  under 
the  cognisance  of   the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners and  Board  of  Agriculture.    With 
regard  to  what  the  noble  Earl  said  as  to 
Clause  3,  I  should  be  very  glad  if  he 
could  explain  alittle  more  clearly — because 
it  will  be  very  important  in  the  view  of 
the  Home  OflBce — to  what  lands  he  refers. 
Is  no  consent  to  ba  required,  as  is  neces- 
sary by  the  Act  of  1881,  and  is  the  con- 
veyance of  those  lands   to  be   only  by 
gift ;  or  if  by  sale,  what  is  to  become  of 
the    purchase-money  ?      Another    point 
which  would  require  farther  elucidation 
is  Clause  7.     This  relates,  as  the  noble 
Lord  has  already  stated,  to  the  power  of 
the  Lord  of  the  Manor  under  the  Statute 
of  Merton.    As  he  truly  says,  that  power 
of  Lords  of  Manors  under  the  Statute  of 
Merton  it  was  suggested  by  the  Select 
Committee    should    be   abolished ;    but 
that     suggestion     has     not     yet     been 
adopted  by  Parliament ;  and  it  is   now- 
proposed,    as  I   read  it,   that   approval 
should  be  required ;  that  is  to  say,  the 
B  2 
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consent  of  those  two  Bodies,  the  Charity 
Commissioners  and  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture. This  clause  would  deprive 
Lords  of  Manors  of  those  powers  under 
the  Statute  of  Merton,  of  which  Parlia- 
ment has  already  refused  to  deprive 
them,  and  would  compel  them  in  these 
matters  either  to  deal  with  the  Enclosure 
Commissioners  or  to  obtain  a  private 
Act  of  Parliament.  I  do  not  think  that 
would  quite  meet  the  noble  Earl's  wish, 
and  it  would  want  carefully  looking  into. 
Tliat  clause  is,  in  my  opinion,  objection- 
able, and  certainly  the  Home  OflSce 
would  object  strongly  to  that  as  well  as 
to  Clause  7.  As  regards  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill,  I  know  not  what  view 
your  Lordships  may  choose  to  take  of  it ; 
but  if  you  think  it  right  to  pass  the 
Second  Reading,  I  hop-,  on  behalf  of  the 
Home  Office,  the  Bill  may  be  referred  to 
one  of  the  Standing  Committees. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  I  do 
not  wish  to  ask  the  Hon  so  to  refer  the 
Bill  to  the  Standing  Committee  for 
General  Purposes  simply  because  I 
happen  to  be  appointed  Chairman  of  that 
Committee.  On  that  account,  perhaps, 
my. interest  would  be  tliat  as  few  Bills  as 
'  possible  should  be  referred  to  it ;  but  it 
strikes  me  that  this  is  not  a  Bill  for 
the  Standing  Committee  on  Law,  and 
therefore  I  would  suggest  that  it  should 
be  referred  to  the  Committee  for  General 
Pu  rnose  s 

The  lord  PRESIDENT  op  the 
COUNCIL  (Viscount  Cranbrook)  :  With 
regard  to  referring  the  Bill  to  one  of  the 
Standing  Committees,  I  would  only 
remind  your  Lordships  that  we  have 
heard  something  stated  about  the 
Statute  of  Merton  and  interference  with 
manorial  rights,  both  of  which  seem  to 
me  to  m^ke  this  a  Bill  having  reference 
specially  to  legal  mntters. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY:  There 
is  something  in  that  certainly,  but  it  is 
only  dealt  with,  I  think,  by  one  single 
claus3.  However,  tliat  is  a  point,  and  I 
quite  agroe  with  the  noble  Lord  that 
that  is  a  matter  which  should  be 
inquired  into. 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  SECRE- 
TARY OF  STATE  FOR  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  : 
I  think  it  is  undoubtedly  bettar  that  the 
Bill  should  b2  referred  to  the  Standing 
Committee  on  Law,  because  that  will 
unqnestionobly  be  a  matter  of  the 
Lord  de  Ranifay 


greatest  conflict,  and  tbei^efore  I  think  we 
had  better  have  the  opinion  of  the  legal 
luminaries  of  the  House  upon  it. 

Bill  read  2»  (according  to  order),  and 
committed  to  the  Standing  Committee 
for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  *tc. 

PUBLIC    TRUSTEE    BILL.— (No.  47.) 
House   in   Committee   (on  Third  Re- 
commitment)     (according     to     order)  ; 
Bill  reported   without   further  Amend- 
ment ;  and  to  be  read  3»  To-morrow. 

IRELAND  —  SPECIAL    COMMISSION 
ACT,   1888. 

Eael  GRANVILLE:  My  Lords,  I 
beg  to  move  the  Motion  of  which  I  have 
given  notice,  with  one  variation  with 
regard  to  the  names.  I  omit  that  of 
Lord  Greville,  because  I  find  he  has  not 
yet  taken  the  oath — it  is  not  because 
there  is  any  difference  of  opinion — and 
there  will  be  added  the  name  of  Lord 
Coleridge. 

Moved, 

''That  the  following  Lords  be  at  liberty  to 
sign,  before  the  rising  of  the  House  for  the 
Easter  Recess,  the  Protest  entered  ag^nst  the 
Resolution  of  the  House  of  Friday  21st  March, 
although  their  Lordships  were  not  present 
when  the  question  was  put|: — 

M.  Brcadalbane.  L.  Acton. 

£.  Chesterfield.  L.  Aberdare. 

E.  Ashburnham.  L.  Coleridge. 

V.  Hampden.  L.  Hothfield. 

L.  Camoys.  L.  Northbourne. 

L.  Went  worth.  L.  Hobhouso. 

L.  Vernon.  L.  Burton. 

L.  Thurlow.  L.  Hamilton  of  Dalzell. 

L.  Leigh.  L.  Thring. 

—(The  Earl  GranvilU). 

Viscount  CRANBROOK:  My  Lords, 
I  am  not  going  to  take  exception  to  the 
registering  of  the  "  Noes  "  proposed  by 
the  noble  Earl  withont  the  "  Ayes,"  and 
by  way  of  what  really  ought  to  be  an 
addition,  although  I  am  afraid  it  may 
give  a  somewhat  false  impression  in 
regard  to  those  noble  Lords  who  were 
ready  to  vote  in  their  places  in  the 
House ;  but  I  would  beg  to  call  his 
attention  to  a  Standing  Order  which  is 
totally  contrary  to  his  Motion,  and  the 
suspension  of  which  he  ought  therefore 
to  have  put  in  the  forefront.  As  I  have 
said,  I  do  not  object  to  his  Motion ;  but 
for  the  sake  of  regularity  in  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  House,  I  must  call  his 
attention  to  the  35th  Standing  Order, 
which  is  this — 
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*'  Saoh  Lords  as  shall  make  protestation  or 
enter  their  dissents  to  any  votes  of  this  House 
as  they  have  a  right  to  do  without  asking 
leave  of  the  House,  either  with  or  without 
their  reasons,  shall  cause  their  protestation  or 
diRsents  to  be  entered  into  the  Clerk's  Book 
the  next  sitting-day  of  this  House,  before  the 
hour  of  two  o'clock,  otherwise  the  same  shall 
not  be  entered,  and  shall  sign  the  same  before 
the  rising  of  the  House  the  same  day." 

That  is  an  explicit  direction  nnder  the 
Standing  Orders  of  the  Hous3,  and  it 
would,  of  coui*S3,  require  suspension 
before  the  noble  Earl  could  make  the 
Motion  which  stands  in  his  name. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  :  I  shall  be  happy 
to  adopt  the  course  suggested  by  the 
noble  Viscount,  and  I  beg  to  move  that 
the  Standing  Order  be  now  suspended. 

♦Earl  FORTESCUE  :  I  would  only 
say  that  some  years  ago,  when  your 
Lordships  agreed  to  forego  your  un- 
doubted right  and  privilege  of  giving 
your  votes  by  proxy,  it  was  thought 
better  and  more  seemly  that  votas  should 
only  be  given  when  noble  Lords  had  at 
least  heard  the  Question  put.  It  would 
be  more,  desirable,  of  course,  that  they 
should  hear  the  debates.  But,  really, 
if  noble  Lords  cannot,  or  will  not,  take 
the  trouble — I  am  not  saying  that  in 
some  cases  it  may  not  have  been  inevit- 
able— of  attending  here  to  hear  the 
Question  put,  it  seems  to  me  that  this 
privilege  of  recording  protests  in  a  per- 
manent form  on  the  Journals  of  this 
House  being  exceptional  it  is  only  decent 
that  that  power  which  is  not  enjoyed 
by  the  other  Housa  of  Parliament 
should  at  least  be  confined  to  those  who 
have  heard  the  Question  put  and  have 
either  recorded  their  votes  or  have  been 
present  to  say  "  Not-content."  I  have 
had  now  a  Parliamentary  experience  in 
both'Houses  of  very  nearly  haKacentury — 
not  so  long  as  ray  noble  Relative — but  it 
seems  rather  a  strange  thing  to  me  in 
these  days  to  propose  this  very  ex- 
ceptional way  of  exercising  this  very 
exceptional  but  ancient  privilege  of  this 
House. 

Earl  GRANVHjLE  :  My  Lords,  I 
entirely  agree  with  the  noble  Earl  that 
this  is  an  exceptional  matter  ;  but  he 
must  have  been  exceedingly  regardless 
of  the  business  of  this  House  if  he  has 
not  constantly  heard  such  Motions 
brought  forward.  I  do  not  know  why 
he  should  seek  to  deprive  of  the  right 
given    by    the    Standing   Order    noble 


Lords  who  were  not  present  in  the 
House  when  the  Question  was  actually 
put ;  but,  at  all  events,  whether  he  is  right 
or  I  am  right,  it  is  clearly  a  case  in  which 
if  he  makes  that  objection  he  ought 
to  give  notice  to  alter  the  Standing 
Orders. 

Earl  CADOGAN  :  Perhaps  the  noble 
Earl  will  allow  me  to  point  out  to  him 
that  he  is  still  irregular  in  moving  at 
once  the  suspension  of  a  Standing  Order, 
under  Standing  Order  60,  without  notice. 
That  Standing  Order  states  that — 

"  No  Motion  shall  be  granted  for  making 
any  new  Standing  Order  or  for  dispensing 
with  a  Standing  Ordpr  of  this  Honse  anless 
notice  shall  have  been  given  in  the  Minntes  to 
coDsider  of  the  said  Motion." 

Therefore,  I  am  afraid  the  noble  Earl 
is  hardly  in  a  position  to  move  now. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  :  I  thought,  as  we 
are  so  near  the  Recess,  your  Lordshipa 
would  not  have  insisted  upon  my  giving 
notice,  but  if  it  be  insisted  upon  1  shall 
be  very  glad  to  do  so. 

The  Earl  of  FEVERSHAM  :  I  think 
the  Motion  of  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
is  rather  inconsistent  with  the  practice 
which  has  been  stated  with  regard  to 
proxies.  We  have  altered  the  rule  for 
voting  by  proxy,  and,  therefore,  con- 
sidering that  some  of  the  noble  Lords, 
named  were  altogether  absent  from  the 
debate,  and  others  did  not  think  it  worth 
while  to  remain  to  the  end,  I  cannot 
see,  I  must  say,  what  importance  the 
noble  Earl  can  attach  to  a  Protest  signed 
under  those  circumstances.  .  1  cannot 
think  that  it  will  add  either  to  the 
dignity  or  the  reputation  of  this  Honse 
to.  allow  it. 

*L0RD  SANDHURST:  On  behalf  of 
the  noble  Earl  I  beg  to  give  notice  that 
he  will  move  to  suspend  the  Standing 
Order  to-morrow  to  allow  him  to  make 
the  Motion  which  stood  in  his  name 
to-day  with  the  addition  of  the  name 
of  Lord  Coleridge. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn. 

House  adjourned  at  Five  o'clock,  till 

to-moirow,  a  quarter  past 

Ten  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  27th  March,  1S90, 


LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 
To   Mr.    Vernon,  for  a  fortnight,  on 
account  of  ill-health. — {Mr,  Anstruther,) 


EAST  INDIA  (PUBLIC  WORKS 
DEPARTMENT). 

Address  for — 

«  Copies  of  or  Extracts  from  Correspondence 
relating  to  the  system  of  grading  Royal  Engi- 
neers with  Civil  Engineers  on  their  first  appoint- 
ment to  the  Public  Works  Department." — {Sir 
Roper  Lethhridge,) 


ECCLESIASTICAL  DILAPIDATIONS  ACT,  1871. 
Return  ordered — 
"For  the  years   1885-9,   inclusive,  of  the  number  of  Benefices  surveyed  on  vacancy  and 
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Diocese. 

Number  of  Benefices  with 
buildings  in  year  1888. 

Number  of  Surveys. 

1886. 

1886. 

1887. 

1888. 

1889. 

On  vacancy  . .     . . 
On  request   • .     . . 

— {Mr.  Harry  Davenport.) 


QUESTIONS. 

POLYTECHNIC  INSTITUTES. 

Mr.  OCTAVIUS  V.  MORGAN  (Bat- 
tcrsea)  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Edu- 
cation whether,  in  the  Report  on  Poly- 
technic Institutes,  which  he  proposes  to 
present  to  Members  of  Parliament,  he 
will  include  the  recently  started  Pratt 
Institute  in  Brooklyn,  United  States  of 
America  ? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart-Dyke,  Kent, 
Darfcford)  :  The  Commissioners  have  not 
been  able  to  inquire  personally  into  the 
Pratt  Institute,  but  its  papers  have  been 
laid  before  them.  It  does  not  seem  desir- 
able to  lay  such  papers  on  the  Table, 
as  it  is  quite  a  new  Institution,  admittedly 
based  on  the  model  of  the  Regent  Street 
Polytechnic,  and  has  not  been  long 
enough  at  work  to  afford  any  reliable 
guide. 

SUGAR    DUTIES. 
Mr.    WATT    (Glasgow,    Camlachie)  : 
T  beg   to  ask    the    Under   Secretary   of 


State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  is 
aware  if  it  is  a  fact  that  the  duty  im- 
posed on  sugar  imported  from  the  West 
Indian  Colonies  to  the  United  States  is 
from  £8  to  £9  per  ton ;  and  whether 
any  communications  have  passed  be- 
tween Her  Majesty's  Government  and  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  as  to 
reduction  of  tariff  ;  and,  if  not,  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  consider 
as  to  the  advisability  of  making  some 
representations,  so  as,  if  possible,  to 
obtain  a  reduction  of  the  existing  duty  ? 

♦The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  J.  Ferousson,  Manchester,  N.E.) : 
I  am  informed  that  practically  all  the 
sugar  imported  into  the  United  States  of 
America  from  the  West  Indies  pays,  not 
jB8  or  £9,  but  £6  10s.  a  ton.  No  com- 
munications between  Her  Majesty's  and 
the  United  States  Governments  with 
respect  to  the  reduction  of  the  tariff 
have  passed,  and  it  is  not  at  all  likely 
that  any  good  result  would  ensue  from 
representations  made  to  the  United 
States  Government,  who  fix  their  rates 
of  Customs  Duty  according  to  the  fiscal 
system  adopted  by  Congress. 
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KAILWAY  ACCIDENT  TO  THE  BEL. 

FAST-DUBLIN  MAIL  TRAIN. 
Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  he  has  learned  that,  on  the 
night  of  Saturday,  the  15th  instant,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  breaking  of  the  crank  of 
the  driving  wheel  of  the  engine  of  the 
limited  mail  from  Belfast  to  Dublin  the 
train  was  transferred  to  and  proceeded 
upon  the  down  line,  and  that  a  collision 
with  a  passenger  train  from  Dublin  was 
narrowly  escaped,  the  engines  having 
been  brought  to  a  standstill  only  when 
they  were  within  20  yards  of  each  other ; 
if  he  will  inquire  whether  this  danger  to 
life  could  have  been  obviated  by  the 
use  of  the  "  block  system  ";  and  what 
action  the  Board  propose  to  take  in 
reference  to  the  case  ? 
♦The  PRESIDENT  op  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
W.)  :  I  have  caused  inquiries  to  be  made 
in  consequence  of  the  question  of  the 
hon.  Member.  The  facts  appear  to  be 
as  stated,  except  tliat  the  drivers  of 
the  two  approaching  trains,  having 
been  warned  to  keep  a  look-out,  brought 
their  respective  trains  to  a  stand-still 
when  50  yards  from  each  other.  The 
directors  attribute  the  occurrence  to 
H  grave  error  in  single  line  working  on 
the  part  of  one  of  their  officers,  and  are 
not  of  opinion  that  the  block  system 
would  have  prevented  tlio  occurrence. 
In  deciding  upon  the  Order  to  be  issued 
to  the  company  under  the  Regulation  of 
Railways  Act,  1889,  the  Board  of  Trade 
mil  bear  in  mind  the  facts  of  the  present 
case. 

DAETMOOR. 

Me.  SEALE-HAYNE  (Devon,  Ash- 
burton)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  when  tho  new 
inch  sheets  of  the  Ordnance  Survey  map 
of  Dartmoor  will  be  published ;  and  when 
the  revised  geological  map  of  that 
district  will  appear  ? 

The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  op 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plunket,  University  of 
Dublin)  :  The  Director  of  the  Survey 
informs  me  that  no  exact  date  can  at 
present  be  named  for  the  publication  of 
the  new  inch  sheets  of  the  Ordnance 
Survey  map  of  Dartmoor,  but  they  will, 
he  expects,  be  available  within  two 
years.     The  arrangements  in  connection 


with  the  Geological  Survey  of  the 
United  Kingdom  are  not  under  the 
central  of  my  Department,  but  of  that  of 
the  Lord  President  of  the  Council. 

STARVATION  IN  CEYtON. 
Mr.  SEALE-HAYNE  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether,  having  regard  to  his 
reply  in  the  House  of  Commons  on  the 
31st  of  July  last,  relative  to  the  evic- 
tions and  consequent  deaths  from  starva- 
tion in  Ceylon,  the  Governor  has  com- 
pleted his  "  searching  inquiry  '*  which  he 
was  making  into  the  circumstances  and 
results  of  such  evictions;  whether  the 
complete  Return  of  the  number  of  Evic- 
tions and  Deaths  from  Starvation  in  each 
year  from  1869  to  1889  will  be  added  to 
the  Returns  of  Vital  Statistics  published 
in  the  Ceylon  Gazette  as  heretofore ; 
whether  the  lists  of  Newara  Eliya  dis- 
trict land  sales  for  Paddy  Tax,  referred 
to  in  Mr.  Moir's  Report,  dated  25th 
September,  1889,  have  been  received  by 
the  Colonial  Office  ;  and  whether  those 
lists  show  that  land  sales  affecting  10,283 
men,  women,  and  children  have  taken 
place,  and  that,  as  stated  by  Mr.  Le 
Mesurier,  Assistant  Government  Agent, 
981  have  died  of  consequent  want, 
destitution,  and  disease,  and  2,539 
persons  left  destitute  in  the  villages  ? 

♦The  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Baron  H. 
de  Worms,  Liverpool,  East  Toxteth)  :  The 
results  of  the  searching  inquiry  were 
contained  in  the  full  and  exhaustive 
Report  by  Mr.  Moir,  which  was  received 
at  the  Colonial  Office  on  the  11th 
November,  and  which  the  hon.  Member 
has  no  doubt  seen.  A  copy  of  the  ques- 
tion put  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Hythe  on  the  31st  of  July,  and 
of  my  reply,  was  sent  to  the  Governor, 
and  he  was  asked  to  furnish  the  Return 
asked  for,  if  it  could  be  made  out  with 
any  approximation  to  accuracy,  llie 
Return  has  not  been  received,  and  our 
latest  vital  statistics  are  those  published 
in  the  Colonial  Gazettes  for  1888  and  the 
first  quarter  of  1889.  The  Registrar 
General  lias,  however,  supplied  informa- 
tion for  the  two  Divisions  of  the 
Nuwara  Eliya  District,  in  wliich  the 
great  mortality  from  starvation  is  said 
to  have  occurred  in  the  years  1882  to 
1885;  and  his  statistics  show  that  as 
nearly  as  can  be  ascertained  the  death- 
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rat*  p^r  1,000  between  1881  and  li^8^ 
was  slightly  less  than  between  1871  and 
l.SSO,  and  that  the  population  was  larger 
in  1881  than  in  1871,  and  in  1888  than  in 
1881.  Mr.  Moir  states,  at  the  end  of  his 
Keport,  that  the  lists  referred  to  being 
verr  volnminons  are  not  sent ;  bnt  an 
abstract  of  them  is  given,  from  which 
the  figures  mentioned  in  the  question 
are  correctly  quoted.  3klr.  Le  Mesurier's 
letters  on  the  subject  are  also  included. 
The  Secretary  of  State  has  given  the 
whole  matter  the  most  careful  considera- 
tion, and  has  seen  no  reason  to  doubt  the 
soundness  of  Mr.  Moir's  conclusions, 
which  are  supported  by  the  Registrar 
Gtfuerals'  Returns  and  other  statistics.  | 
He  considers  that  while  in  some  cases  \ 
liardship  was  caused  by  too  inflexible  '. 
collection  of  arrears,  there  has  been  very 
grave  exaggeration ;  and  this,  as  I  ; 
stated  on  the  31st  of  July,  was  from  the 
first  believed  to  be  the  case. 

Mb.  SKALlvHAYXE :    Do  I   under-  ; 

stand  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  to  say  i 

that  the  figures  are  incorrect  ?  | 

♦Baeox  H.  de  worms  :  No,  Sir  :  the  ; 

figures  are  not  incorrect. 

THE  CORK  UXIOX. 

Db.  TAXXER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  what  is  the  entire 
sum  due  by  the  Cork  Union  to  the 
District  Lunatic  Asylum  for  the  part 
maintenance  of  certain  lunatics  received 
from  the  workhouse;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Vice  Guardians  have 
requested  the  Local  Government  Board 
to  give  a  sanction,  based  on  legal 
authority,  for  the  payment,  or  part  pay- 
ment, of  the  alleged  claim  :  and  to  what 
extent  is  the  Cork  Corporation  repre- 
sented on  the  Board  of  Grovemors  of  the 
Eglinton  Asylum  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  foe  IRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub,  Manchester, 
E.) :  The  amount  claimed  by  the  Board 
of  Governors  of  the  District  Lunatic 
Asylum  in  respect  of  the  maintenance  of 
lunatics  sent  to  the  Asylum  from  the 
workhotLse  appears  to  be  £536  10s.  3d. 
The  mattcrr  has  been  submitted  to  the 
Local  Government  Board  by  the  Vice 
Guardians  for  a  decision  as  to  whether 
they  are  legally  bound  to  pay  for  the 
maint?nanc:'  of  the  inmates  referred  to. 
There  are  four  members  of  the  Cork 
Bitrttti  If.  *h-  Worms 


•  Corporation 
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il'.e     Lunatic     Asylui 


Dk.  TANNKR:  What  is  the  constiti; 
tion  of  the  Asylum  Board  t  How  is  tb 
Cork  Corporation  represented  upon  it! 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Reprc 
sentatives  of  the  Cork  Corporadcm  are 
Alderman  John  Jones,  Alderman  Michac 
Murphy,  Alderman  J.  H.  Scott,  aii< 
Mr.  B.'Sheehar:. 

Dp..  TAXXER  :  Has  there  not  beei 
considerable  discussion  as  to  wheihe 
the  money  can  be  legally  paid  or  not  ? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  believe  i 
is  extremely  likely  that  there  has  been  i 
great  deal  «»f  discussion  on  it.  With  re 
gard  to  the  hon.  Member's  inquiry  as  t 
whether  it  will  be  paid  before  a  lega 
decision  is  come  to,  I  beg  to  refer  him  t 
the  answer  I  have  just  given  to  hi 
qaestiou  on  the  Ptojier. 

QUEEN-S  COLLEGE,  GALWAY. 
Mf^  FOLEY  (Galway,  Connemara) : 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  tin 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  with  regan 
to  the  facts  that  the  Boards  of  Nataona 
and  Intermediate  Education  and  th 
Senate  of  the  Royal  University  are  8 
constituted  as  to  include  a  Gatholi 
element  in  the  proportion  of  one  haL 
that  the  higher  paid  appointments  i 
the*^  Institutions  follow  the  same  rule 
and  that  this  proportion  is  maintained  b 
the  free  action  of  the  Elxecutive  Goven 
ment,  there  being  no  statutory  piovisio 
in  this  resp.^ct,  whether  he  is  aware  ths 
the  Governing  Body  and  office  bearers  < 
Queen's  College,  Galway,  are,  and  hav 
been  for  some  time,  exclusively  Pn 
testant ;  and  whether  the  Elxecutive  wi 
make  appointments  in  Galway  on  th 
same  principle  that  obtains  in  the  Institi 
tions  n:imed  above,  on  the  g^und  that 
distinct  Mini.<terial  pledge  was  given  t 
this  House  that  the  patronage  of  tl 
Crown  would  be  so  exercised  as  to  secur 
if  pcissible.  the  services  of  Catholics  i 
tht^  appointments  to  the  Queen  s  College 
Galway  * 

Mr..' A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  beg  to  ref c 
tlie  hon.  Gentleman  to  an  answer  g^ve 
by  me  to  a  similar  question  put  by  tl 
hon.  Member  for  GJalway  (Mr.  Pinkertoi 
in  .hily.  18.*^^.  Xo  change  has  sine 
t«kiii  l»lacf  in  the  j^rsonnel  of  tli 
Ci'licY*^. 
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THE  FASTNET  ROOK  LIGHTHOUSE. 
Mr.  CRILLY  (Mayo,  N.) :  I  have  placed 
a  question  on  the  Paper  of  my  intention 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  "will  explain 
why  tenders  were  not  invited  for  the 
contract  for  boat  attendance  on  the 
Fastnet  Rock  Lighthouse,  which  lapsed 
on  the  6th  of  January  last ;  when  will 
tenders  be  invited,  and  what  reason  is 
there  for  the  delay ;  when  the  late  boat 
Halcyon  was  suspended  from  attend- 
ance, were  any  steps  taken  to  ascertain 
the  truth  or  otherwise  of  the  allegations 
made  by  the  crew  of  this  boat,  that  their 
lives  and  the  lives  of  the  hght  keepers 
of  the  Fastnet  Lighthouse  were  seriously 
endangered  on  more  than  one  occasion 
through  the  boat's  unseaworthy  state ; 
whether  the  Board  of  Trade  were 
warned  a  few  years  ago  that  the  boat 
was  in  a  dangeroas  state ;  whether  there 
is  any  intention  to  re-instate  this  alleged 
unseaworthy  boat  in  attendance  on  the 
lighthouse ;  at  what  weekly  cost  has  the 
steamship  Alert  been  for  weeks  doing  the 
work,  and  would  he  inquire  whether  the 
attendance  could  be  carried  on  more 
cheaply  and  as  efficiently  by  a  local  boat ; 
how  long  is  it  intended  to  continue  the 
Alert  at  this  work  ;  and  is  it  a  fact  that 
a  seaworthy  boat  has  been  offered  to 
attend  on  the  lighthouse  at  the  old 
contract  price.  At  the  request  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  I  will  defer  the 
question  until  Monday. 

THE  LAND  PURCHASE  BILL. 

Earl  op  CAVAN  (Somerset,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether,  in  order 
to  facilitate  the  unrestrained  discussion 
by  Irish  tenants  in  regard  to  the  benefits 
proposed  to  be  conferred  uj)on  them  by 
the  Land  Purchase  Bill,  he  can  assure 
the  House  that  police  reporters  will  be 
instructed  not  to  attend  public  or  private 
meetings  when  Members  of  Parliament 
or  others  address  Irish  tenants  on  this 
and  kindred  subjects  ?  ' 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Police  re- 
porters do  not  attend  meetings  unless 
they  have  reason  to  fear  that  a  breach  of 
the  law  may  be  committed.  I  am  unable 
to  understand  how  the  presence  of  a 
police  reporter  can  put  a  restraint  on  ary 


discussion  which    is    not  of   an    illegal 
character. 

In  reply  to  a  further  question  by  the- 
Earl  of  Cavan, 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said  :  I  am  not 
aware  tliat  any  reason  has  been  adduced 
for  altering  the  habitual  procedure  with 
regard  to  police  reporters.  I  believe  that 
notice  is  sometimes  given  of  the  inten- 
tion of  the  police  to  send  reporters  to 
meetings.  I  do  not  know  whether 
reporters  will  attend  those  meetings  or 
not. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  if  he  will  state  the  amounts,  for 
the  last  financial  year,  of  the  several 
items  proposed  by  his  Land  Purchase 
(Ireland)  Bill  to  constitute  the  contingent 
guarantee  fund  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  already 
taken  steps  for  the  preparation  of  a 
Return  to  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  this 
House  which  will  include  the  informa- 
tion indicated  in  this  question.  It  will, 
I  hope,  be  laid  in  ample  time  for  tlie 
discussion  on  the  Second  Reading. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  give  a  Return  showing  the 
extent  to  which  the  probate  and  license 
funds  will  be  allocated  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  do  not  think 
that  will  require  a  separate  Return.  It 
will  be  sufficiently  evidenced  in  the  Bill 
itself. 

Mr.  E.  HARRINGTON  (Kerry,  W.)  : 
Will  the  sum  hitherto  devoted  to  the 
encouragement  of  the  breeding  of  horses 
for  agricultural  purposes  be  still 
guaranteed  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  It  is  pro- 
{X)sed  that  that  sum — £0,000  a  year,  I 
believe — shall  be  placed  upon  the  Votes. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  (Newcastle-on- 
Tyne)  :  Has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
any  objection  to  give  a  continuation  pf 
the  Retarn  granted  to  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Rushcliffe  Division 
(Mr.  J.  Ellis)  from  1882  to  1889. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  gave  an 
answer  to  that  question  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Rushcliffe  Division  a  few 
days  ago.  I  said  that  Retams  containing 
full  information  on  the  subject  of  sales  by . 
property-owners  in  Ireland  will  be  laid 
on  the  Table  before  tht^  Second  Reading 
of  the  Land  Bill. 
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Mft.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
cliffe) :  May  I  point  out  that  the  Returns 
are  very  incomplete. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber must  be  aware  that  the  preparation 
of  these  Returns  has  thrown  a  great 
amount  of  work  upon  the  officials ;  but  if 
the  hon.  Member  will  discuss  the  subject 
with  me  I  will  see  what  I  can  do  to  com- 
ply with  his  wishes  and  render  the 
Returns  complete. 

Mr.  KEAY  (Elgin  and  Nairn)  :  Will 
the  Returns  be  prepared  before  the  Easter 
Recess? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  afraid  it 
will  be  impossible  to  present  the  Returns 
which  hon.  Members  want  before  the 
Easter  Recess.  They  will  be  presented 
immediately  after  the  Recess,  when  there 
will  be  ample  time  to  study  them  before 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  When  will  the  Bill 
be  circulated? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  shall  be  sur- 
prised and  disappointed  if  the  Bill  is  not 
circulated  by  Saturday  morning. 

Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan, 
N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Olphert 
Estate  forms  a  portion  of  one  of  the  con- 
gested districts  to  be  dealt  with  by  the 
Land  Purchase  (Ireland)  Bill  introduced 
on  the  24th  instant,  he  proposes  .  to  give 
the  forces  of  the  Crown  for  the  carrying 
out  of  evictions  there  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  It  does  not 
seem  to  me  that  the  proposals  I  have 
laid  before  Parliament  afford  either 
reason  or  justification  for  my  refusing 
protection  to  those  engaged  in  carrying 
out  the  decrees  of  a  duly  constituted 
tribunal. 

*Mr.  p.  O'BRIEN  :  May  I  ask  whether, 
in  the  interests  of  philanthropy,  some 
consideration  may  not  be  paid  to  these 
unfortunate  }>eople,  especially  as  it  is 
intended  to  deal  with  them  under  the 
Land  Purchase  Bill,  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  introduced  the  other  night  ? 
Could  not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
exercise  a  similar  pressure  under  the 
law  as  that  exercised  by  his  predecessor, 
tJie  present  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 


THE  ARRESTS  AT  GLQNGOREY. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  if  he  can 
now  state  precisely  the  circumstances 
connected  with  the  arrests  last  Friday 
morning  at  Clongorey;  the  legal 
authority ;  the  refusal  of  the  bailiffs  to 
exhibit  a  warrant ;  the  limit  of  punish- 
ment ;  the  nature  of  the  order  issued  by 
the  County  Court  Judge ;  and  the 
imprisonment  of  persons  other  than  the 
tenant  of  the  holding  ?  I  also  wish  to 
ask  whether  the  tenant,  Mrs.  Kelly,  a 
woman  75  years  of  age,  was  taken  out  of 
her  bed  at  6  o'clock  in  the  morning  1 

The  attorney  GENiERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  University  of 
Dublin) :  I  have  now  before  me  a  copy 
of  the  order  under  which  the  arrests 
referred  to  in  the  question  were  made, 
and  I  am  in  a  position  to  answer  in  detail 
the  question  of  the  hon.  Member.  The 
proceeding,  as  I  have  already  stated,  is 
of  a  civil  character,  over  which  the 
Executive  has  no  control.  It  appears 
that  Mr.  O'Kelly,  the  landlord  of  the 
Clongorey  Estate,  obtained  from  the 
County  Court  Judge  of  Kildare  an  order 
in  an  equity  civil  bill  proceeding  restrain- 
ing the  defendants  Mary  Kelly,  Michael 
Morressey,  and  Mary  Morressoy,  their 
servants,  agents,  and  workmen,  from 
erecting  on  the  holding  of  the  defendant 
Mary  Kelly  any  house  or  hut  not  suitable 
for  the  enjoyment  of  the  holding  as  an 
agricultural  holding,  and  from  permitting 
certain  buildings  complained  of  in  the 
civil  bill  to  remain  on  the  holding.  A 
further  order  was  made  by  the  County 
Court  Judge  on  October  Uth,  1889, 
whereby,  after  stating  that  it  appeared 
that  the  buildings  mentioned  in  the 
civil  bill  were  still  standing,  the  Judge 
ordered  the  defendants  to  remove  them 
within  six  weeks  after  personal  service 
of  the  order  upon  them.  Neither  of 
these  orders  having  been  complied  with, 
a  further  order  was  made  on  January 
2,  1890,  adjudging  the  defendants  guilty 
j  of  contempt  of  Court,  and  commanding 
I  the  Sheriff  to  arrest  "them.  The  arrests 
in  question  were  made  by  the  Sheriff's 
Officer  under  the  authority  of  the  last- 
mentioned  order.  Michael  and  Mary 
Morressey  were  named  as  defendants  in 
the  civil  bill  decree  as  having  been 
engaged  with  the  tenant  Mary  Kelly 
in  committing  waste  on  her  holding.     I 
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have  no  information  that  the  bailiffs 
refused  to  show  the  order  of  the  County 
Court  Judge  ordering  the  arrest  of  the 
defendants ;  but  it  is  plain  from  the  terms 
of  that  order  that  tlie  Judge  was  satisfied 
before  making  it  that  the  peremptory 
order  of  October  14  had  been  personally 
served  on  the  defendants.  The  limits 
of  imprisonment  assigned  by  the  order 
are  until  the  prisoners  are  discharged 
by  competent  authority-  and  due  course 
of  law.  Prisouerd  committed  for  con- 
tempt of  an  order  of  the  Court  may  be 
released  on  purging  their  contempt  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  Court.  I  am 
informed  that  Mary  Kelly  has  been 
already  discharged  on  the  ground  of 
ill-health. 

Mb.  SEXTOX  :  Tliree  persons  appear 
to  have  been  arrested  on  this  order.  The 
tenant  who,  of  course,  had  power  to  obey 
the  order,  and  two  others.  As  the  tenant 
has  been  released  from  custody,  will  the 
other  persons  who  are  liable  to  be  im- 
prisoned for  an  indefinite  time  be  re- 
leased? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  imagine  that 
it  is  a  matter  which  rests  entirely  with 
the  County  Court  Judge.  The  Lord 
Lieutenant  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
matter. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Then  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  1  will  take  an  early  oppor- 
tunity of  submitting  to  the  House  that 
this  is  a  case  in  which  it  is  in  the 
power  of  the  Executive  to  exercise 
clemency. 

THE  SHANNON  DRAINAGE. 
Mr.  PATRICK  JOSEPH  O'BRIEN 
(Tipperary,  N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  river  dams  in  course  of  erection 
at  Killaloe,  in  connection  with  the 
Shannon  Drainage,  were  completely 
swept  away  by  the  recent  floods ;  what 
was  the  totel  expenditure  on  these  works 
up  to  the  time  of  their  demolition ; 
whether  there  is  any  evidence  to  show 
that  the  catastrophe  was  owing  to 
negligence  and  incapacity  in  the  execu- 
tion of  the  works ;  and,  if  so,  who  is 
responsible  ;  is  he  aware  that  the  portions 
of  the  river  dammed  off  for  excavation 
above  and  below  the  bridge  were 
inundated,  for  several  weeks,  causing 
upwards  of  200  workmen  to  be  thrown 
out  of  employment  in  the  depth  of 
winter ;  why  wei-e  not  the  works  secured 


in  the  summer  months,  when  the  en* 
closure  was  laid  dry,  and  the  risk  of  the 
winter  floods  could  be  avoided ;  was  the 
ordinary  precaution  taken  to  prevent 
leakage  through  the  dams  by  using  clay 
puddle  or  other  approved  material,  or 
were  the  dams  solely  composed  of  active 
surface  soil  and  the  debris  excavated 
from  other  parts  of  the  works  ;  was  the 
side  of  the  dam  left  exposed  to  the  rapid 
current  of  the  Shannon  at  that  point  un- 
protected by  planks  or  other  proper 
sheeting  ;  will  he  inquire  how  it  happened 
that  the  floods  actually  broke  over  the 
top  of  the  embankments  owing  to  their 
not  being  of  sufficient  height  or  width 
to  protect  the  dam,  though  the  material 
excavated  and  available  on  the  spot  for 
the  purpose  was  carted  half  a  mile  away ; 
and  whether  he  will  have  full  and  in- 
dependent inquiry  made  into  all  these 
particulars  ? 
♦The  secretary  to  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.):  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber speaks  in  his  question  of  river  dams 
in  course  of  construction ;  but  I  would 
point  out  that  the  dams  in  question  were 
temporary  dams,  constructed  in  the 
usual  manner  from  the  excavations  made 
near  their  site  and  at  other  parts  of  the 
works,  and  it  was  therefore  impossible 
to  keep  a  separate  account  of  their  cost. 
They  were  damaged  by  the  great  flood  of 
December  last,  but  were  not  entirely 
swept  away.  It  was  impossible  to  keep 
men  at  work  in  the  bed  of  the  Shannon 
during  such  floods,  and  therefore  the 
works  were  suspended  before  the  dams 
received  any  injury  whatever.  There 
was  no  negligence  or  incapacity  in  the 
construction  of  the  dams,  which  were 
made  and  maintained  in  the  manner 
usual  in  such  cases.  It  would  have  been 
improvident  to  have  erected  them  as  if 
they  were  permanent  works.  They  can 
be  repaired  at  much  less  cost. 

THE  SPECIAL  COMMISSION. 
Mr.  ROWNTREE  (Scarborough)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
what  were  the  respective  numbers  in  the 
two  editions  of  the  Report  of  the  Special 
Commission,  1888  ;  and  what  precedents 
there  are  for  so  large  a  reduction  in 
price  as  that  from  Is.  4d.  to  9d? 

*Mr.  JACKSON  :  The  original  order 
was  for  2,000  copies,  followed  by  subse- 
quent orders,  raising  the  total  number  of 
copies    of   the  Is.  4d.  edition   to  7,000. 
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twenty  thousand  copies  of  the  9d. 
edition  have  besn  ordered  from  the 
printer.  The  precedents  are  the  Report 
of  the  Royal  Commission  on  Housing  of 
Working  Classes,  first  sold  at  lid.,  after- 
wards brought  out  and  sold  at  6d.;  Local 
Government  Bill,  1888,  first  sold  at 
Is.  3d.,  and  afterwards  brought  out  and 
sold  at  3d.;  Reports  of  Royal  Commis- 
sion on  Depression  of  Trade,  first  brought 
out  in  five  volumes  with  evidence  and 
sold  at  18s.  1  Id.,  afterwards  separated  and 
sold  at  6d.;  Report  on  Small  Pox  at 
Sheffield,  originally  sold  at  24:S.,  after- 
wards reduc3d  to  10s. 

Mr.  a.  ACLAND  (York,  W.R., 
Rotherham)  :  May  I  ask  whether  it  is 
not  a  rule  in  the  Stationery  Department 
that  the  price  of  public  papers  shall  be 
reckoned  at  the  cost  of  the  paper  and 
printing,  the  setting  up  being  charged 
upon  the  Department ;  if  so,  and  if  the 
second  edition  of  20,000  copies  of  the 
Special  Commission  Report  was  printed 
from  the  same  type  as  the  first  7,000, 
does  not  the  hon.  Gentleman  think  the 
discrepancy  between  Is.  4d.  and  9d.  is 
unaccountable  ? 

*Mr.  JACKSON :  No,  Sir.  I  do  not 
think  it  is  at  all  unaccountable,  because 
the  price  was  fixed  at  considerably  more 
than  it  ought  to  have  been  under  the 
rules. 

Mr.  E.  HARRINGTON :  Do  not  the 
precedents  quoted  relate  to  matters 
beneficial  to  the  public ;  and  is  there  any 
precedent  for  a  Report  of  this  class, 
which  is  practically  of  a  political  nature 
and  apparently  distributed  for  a  political 
purpose,  being  issued  at  a  cheaper  rate  ? 
Was  there  any  consultation  at  the  Trea- 
sury before  this  step  was  taken  1 

*Mr.  JACKSON  :  If  the  ordinary  rule 
had  been  followed,  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Rotherham  Division  (Mr.  A. 
Acland)  has  pointed  out,  it  would  not 
have  been  necessary  to  reduce  the  price 
to  9d.,  because  the  cost  might  have  been 
fixed  at  9d.  in  the  fii'st  instance. 

THE  FIELD  OF  TOSKT. 
^  Mr.  FRANCIS  STEVENSON  (Suffolk, 
Eye)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Sscretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  he 
is  aware  that,  as  stated  in  the  East 
Anglican  Daily  Times  of  the  22nd 
instant,  by  a  correspondent  who  visited 
the  field  of  Toski,  in  company  with 
several  other  witnesses,  some  five  hundred 
Mr.  Jackson 


Dervishes  still  remain  uuburied ;  and 
whether  steps  will  bo  taken  to  put  an 
end  to  that  state  of  things  ? 

*SiR  J.  FERGUSSON  :  Her  Majesty's 
Government  liave  no  information  on  the 
subject.  Inquiry  will  be  made  as  to  the 
facts. 

THE  AUDIT  AND  SUPERVISION  OP 
BANKRUPTCY  IN  SCOTLAND. 
Mk.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
Rollox) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether  it  is  the  case  that 
the  fees  payable  to  the  Accountant  of  the 
Court  of  Session  in  respect  of  the  Audit 
and  Supervision  of  Bankruptcy  pro- 
ceedings are  payable  in  stamps ;  whether 
these  stamps  are  procurable  only  in 
Edinburgh ;  and  whether,  considering 
the  largo  number  of  bankruptcy  estates 
in  Glasgow  and  the  AVest  of  Scotland,  he 
would  arrange  for  the  stamps  being 
procurable  in  the  Stamp  Office,  Glasgow  1 
*Mr.  JACKSON :  The  Commissioners 
of  Inland  Revenue  have  not  had  time  to 
communicate  with  their  representatives 
in  Scotland  in  this  matter  since  the  hon. 
Member  gave  notice  of  his  question ; 
but  they  will  make  inquiries  and  see 
whether  it  is  possible  to  comply  with 
the  request. 

THE  ATLANTIC  MAILS. 
Mr.  LENG  (Dundee)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  whether  it  is  within 
his  knowledge  that  on  her  last  outward 
passage  the  City  of  Paris,  without  mails, 
arrived  at  New  York  63  hours  in  advance 
of  the  mail-carrying  steamer  Britannic  ; 
whether  he  has  been  informed  that  the 
Inman  and  White  Star  Lines  have  entered 
into  an  arrangement  to  take  effect  on 
2nd  April,  and  to  continue  during  the 
summer,  under  which  it  is  probable  the 
steamer  not  carrying  mails  will  arrive  at 
New  York  every  alternate  week  two  days 
before  the  mail-carrying  steamer ;  and 
whether,  for  the  convenience  of  the 
mercantile  public,  he  will  publish,  a  fort- 
night in  advance,  the  names  of  all 
steamers  sailing  from  Queenstown  to 
New  York  with  Her  Majesty's  mails,  with 
the  dates  of  their  departure,  and  also  indi- 
cate the  names  of  other  steamers  of  high 
speed  leaving  Queenstown  on  the  same 
days  as  the  steamers  carrying  the  mails, 
so  that  merchants  may  lie  able  to  address 
their  letters  to  be  sent  by  the  fastest 
stoaniers  1 
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*Thb  POSTAIASTER  general  (Mr. 
Raikes,  University  of  Cambridge) :  My 
Department  lias  not  yet  received  from 
New  York  the  official  Returns  of  the 
arrival  of  the  two  steamers  referred  to  ; 
but,  according  to  telegraphic  advices,  the 
City  of  Paris  arrived  at  New  York  about 
two  days  in  advance  of  the  Britannic. 
The  City  of  Paris  carried,  as  usual,  ship- 
letter  mails,  14  bags  in  all,  consisting  of 
correspondence  specially  superscribed 
for  transmission  by  that  ship.  As  re- 
gards the  hon.  Member's  second  question, 
I  am  informed  that  the  White  Star  Com- 
pany has  entered  into  no  arrangement 
with  the  Inman  Company  of  the  character 
referred  to.  As  regards  Question  3, 
the  information  desired  by  the  hon. 
Member  is  already  given  to  a  consider- 
able extent  in  the  Post  Office  Daily  List. 
That  official  publication  gives,  one  week 
in  advance,  the  name  and  date  of  sailing 
of  each  contract  mail  steamer  to  New 
York,  and  also  of  each  non  -  contract 
steamer  sailing  on  fixed  days  and  at 
regular  intervals.  If  it  would  ba  any 
convenience  to  the  mercantile  public  to 
have  this  information  so  long  as  a  fort- 
night in  advance  (which  I  think  is  doubt- 
ful) I  will  endeavour  to  meet  that  wish. 

CHARGE  AGAINST  A  LICENSED 
VICTUALLER. 
Mr.  AQG-GARDNER  (Cheltenham) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  he  is 
aware  that  one  Albert  Hawkins,  a 
licensed  victualler,  was  acquitted  by  the 
Hurstgreen  (Sussex)  Magistrates,  on  1st 
January,  1890,  on  a  charge  of  selling 
beer  during  prohibited  hours,  on  Sun- 
dajs  the  24th  of  November  last ; 
wliether  he  hiis  observed  that  the 
evidence  against  him  was  given 
by  a  police  constable  called  George 
Austin,  who  admitted  that  for  the  pur- 
pose of  obtaining  evidence  he  disguised 
himself  as  a  bricklayer  and  gave  the 
name  of  James  Churchyard  ;  that  whilst 
in  this  disguise  he  endeavoured  to  in- 
duce Hawkins  to  sell  beer  to  him  during 
prohibited  hours,  and  that  on  Hawkins' 
refusal,  three  times  offered  to  pay  for 
.some  beer,  which  Hawkins  let  him  liave 
as  a  gift ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  in 
another  case  heard  at  the  same  Sessions 
Austin  was  proved  to  have  incited  other 
persons  to  sell  or  obtain  liquor  during 
prohibited  hours,   and  that    the    Hurst- 


green Magistrates  expressed  their  disap- 
proval of  the  action  of  the  police  in 
tempting  people  to  break  the  law  : 
would  he  state  under  whose  instructions 
Austin  was  acting ;  and  are  any  steps 
being  taken  to  prevent  a  recurrence  of 
such  proceedings  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for  trk 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Matthews, 
Birmingham,  E.)  :  I  have  obtained  a  Re- 
port from  the  Chief  Constable,  who 
informs  me  that  it  is  the  fact  that  the 
constable  was  in  disguise  ;  but  he  had 
been  sent  to  that  district  for  an  altogether 
different  purpose,  and  not  at  all  with 
the  view  of  obtaining  evidence  against 
any  publican  for  breach  of  the  Licensing 
Acts.  In  acting  as  he  did  in  the  cases 
quoted  the  constable  undoubtedly  ex- 
ceeded his  duty.  His  conduct  was  dis- 
approved of  both  by  the  Magistrates  and 
by  the  Chief  Constable,  who  has  repri- 
manded him,  and  will  take  every  pre- 
caution in  the  future  to  prevent  a  recur- 
rence of  such  proceedings. 

POSTCARDS. 
Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Canter- 
bury) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  what  is  the  estimated  actual  cost  of 
stamping  1,000,000  postcards  for  private 
persons  at  the  Inland  Revenue  Office  ; 
and  whether  it  would  be  cheaper  to 
allow  private  persons  to  affix  halfpenny 
stamps  to  their  own  postcards,  which,  in 
size  and  in  every  other  respect,  conform 
to  regulations,  than  to  compel  them  to 
buy  postcards  supplied  by  the  Govern- 
ment contractor  1 

*Mr.  raikes  :  The  estimated  cost  of 
stamping  1,000,000  postcards  for  private 
persons  at  the  Inland  Revenue  Office 
is  £16  13s.  4d.  I  have,  I  think,  quite 
recently  informed  the  hon.  Member  that 
the  question  of  allowing  private  persons 
to  attach  halfpenny  adhesive  stamps  to 
their  own  postcards  has  been  for  some 
time  under  the  consideration  of  a  De- 
partmental Committee,  whose  Report  I 
am  daily  expecting.  The  cost  of  manu- 
facturing postcards  is  necessarily  con- 
siderable ;  but  these  cards,  as  the  House 
is  aware,  are  re-sold  at  a  j)rofit,  which  is 
not  the  case  with  adhesive  stamps.  The 
substitution  of  private  cards  for  official 
postcards,  therefore,  so  far  from  being 
attended  with  a  saving  of  £40,000  or 
£50,000  a  year  to  the  State,  would  re- 
result  in  a  loss  of  revenue,  which  would 
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equally  result  from  the  discontinuance  of 
the  charge  now  made  at  Somerset  House 
for  stamping  private  cards.* 

WAR  OFFICE  CONTRACTS  — POWDER 
CASKS. 
Dr.  TANNER:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  the 
Ballincollig  Powder  Company,  Limited, 
tendered  for  the  making  of  the  powder 
casks ;  and  at  what  price  are  such  casks 
usually  supplied  to  the  Government  ? 

•The  secretary  of  STATEfoeWAR 
(Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire,  Hom- 
castle) :  No,  Sir ;  the  Ballincollig  Powder 
Company,  Limited,  did  not  tender  for 
gunpowder  casks ;  but  in  reply  to  our 
inquiries  they  gave  4s.  as  the  price  of  a 
hand-made  barrel  of  the  ordinary  trade 
type,  which  is  quite  unsuitable  for  our 
purposes.  It  is  understood  that  they  are 
now  endeavouring  to  produce  a  barrel 
equal  to  our  pattern,  which  is  machine- 
niade.  The  service  powder  barrel  is 
made  in  the  Royal  Laboratory,  and  costs 
about  4s. 

THE  WOOD  GREEN  LOCAL  BOARD. 

Mr.  JAMES  ROWLANDS  (Fins- 
bury,  E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  whether 
he  has  received  a  protest  from  four 
candidates  for  election  to  the  Wood 
Green  Local  Board  against  the  appoint- 
ment as  Returning  Officer,  at  the  election, 
of  a  gentleman  who  is  a  partisan  of  some 
other  candidates;  and  whether  he  has 
sent  any  answer  to  the  protest,  or  intends 
to  take  any  action  ? 

♦The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  :  The 
Local  Government  Board  have  received 
a  Memorial  signed  by  four  of  the  candi- 
dates for  election  as  members  of  the 
Wood  Green  Local  Board  objecting  to 
the  appointment  of  Returning  Officer 
which  has  been  made  hy  the  Local 
Board,  and  requesting  the  Board  to 
nominate  a  person  to  act  as  Returning 
Officer.  The  Board  liave  informed  the 
Memorialists  that  the  power  of  the  Board 
to  appoint  a  Returning  Officer  is  limited 
to  the  case  of  the  first  election  of  a  Local 
Board,  and  they  have  no  authority  what- 
ever to  intervene  in  the  manner  sug- 
gested. 

Mr.  Raikea 


Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  :  Is  it  the  fact 
tliat  the  person  who  has  been  appointed 
Returning  Officer  was  present  on  Tues- 
day at  a  meeting  of  one  of  the  candidates ; 
and  is  it  not  within  the  power  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  to  see  that  tht» 
election  is  not  conducted  unfairly  ? 

*Me.  RITCHIE  :  I  am  not  prepared  to 
say  what  the  power  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  is ;  but  if  they  find  that  the 
election  has  been  conducted  unfairly,  I 
think  they  would  have  power  to  interfere. 
The  Local  Government  Board,  however, 
have  no  right  to  interfere  with  the 
appointment  of  Returning  Officer. 

THE  OLD U Ail  UNION, 
Mr.  LEAKE  (Lancashire,  S.E.,  Rad- 
cliffe)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Tjocal  Government  Board  whether  he  has 
received  any  intimation  of  the  appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  William  Hall  as  relieving 
officer  in  one  of  the  districts  of  the  Old- 
ham Union ;  whether  he  has  received  a 
communication  from  the  clerk  of  the 
Union  that  Mr.  Hall's  writing,  ortho- 
graphy, composition,  and  use  of  figures 
are  not  such  as  to  commend  themselves 
to  any  business  man  who  has  books  tt> 
keep,  and  certainly  not  to  him  (the  clerk) 
as  the  Public  Officer  of  the  Union  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  it  was  admitted 
by  one  of  the  Guardians  who  supported 
Mr.  Hall,  that  he  was  not  as  well 
qualified  as  some  of  the  other  candidates ; 
whether  it  was  also  stated  that  Mr.  Hall 
would  take  lessons  in  handwriting,  and 
that  Mr.  Hall  was  selected  from  87  appli- 
cants by  a  party  majority  of  11  to  8, 
and  has  his  appointment  received  the 
sanction  of  the  Local  Government 
Board? 

*Mr.  RITCHIE:  The  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  have  received  a  Report  of 
the  appointment  of  Mr.  Hall  as  relieving 
officer  in  the  Oldham  Union.  I  have 
received  no  communication  from  the 
clerk  to  the  Guardians  containing  the 
statements  referred  to  in  the  question  ; 
but  the  clerk,  in  reporting  the  appoint- 
ment, stated  that  the  Chairman  and  Vice 
Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  and 
several  other  members  desired  him  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Board  to  the 
style  of  writing  and  the  mistakes  in 
spelling  and  composition  of  Mr.  Hall's 
letters,  and  that  they  were  strongly  of 
opinion  that  if  his  appointment  were 
sanctioned  inconvenien(5e  and  difficulty 
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would  result.  I  have  seen  no  Report  of 
the  proceedings  at  the  meeting  at  which 
Mr.  Hall  was  elected,  and  I  am  unable, 
therefore,  to  reply  to  the  questions  with 
regard  to  the  admissions  and  statements 
alleged  to  have  been  made  as  to  Mr.  Hall. 
Neither  am  I  aware  what  was  the  num- 
ber of  Guardians  voting  for  and  against 
his  appointment.  The  appointment  has 
not  yet  received  the  sanction  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  and  is  under  their 
consideration. 

HISTORICAL  MANUSCRIPTS 
COMMISSION. 

Mb.  CRILIiY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department 
what  is  the  reason  for  the  delay  in  dis- 
tributing the  Twelfth  Report  of  the 
Royal  Commission  on  Historical  Manu- 
scripts, along  with  the  Five  Appendices, 
which  were  presented  to  the  House  on 
the  24th  of  August,  1889  ;  whether  he 
can  say  when  these  volumes  will  be  in 
the  hands  of  Members  ;  and  whether  he 
approves  of  the  system  of  presenting 
Papers  and  Returns  to  the  House  in 
dummy,  when,  as  occurs  in  many  in- 
stances, months  elapse  before  the  actual 
copies  of  these  Papers  and  Returns  are 
put  in  circulation  ? 

♦The  under  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOB  THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Stuabt  Wobtley,  Sheffield,  Hallam) : 
The  Secretary  of  State  is  informed  by  the 
Commissioners  that  the  delay  in  distri- 
buting the  Twelfth  Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission  on  Historical  Manuscripts, 
with  the  Five  Appendices,  which  were 
presented  to  the  House  on  the  12th  of 
August  last,  is  due  to  difficulty  in  ob- 
taining certain  proofs  from  the  printers, 
to  the  great  labour  involved  in  making 
the  indexes,  and  to  the  limited  nature  of 
the  stafE  and  resources  at  the  disposal  of 
the  Commissioners  for  such  work.  The 
Commissioners  fully  expected  last  year 
that  the  Report  would  be  issued  during 
the  recess,  and  they  have  now  informed 
the  Secretary  of  State  that  its  issue  may 
be  confidently  expected  during  the 
present  month.  The  Commissioners 
have  expressed  their  regret  at  the  delay 
and  inconvenience  caused,  and  their  in- 
tention to  act  in  future  as  closely  as 
possible  in  accordance  with  the  order  of 
this  House. 


Mb.  CRILLY  :  Is  the  hon.  Gentleman 
aware  that  two  of  the  volumes  issued 
last  year  had  no  index  ? 

♦Mb.  STUART  WORTLEY:  That  is 
probably  their  reason  for  delaying  the 
issue  of  the  present  volume  until  com 
pletion  of  the  indexes. 

JUVENILE  OFFENDERS. 

Admibal  MAYNE  (Pembroke  and 
Haverfordwest)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  sentences  passed  by  the  Recorder  at 
the  Central  Criminal  Court,  as  published 
in  the  Times  of  the  25th  instant,  on 
three  boys,  aged  respectively  15,  14,  and 
13,  of  nine  and  six  months'  imprison- 
ment with  hard  labour,  for  stealing  Gs., 
a  chisel,  and  other  articles,  from  a 
church  and  a  chapel  ;  and  whether  the 
boys,  being  so  young,  could  be  sent  to  a 
reformatory  instead  of  to  prison  with 
hard  labour  1 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  this  case,  and  I  am  now 
making  inquiries  into  the  circumstances, 
and  will  inform  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  of  the  result.  The  boys  could 
have  been  sentenced  to  detention  in  a 
reformatory  instead  of  to  a  term  of  im- 
prisonment with  hard  labour, 

PORTUGAL  AND  EAST  AFRICA. 
Mb.  PHILIP  STANHOPE  (Wednes- 
bury)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  declaration  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  that  they  insisted 
upon  the  restoration  by  Portugal  of  the 
statics  qiio  in  the  disputed  territory  as  a 
preliminary  step  and  condition  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  main  question,  and  for  plac- 
ing it  on  diplomatic  ground,  the  status  quo 
has  now  been  sufficiently  restored ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  the  two  Governments  have 
entered  upon,  or  intend  entering  upon, 
the  discussion  of  their  respective  claims 
in  the  territory  in  question,  and  what 
course  it  is  proposed  to  take  if  they 
cannot  agree  ? 

*SiB  J.  FERQUSSON:  There  is  no 
foundation  for  the  declaration  attributed 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government.  We 
simply  insisted  on  the  withdrawal  of  the 
Portuguese  forces  from  the  British  Pro* 
tectorate.  There  was  no  condition  as  to 
the   restoration   of  the    status   qvx>  (an 
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expression  which  lias  been  iLsed  by  the 
Portuguese  newspaper  Press  as  implying 
that  Great  Britain  also  must  abstain  fiom 
exercising  protectorate)  as  a  preliminary 
stop  to  the  discussion  of  the  main  question 
and  placing  it  on  diplomatic  ground. 

Mr.  p.  stanhope  :  Can  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  give  the  House  any 
information  as  to  the  exact  condition  of 
the  negotiations  ? 
■*SiR  J.  FBRGUSSON  :  There  are  some 
points  which  are  still  under  negotiation 
bjtween  the  two  Governments ;  but  I 
would  rather  not  enter  into  particulars. 

THE  EASTER  HOLIDAYS  AND   PUBLIC 
BUSINESS. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  if,  in  fixing  the  period  of 
the  Easter  adjournment,  he  will  consider 
the  desirability  of  making  it  as  short  as 
possible,  with  a  view  to  the  grant  of  a 
reasonable  recess  in  mid-Session  at 
Whitsuntide  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  May  I  further  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  if  the 
Tithe  Bill  is  read  a  second  time  this 
week,  on  what  day  next  week,  and  from 
when  to  when,  he  will  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House  ? 

*The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smti'U,  Strand,  Westminster)  : 
I  have  to  consider  the  convenience  of  the 
House  and  also  the  exigencies  of  the 
public  business.  But  I  hope,  on  the 
jissumption  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  refers,  that  the  Tithe  Bill 
will  be  read  a  second  time  to-morrow,  and 
also  on  the  further  assumption  that  we 
are  able  to  get  Votes  in  Supply  in  Class  1, 
on  Monday,  which  are  absolutely 
necessary,  1  shall  be  prepared  to  move 
the  adjournment  at  a  morning  sitting  on 
Tuesday.  But  in  the  event  of  any  dis- 
appointment 1  shall  be  obliged  to  ask  the 
House  to  sit  for  Supply  on  Tuesday,  and 
delay  the  adjournment  till  a  later  day. 
I  have  had  to  consider  carefully  the  con- 
<lition  of  business,  both  inside  and  outside 
the  House.  It  has  been  represented  to 
me  that  Easter  week  is  one  in  which 
hon.  Members  are  engaged  in  their 
respective  counties  on  the  County 
(/ouncils  almost  all  over  the  country  ; 
and,  having  regard  to  the  duties  they 
)»ave  to  discharge  in  the  counties  as  well 
ti.s  in  the  House,  I  have  thought  it  better 
Sir  J,  Fer[fU88on 


on  til 8  who^e  to  propose  that  the  Hous® 
should  adjourn  till  .Monday,  the  14th. 
That,  I  think,  is  an  arrangement  which, 
on  the  whole,  although  it  gives  a  longer 
holiday  than  I  should  have  wished  to 
propose,  will  be  satisfactory.  I  am  glad 
to  see  that  a  proposition  of  that  kind  is 
not  altogether  unwelcome  to  Gentlemen 
opposite,  who  do  not  generally  accept 
suggestions  made  from  this  Bench.  If 
we  can  count  on  the  assistance  of  the 
House  on  Monday  I  shall  be  prepared  to 
move  the  adjournment  on  Tuesday. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Do  we  understand 
that  if  the  Votes  are  taken  on  Monday 
there  will  be  nothing  on  Tuesday  except 
the  Motion  to  adjourn  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  Yes,  Sir ;  unless 
there  is  some  Bill  of  a  minor  character 
which  we  wish  to  advance  a  stage. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  In  that  case,  will 
the  Budget  still  be  taken  on  the  14th 
instant  ? 

*Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  think  it  would 
be  for  the  convenience  of  the  House  to 
adliere  to  that  arrangement.  But  the 
subjectcan  be  mentioned  again  to-morrow. 
I  should  have  said  that  the  Report  of 
Supply  must  be  taken  on  Tuesday  before 
the  adjournment. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  How  much 
money  and  how  many  Votes  is  it  abso- 
lutely necessary  to  get  before  Easter  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  will,  I  am  sure,  give  us  his 
assistance ;  he  is  always  so  ready  to 
come  to  the  assistance  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  when  the  time  comes  1  will 
give  him  all  the  information  which  is 
necessary. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  As  it  lias  always 
been  the  custom  after  the  Recess  to  take 
Supply  on  the  first  night,  will  it  not  be 
more  convenient  to  have  the  Budget 
on  Thursday  instead  of  Monday  ? 

*Mr.  AV.  H.  SMITH :  If  I  understand 
that  to  be  the  general  wish  of  hon.  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  1  will  undertake 
that  this  arrangement  shall  be  made. 
But  I  thought,  looking  to  the  impoijt- 
ance  of  the  Budget,  that  it  was  desir- 
able to  take  it  as  early  as  possible. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  assume  that  neither 
Irish  Supply  nor  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  land  Bill  will  be  taken  before 
Thursday,  the  17th? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SmTH  :  That  is  so. 
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CANADA. 
Mr.  OCTAVIUS  V.  MORGAN  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether,  in  view  of  the  important 
(jharacter  of  the  loyal  Address  to  the 
Queen  recently  adopted  by  the  Parlia- 
ment of  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  in 
which  the  fixed  resolve  of  the  Canadian 
people  to  maintain  the  political  connection 
between  Canada  and  the  rest  of  the 
British  Enpire  is  affirmed,  he  will  cause 
the  full  text  of  the  Address  to  be  pub- 
lished in  the  Gazatte? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  Address 
has  not  yet  been  -received,  and,  as  was 
stated  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Tower  Hamlets  (Sir  J.  Colomb),afew 
days  back,  it  is  unusual  to  present  such 
Addresses  to  Parliament.  There  will, 
however,  of  course,  be  no  objection  on 
the  part  of  the  Govemmerit  when  the 
Address  has  arrived  to  advise  Her  Majesty 
that  it  should  be  given  as  an  exception 
to  the  general  rule. 

GAS  STOKERS. 

Mr.  HOWORTH  (Salford,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether,  in  view  of  the  widespread 
danger  and  disaster  which  must  inevit- 
ably ensue  if  a  large  town  is  suddenly 
put  in  darkness  by  a  strike  among  gas 
stokers,  and  other  workmen  associated 
with  them  in  the  production  of  gas,  the 
Government  propose  to  introduce  any 
legislation  during  the  present  Session 
to  put  this  class  of  artisans  in  the  same 
category  as  sailors  and  postmen,  and  to 
limit  or  regulate  their  power  of  indis- 
criminate striking  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  The  Government 
quite  recognise  the  gravity  of  the  subject 
t')  which  my  hon.  Friend  alludes,  but, 
havingregard  to  the  ability  with  which  the 
companies  and  authorities  who  are  respon- 
sible for  the  supply  of  gas  met  the 
difficulties  which  were  occasioned  by  the 
strike  without  the  assistance  of  any  ex- 
traord.inary  powers,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment do  not  think  it  is  necessary  for 
them  to  propose  legislation  which  would 
interfere  between  employers  and  em- 
ployed. They  rely  rather  on  the  modera- 
tion and  good  sense  of  the  parties  to  con- 
troversies of  this  character,  and  to  the 
powerful  influence  of  public  opinion 
upon  them. 

VOL.  CCCXLIII.    [third  series.] 


FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES  AND  THE    , 

INCOME  TAX. 
Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether  he  is  aware  that  at 
Rushden,  Northants,  Income  Tax  under 
Schedule  A  is  still  demanded,  and  has 
been  this  year  collected  from  three 
Friendly  Societies,  namely,  the  Rushden 
Friendly  Society,  the  Rushden  Trades- 
men's Benefit  Club,  and  the  Society  of 
Rechabites,  in  spite  of  the  provisions  of. 
the  12th  section  of  "The  Revenue  Act," 
1889  ;"  whether  the  further  collection  of 
the  tax  will  be  prevented  by  clearer  and 
fuller  instructions  to  the  Surveyor  of 
taxes;  and  whether  he  will  direct  the 
repayment  of  taxes  thus  collected  in 
error  1 

*Mr.  JACKSON :  The  hon.  Member 
must  recollect  that  in  all  cases  of 
exemption  from  Income  Tax  no  cessation 
of  the  demand  takes  place,  but  after  the 
demand  has  been  made  persons  entitled 
to  exemption  can  secure  repayment. 
Friendly  Societies  are  entitled  to 
exemption  under  certain  conditions,  and 
if  the  Rushden  Friendly  Societies  claim 
exemption  in  the  usual  way  every  facility 
will  be  accorded  them  for  obtaining 
repayment;  but  the  demand  must  be 
made  as  in  all  other  similar  cases. 

SHOPS  (WEEKLY  HALF-HOLIDAY) 

BILL. 
Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  (University  of 
London)  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dulwich  (Mr.  Blundell  Maple) 
whether,  in  accordance  with  the ' 
suggestion  of  the  Home  Secretary,  he 
would  withdraw  the  block  and  allow 
him  to  move  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Shops  (Weekly  Half-Holiday)  Bill. 

♦Mr.  blundell  MAPLE   (Camber- 
well,  Dulwich)  :    The  right  hon.  Baronet 
requests  me  to  withdraw  my  opposition 
to  his  Shops  (Weekly  Half-Holiday)  Bill, 
and  let  it  unanimously  pass  its  Second 
Reading,  with  the  understanding  that  it 
be  referred  to  a  Committee.     He  pro-- 
poses  to  close  shops  for  the  sake  of  giving 
the     shop    assistants     a    half  -  holiday. 
Having  introduced  a  Bill  myself  which 
will  accomplish  the  desired  purpose,  of  * 
giving  a  half-holiday,  without  closing  the  • 
shops,  I  must  decline  to  recognise  the 
necessity  for  interfering  with  the  liberty  •• 
of  the  shopkeepers  and  stall-holders  of  • 
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GU'eat  Britain' and  Ireland,  as  proposed 
by^e  right  hon.  Baronet. 

Sib  J.  LUBBOCK:  I  should  like 
further  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  if  he 
will  oonsent  to  both  Bills  being  referred 
to  ihejsame  Committee,  in  order  that  the 
Gotnmiitee  may  have  an  opportunity  of 
judging  between  tbem  7 
•Mr.  BLUNDELL  maple  :  No. 

ARMY  PENSIONERS. 
Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  (Shrop" 
ahire,  OsWestry) :.  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  whether,  in  cases 
where  Army  pensioners  make  halntual 
UBe  of  workhouses,  and  discharge  theJm- 
selves  just  before  their  pensions  become 
due,  he  will  consider  the  expediency  of 
providing  that  an  application  by  the 
Guardians  for  the  direct  payment  to  them 
of  8uoh  portion  of  the  pension  as  may  be 
due  to  the  Union  shall  be  entertained  by 
iho  War  Office,  and  that  the  claim  shidl 
be  sent  in  and  discharged  by  the  cen- 
tral office  in  London  and  not  elsewhere ; 
and  whether  in  the  case  of  Army  Reserve 
men  in  workhouses,  similar  provisions 
can  be  made  ?  . 

•Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  In  the  case  of 
au  Army  pensioner  who  makes  habitual 
u«o  of  a  workhouse,  the  Guardians  may 
apply  direct  to  the  War  Office  as  to  the 
payment  of  the  pension,  but  the  War 
Offioe  will  have  to  refer  lie  case  to  the 
local  paymaster  for  report,  and  whatever 
payment  may  be  decided  upon  would 
have  to  be  made  by  that  officer.  Similar 
provision  cannot  be  made  in  the  case  of 
an  Army  Reserve  man,  whose  pay  is  a 
retaining  fee  for  liability  to  serve,  and 
by  paragraph  156  of  the  regulations 
issued  under  the  Reserve  Forces  Act  it 
is  exempt  from  stoppage  on  behalf  of 
Parochial  Authorities  for  the  maintenance 
of  ihp  man  or  his  family. 

STRIKING  A  NON-COMMISSIONED 
OFFICER. 

Mb.  bond  (Dorset,  E.) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether 
hiflk  attention  has  been  called  to  the  sen- 
tence of  five  years'  penal  servitude  in- 
flicted upon  William  Ballock  for  striking 
a  nou-oom^misdioned  officer  with  the  open 
hand;  and  whether  he  will  take  this 
cane  into  his  consideration,  with  a 
Tieif  to  the  remi^ion  of  a  portion  of  the 
yonianoe? 

Mr.  Blundell  Maple 


♦The  first  LORD  op  the  ADML 
RALTY  (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex, 
Ealing):  I  presume  the  hon.  Member 
refers  to  the  case  of  William  McGiU 
Ballock,  ordinary  seaman  of  H.M.S. 
Sultcm,  who  was  condemned,  in  1888,  to 
five  years'  penal  servitude  for  striking 
with  his  clenched  fist  his  superior  officer, 
a  Boatswain  R.N.  This  was  a  very  gross 
case  of  insubordination,  as  there  was  not 
the  slightest  provocation  to  the. offence  ; 
and,  looking  to  the  prisoner's  previous 
indifferent  character,  there  seems  to  be 
no  reason  for  re-considering  his  .sentence 
out  of  the  usual  routine. 

THE  NEW  CODE. 
Me.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side):  When  will  the  new  Code  be  in 
the  hands  of  Members,  and  how  long 
will  it  be  allowed  to  lie  on  the  table  ? 
What  course  does  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Council  pro- 
pose to  take  in  regard  to  it  ? 

Sir  W.  hart  DYKE :  The  new  Code 
will  be  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members 
to-morrow  evening,  and  proper  time  will 
be  given  for  its  consideration. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  The  time  that 
must  intervene  before  it  comes  into 
operation  will  expire  during  the  Easter 
recess,  unless  it  is  suspended  by  a 
Minute  in  Council. 

Sir  W.  hart  DYKE :  I  can  assure 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  any  such 
possible  contingency  will  be  guarded 
against. 

THE  ALL0TMEKT8  BILL. 
*Captain  VERNEY  (Bucks,  N.) :  WiU 
the  Allotments  Bill  be  proceeded  with 
before  Easter  ? 

:  *Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  afraid  there 
is  no  chance  of  that. 

EMPLOYERS'    LIABILITY    BILL. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  J.  Elus, 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said:  The  Em- 
ployers* Liabihty  Bill  will  be  presented 
this  week. 


NEW    MEMBER. 
New    Member  sworn, — James   Alex- 
ander Bentoul,  esquire,  for    Gouni^  of 
Down  (East  Down  Division.) 
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ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


LUNACY  CONSOLIDATION  (RE-COM- 
MITTED) BILL  [LOEDS.]~(No.  191.) 
^4.22.)  Order  for  Committee  read. 
Bill  considered  in  Committee.    . 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Olanses  up  to  268,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 
Clause  269. 

(4.25.)  Me.  a.  PEASE  (York) :  I 
wisli  to  draw  attention  to  this  clause,  and 
to  ask  whether  it  has  been  compared 
with  Section  64  of  the  Act  of  last  year. 
Has  the  SoUoitor  Gr^neral  noticed  that  in 
the  Bill  the  words  "Visiting  Committee  " 
occur  in  Sub-section  2,  instead  of  the 
words  "Local  Authority,"  which  occurred 
in  the  Act  o£  last  year.  In  his  opinion 
do  the  words  ** Visiting  Committee" 
<30ver  and  provide  for  all  contingencies  ?  . 

(4,26.)  Thb  solicitor  GENERAL 
<^Sir  B.  Clabkb,  Plymouth)  :  My  atten- 
tion has  only  lately  been  called  to  the 
matter,  but  I  have  compared  the  Bill 
and  the  Act,  and  my  impression  is  that 
the  words  of  the  Bill,  taken  in  connection 
with  the  provisions  of  the  interpretation 
clause  of  the  Act  of  last  year,  do  cover  all 
contingencies.  The  intention  is  to 
reproduce  the  exact  provisions  of  the 
A6t  as  it  passed  this  House. 

(4.27.)  Me.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal, 
K)  :  ^S\na  purports  to  bo  a  Bill  for  the 
consolidation  of  certain  of  the  enactments 
respecting  lunatics,  but  it  does  not 
extend  to  Ireland  or  Scotland,  and  I  find 
that  there  are  a  large  ii limber  of  existing 
Statutes  which  are  not  alluded  to  in  the 
Bill  at  alL  For  instance,  an  Act  of 
George  III.,  passed  in  the  year  1800, 
and  &e  following  Statutes  passed  in  the 
reign  of  Her  present  Majesty — 12  and 
13'  Vic,  relating  to  borough  contribu- 
tions in  respect  of  lunatics;  13  and  14 
Vic,  Acts,  relating  to  the  County 
Palaifin^  of  Lancashire  and  to  married 
women ;  14  and  15  Vic  c  81,  in 
reference  to  the  removal  of  lunatics,  and 
16  and  17  Vic,  relating  to  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  the 
Lords  Justices.  Then,  again,  there  are 
other  Acts  not  mentioned,  which  have 
b^eUf  pf^ed  'within  the  last  10  years, 
namely,.  42  and  43  Vic,  for  the 
relief  of  pauper  lunatics;    46  and*  47 


Vic,  an  Act  relating  to  criminal 
lunatics,  and  47  and  48  Vic.  c  46, 
which  contains  provisions  relating  to 
sailors,  whether  belonging  to  the  Navy 
or  to  the  Marine  Service.  As  recently 
as  1886,  there  was  an  Act  passed  relating 
to  the  case  of  lunatics  who  might  be 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
That  also  is  excluded.  Under  the 
Statute,  the  Commissioners  of  Lunacy 
are  bound  to  report  to  the  Speaker  the 
case  of  any  Member  who  is  taken  to  a. 
lunatic  asylum.  There  is  no  sudh  pro: 
vision  in  tiie  present  Bill',  and  I  fail  to 
understand  how  the  Bill  can  be  regarded 
as  a  Consolidation  Bill.  It  appears  to 
consolidate  certain  Statutes,  but  others 
are  left  intact  and  unrepealed.  Has 
that  been  done  deliberately,  or  is  it 
proposed  hereafter  to  bring  iii  another 
Consolidation  Bill  1 

(4.30.)  Sir  B.  CLARKE:  This  Bill 
does  not  fpurpose  to  consolidate  all  the 
enactments  relating  to  lunacy,  and  the 
cases  mentioned  by  hon.  Members  are 
expressly  excluded  by  Clauses  270  and 
274  from  its  operation.  With  regard  to 
Members  of  the  House  becoming  insane, 
I  may  point  out  that  it  is  intenfied  to 
deal  with  the  administration  of  the  law 
so  far  as  it  requires  to  be  put  in  force,  and 
our  attention  has  not  been  called  to  the 
necessity  for  re-enacting  those  special 
provisions.  The  whole  Act  ha^  been 
carefully  gone  through  more  than  (^nee 
in  order  to  ensurp  a  complete  consolida- 
tion, and  I  think  hon.  Menjibers  will  find 
it  contains  all  that  is  required. 

(Clause  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported  without  amendment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  third' time. ^' 
—{Sir  E.  Clarke.) 

.  (4.32.)  ME.J.MORLEY:  Ihope  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  will  commu- 
nicate with  some  of  his  Colleagues  who 
are  in  the  habit  of  saying  that,  the 
Oppdsition  exist  for  nothing  but  to 
obstruct  public  business,  and  will  draw 
attbntion  to  the  fact  .that  the  Opppsitio;n 
have  afforded  great  facilities  .for  the 
paasing  of  this  Bill.         .  .  '  ,     , 

•Mb.    W.    H.    SMITH:    I   rfiall'  cer-: 
taiinly  have  great    pleasure    in  calling^^ 
th^ir  attention  to  the  fact  that  <ttie>  Op-, 
position  have  giyew  the  gi^eaWt  possible 
C  2 
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facilities   for   the    passing  of  a    Lunacy 
Bill. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill   read  the   third  time   and  passed 
"without  Amendment. 

TITHE  RENT-CHARGE  RECOVERY  AND 

REDEMPTION   BlLL.-p^o.  169.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

(4.33.)  *The  PRESIDENT  op  the 
BOARD  OF  TRADE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach,  Bristol,  W.)  :  In  calling  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  this  subject,  I  think 
I  need  hardly  preface  my  remarks  by 
reminding  the  House  that  it  is  a  ques- 
tion of  so  difficult  and  complicated  a 
vjharacter,  and  one  that  excites  so  many 
different  interests,  that  no  Government 
would  willingly  press  it  as  we  have  con- 
tinually pressed  it  upon  the  attention  of 
Parliament  without  being  convinced 
that  there  is  urgent  necessity  for  the 
amendment  of  the  law.  But  in  the  ob- 
servations I  shall  make  I  do  not  intend 
to  address  my  arguments  to  the  present 
appropriation  of  the  tithe.  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  has  said 
that  we  should  carefully  sever  in  our 
minds  those  questions  which  relate  to 
the  present  appropriation  of  the  tithe 
from  those  questions  which  relate  to 
the  tithe  itself.  This  is  a  Bill  which 
relates  to  the  tithe  itself.  We  have  no 
intention  of  dealing  with  questions 
which  relate  to  the  appropriation  of  the 
tithe.  That  appropriation  we  hold  should 
continue  as  it  is  at  present.  With  regard 
to  lay  tithe,  whether  it  belongs  to  indi- 
viduals or  Corporations,  I  will  say  that  it 
rests  upon  as  good  a  title  as  any  other 
property,  and  it  could  be  no  more  equit- 
ably applied  to  public  purposes  without 
compensation  to  its  owners  than  could 
the  watch  in  the  pocket  of  any  Member 
of  this  House.  In  the  case  of  ecclesias- 
tical tithe  we  hold  that  it  is  not  national 
property  in  the  sense  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Swansea ;  we  hold  that 
it  is  the  property  of  the  Church  or  of 
her  ministers,  held  by  her  or  by  them  in 
return  for  certain  religious  services 
for  the  benefit  of  the  nation  at  large, 
and  that  Parliament  has  no  right 
to  devote  it  to  other  purposes. 
I  do  not  expect  many  hon.  Members 
opposite  to  agree  to  that  view,  but  at 
Mr.  W.  If.  Smith. 


!  least  they  will  agree  with  the  words  of 
their  leader  when  he  said  that  the  tithe 
itself  is  a  property  which  ought  to  be  re- 
spected and  preserved,  with  due  regard  ti> 
the  rights  and  position  of  all  concerned  in 
the  administration  and  use  of  it.  That 
it  should  receive  that  consideration  and 
respect  from  those  who  hold  it  to  bc%  a.s 
he  holds  it,  the  national  property,  and 
that  in  giving  it  that  consideration  we 
must  take  care  that  in  our  disputes  about 
modes  and  circumstances  we  do  not 
allow  it  to  be  frittered  away.  Whatever 
opinion  we  may  hold  as  to  the  proper 
destination  of  tithe,  this,  at  least,  is  not 
susceptible  of  argument  to  the  contrary, 
that  it  is  now  a  debt  legally  due  from 
the  tithepayer  to  the  tithe  owner,  and  I 
cannot  understand  how  anyone  can  argue 
that  it  is  right  that  the  payment  of  a 
debt  which  is  legally  due  should  be  with- 
held because  the  debtor  does  not  agree 
with  or  approve  the  purpose  to  which  hiH 
creditor  will  apply  the  money  if  it  is  paid. 
Now,  I  perceive  with  surprise  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leicester,  of  all  the 
Members  of  this  House,  has  placed  on  the 
Paper  a  notice  for  the  rejection  of  this  Bill^ 
because  I  read,  some  words  of  his  the 
other  day,  in  which  he  expressed  the 
opinion  that  it  is  the  duty  of  those  who 
regard  the  nation  as  ultimate  landownei'H 
to  keep  a  firm  grip  on  that  part  of  the 
rent  which  was  accepted  in  1836  as  an 
equivalent  for  tithes.  What  I  would 
submit  IS  that  he  is  not  keeping  a  firm 
grip  on  the  tithe  under  the  present  state 
of  the  law.  I  wish  I  could  put  before 
the  House  full  statistics  of  the  amount 
of  tithes  unpaid  in  Wales  alone  during 
the  last  three  years.  But  it  is  impossible 
to  obtain  such  statistics,  because  they 
can  be  obtained  only  from  individual 
tithe  owners,  who  would  be  reluctant  to 
state  their  losses  lest  they  might  be 
made  a  ground  for  additional  losses  In 
future.  But  I  have  the  facts  with  regard 
to  75  parishes  in  the  diocese  of  St.  Asaph, 
and  I  will  state  them  to  the  House. 
In  those  parishes,  during  the  two  years 
1888  and  1889,  a  sum  of  £38,918  of 
ecclesiastical  titne  was  due.  Of  that  sum 
£10,230  remains  unpaid,  and  £3,000 
has  been  expended  in  compelling  pay- 
ment of  the  rest.  Now,  I  can  show  that 
that  non-payment  has  not  been  due  to 
a  general  inability  to  pay,  but  that 
the  tithe  has  been  purposely  withheld 
in  large  proportions  in  individual  cases^ 


41 


Tithe  Rent-Charge  {Mabch  27,  1890}  Recot^ry,  d:c.  Bill, 


42 


Of  these  75  parishes,  in  42  between  10 
and  20  percent  is  unpaid ;  in  19  parishes, 
between  20  and  30  per  cent ;  in  seven 
parishes,  between  30  and  40  per  cent ;  in 
four  parishes,  between  40  and 50  per  cent; 
und  in  three  parishes,  between  50  and 
60  per  cent.  I  will  not  dwell  on  the 
hardship  to  the  clergy  of  this  state  of 
things.  I  am  alluding,  as  the  House 
will  underatind,  simpljr  to  ecclesiastical 
tithes.  1  will  not  dwell,  I  say,  upon  the 
hardship  to  the  clergy,  although  I  think 
I  should  remind  the  House  that  in  the 
case  of  the  Welsh  clergy  no  one  can  say 
that  they  are  wealthy,  grasping,  or 
hard  landlords ;  no  one  can  say  that  it 
is  their  fault — if  it  be  a  wrong  to  any- 
one— that  the  Church  is  established. 
'They  are  poor  men,  at  any  rate ;  men 
of  small  private  means ;  men  who  have 
devoted  their  lives  to  the  Church  in  the 
faith  that  the  law  will  secure  to  them  a 
smaXl  but  an  adequate  subsistence ;  and 
it  seems  to  me  a  strange  Christianity 
which  pass3S  by,  without  regard  to  the 
suffering  of  such  men  as  these — suffer- 
ings which  have  in  some  cases  come  very 
near  starvation — and  which  would  refuse 
to  them  the  payment  of  their  legal 
due,  not  from  inability,  but  from  very 
much  less  worthy  motives.  I  do  not 
know  whether  I  shall  be  told  that  the 
proportion  of  tithe  unpaid,  after  all,  does 
not  amount  to  much.  I  wou'd  say  this, 
that  the  example  of  non-payment  is  very 
infectious,  and  if  it  is  allowed  to  continue 
I  feel  quite  sure  of  this,  that  it  will  be 
so  widely  followed  that  the  funds  from 
which  hon.  Members  opposite  expect  to 
derive  in  future  great  things  for  Wales 
will  become  little  more  than  a  voluntary 
rate,  and  will  gradually  disappear.  Now, 
<5an  that  be  a  result  which  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  desire  to  promote  ? 
i  can  understand  their  objection  to  the 
present  appropriation  of  tithes;  but  I 
cannot  understand  their  opposing  a  Bill 
which  does  not  touch  the  present  appro- 
priation of  tithes,  but  which  simply 
desires  to  secure  that  they  will  continue 
to  be  paid.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Leicester  niay  think  that  he  is  doing  a 
good  deed  in  endeavouring  to  deprive 
parsons  of  their  tithe,  but  the  result 
will  be  that  the  tithe  of  which  they 
-are  deprived  will  not  long  remain 
in  the  pockets  of  the  tenant-farmers. 
It  is  absolutely  certain  that  when  a 
farmer    has    contracted    to     pay    tithe 


rent-charge  and  declines  to  fulfil  his 
obligation  when  he  is  able  to  do  so, 
some  other  person  will  soon  offer  a  higher 
rent  to  his  landlord,  that  farmer  will 
disappear,  and  the  tithe  will  go  into  the 
pocket  of  the  landlord.  Is  that  the 
result  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leicester  desires  ?  I  can  understand 
that  the  Liberation  Society  will  praise 
him  for  opposing  the  Bill,  but  any  praise 
of  theirs  will  be  outweighed  by  the  con- 
demnation those  in  favour  of  land 
nationalisation  will  bestow  upon  him  for 
making  over  to  the  landlords  a  property 
which  belongs  neither  to  the  owners  nor 
occupiers  of  the  land,  and  which  his  great 
predecessor  in  spoliation.  King  Henrj^ 
VIII.,  took  very  good  care  they  should  not 
have  after  he  despoiled  the  monasteries 
centuries  ago.  If  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Swansea  could  have  his  way 
to-morrow,  if  he  could  by  a  stroke  of  the 
pen  devote  ecclesiastical  tithe  to  those 
educational  purposes  which  he  had  at  oncj 
time  in  his  mind,  or  to  those  large  and 
vague  financial  purposes  which  he  now 
seems  to  threaten  the  House  with,  I 
would  still  see  sufficient  reason  and 
necessity  for  the  measure  of  which  I  am 
moving  the  Second  Reading.  This  matter 
is  not  only  a  Welsh  one.  No  doubt  it  is 
only  in  Wales  that  those  disgraceful  riots 
and  disturbances,  that  open  resistance  to 
the  payment  of  tithe,  which  seems  Ur 
have  been  copied  from  Irish  models,  have 
occurred;  but  in  other  places  besides 
Wales  there  is  a  strong  and  mistaken 
feeling  in  the  minds  of  tenant-farmers 
that  the  tithe  is  a  burden  on  them, 
owing  to  the  fact  that  under  the  existing 
law  they  are  made  parties  to  a  transac- 
tion between  tithe  owner  and  tithepayer, 
in  which  they  have  no  real  intsrest  what- 
ever. The  Tithe  Commutation  Act 
intended  tithe  to  be  paid  by  the  owner 
of  the  land ;  and  it  is,  perhaps,  no  wonder 
that  the  system  which  has  been  so  widely 
adopted  has  led  the  tenant  to  believe 
that  ho  bears  the  burden  of  a  charge 
which  certainly  ultimately  in  any  case 
must  fall  on  his  landlord.  The  object  of 
the  first  part  of  the  Bill,  therefore,  is 
to  carry  out  the  principle  which  I 
think  was  accepted  witb  unanimity 
by  the  House  last  August,  and  tc) 
impose  the  liability  for  the  payment 
of  tithe  directly  on  the  landlord. 
An  occupier  will  not  in  future  be  liable 
to  the  payment  of  tithe,  and  will  be  free. 
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where  the  land. is  let,,  from  being 
l|Ara8sed  by  distraint  for  it.  Tlie  liability 
will  be,  in  all  cases,  on  the  owner,  to  be 
enforced  by  a  Receiver  appointed  by  the 
County  Court.  When  an  occupier  has 
contracted  to  pay  tithe  rent-charge  befoie 
the  beginning  of  this  Act,  the  tithe  rent- 
charge  paid  by  the  owner  will  be  added 
to  the  rent  until  it  is  otherwise  agreed 
between  him  and  his  landlord.  1  do  not 
think  that  anyone  can  contend  that  this 
is  not  a  change  which  is  to  the  obvious 
advantage  of  the  tenant-farmer.  In  the 
present  state  of  the  land  market  he  is 
able  wheijiever  he  likes,  practically,  if 
the  arrangement  which  the  Bill  provides 
is  considered  by  him  to  be  unfair  to  him- 
self, to  make  a  fresh  arrangement  with 
his  landlord;  and  as  everybody  knows 
during  the  past  10  years  there  have 
been  numerous  instances  throughout  the 
country  where  tithe,  having  been  formerly 
paid  under  an  agreement  by  the  tenants, 
the  liability  by  mutual  agreement  has 
been  transferred  from  the  tepants  to  the 
landlord.  Of  course,  the  change  will  be 
an  advantage,  generally  speaking,  to  the 
tithe  owner  for  obvious  reasons,  but  it 
is  one,  as  I  think,  which  the  House  will 
see  involves  an  alteration  in  the  secuiity 
for  the  tithe.  At  present  the  security 
for  the  tithe,  now  that  the  occupier  is 
liable,  is  the  stock  or  produce  of  the 
.  land.  That  stock  or  produce,  being  the 
property  of  the  occupier,  and  not  of  the 
owner,  can  no  longer  be  security  when 
the  jiiabili^  is  placed  directly  on  the 
owner.  You  must  maintain,  I  think, 
the  principle  of  the  Tithe  Commutation 
Act,  which  was  that  no  personal  liability 
should  be  imposed  on  anyone  for  the 
payment  of  the  tithe.  You  must  also 
maintain  what  was  practically  the  prin- 
ciple of  that  Act,  that  nothing  should  be 
liable  to  the  payment  of  tithe  except 
that  which  arises  out  of  titheable  land. 
Therefore,  maintaining  both  those  prin 
ciples,  it  is  proposed  that  the  new 
security  for  the  tithes  shall  be  that 
which  is  the  produce  of  titheable  land 
to  the  owner — namely,  the  net  rent. 
Of  course,  it  is  not  an  easy  thing  to 
define  what  is  the  net  rent  of  the  land 
to  the  owner.  In  previous  Bills  it  was 
defined  as  that  which  the  County  Court 
Judge  should  decide  to  be  the  net  profit  of 
the  year  for  which  the  tithe  was  due,  and 
th^  Bills  provided  that  that  tithe  should 
never  exceed  that  amount  That  raised, 
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when  examined,  several  very  important 
difl&culties.  In  the  first  pl&ce,  was  such 
net  profit  that  which  the  owner  had 
actually  received  or  that  which  he  might 
have  received  ?  It  is  obvious  if  it  was 
defined  as  that  which  he  had  actually 
received  during  the  year  it  would  be 
open  to  a  landowner,  by  collusion  with 
his  tenant,  to  remit  a  portion  of  his  rent 
for  a  time  or  to  postpone  the  payment 
of  his  rent,  and  thus  absolutely  defraud 
the  tithe  owner  of  what  was  due  to  him. 
On  the  other  hand,  where  ihe  land 
was  not  let,  I  should  maintain  that 
it  would  be  absolutely  impossible  to 
discover  what  had  been  the  net  profit  of 
the  land  to  the  owner  and  occupier  .iii 
any  particular  year.  You  can  only  dis- 
cover that  by  taking  an  average  of  years 
and  considering  what  the  land  would  let 
for  from  year  to  year,  becauto  anyone 
who  knows  anythmg  about  the  matter 
will  be  aware  that  it  would  be  perfectly 
easy  so  to  manipulate  fsbrm  a^c^unts  as,  to- 
show  no  profit  at  all. in  aay  one  year 
when  a  considerable  profit  might  really 
have  been  made  aiid  put  into  improve- 
ments of  stock  or  improvements  on  the 
land.  Th^^efore,  we  have  felt  that  net 
rent  should  be  defined  practa<»lly  a$  the 
rent  which  the  land  would  let  at  froia 
year  to  year,  and  taking  that  view  we 
have  felt  that  the  County  Court  judge 
was  not  the  proper  person  to  decide 
upon  it.  He  may  have  no  know- 
ledge of  the  particular  locality.  He  is^ 
not  a  tribunal  for  valuation.  The  proper 
authority  to  decide  upou  it  \b  the  tribunal 
of  valuation  for  the  district,  which  ifl  the 
Assessment  Committee  for  the  Union; 
and,  therefore,  we  have  inserted  .  in  tJbe 
Bill  provisions  under  which  the  'tithe- 
payer  can  obtain  a  special  rateable  value 
from  the  Assessment  Committee  of  the 
Union,  and  with  that  special  rateable 
value  can  appeal  to  the  County  Cot^rt 
Judge  to  reduce  the  tithe  payable  by  hiin 
for  that  year  to  an  amount  not  exceeding 
the  special  rateable  value  of  the  land  on 
which  the  tithe  is  paid.  I  will  endeavour 
by  an  example  to  explain  the  working  of 
the  2nd  clause.  Suppose  two  farms  in  a 
parish,  each  of  them  let  atc^  rent  of  £150 
a  year.  Under  the  ordinary  system  the 
gross  estimated  rental  of  tjtiose  two  fanqas 
would  be  fixed  at  £150  each.  Suppose 
one  of  them  subject  to  tithe  of  £75  a 
year.  In  that  case  the  gross  estimated 
rental    of    the    titheable   |arm    to   the 
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occapier  of  it  would  be  put  at  £75  a  year, 
and    the    tithe    of    £75    on    the  farm 
would  be  assessed  to  the  owner  of  the 
tithe.     Suppose  the  rental  of  those  two 
feurms    reduced   to   £70    a    year    each, 
the  tithe  remaining  the  same  as  before. 
Then  the  occupiers  would  both   appeal 
against  their  assessments,  and  the  gross 
estimated  rental  on  the  same  principle 
would  be  reduced,  that  of  the  tithe-free 
farm  to  £70  and  that  of  the  titheable 
&rm  would  disappear  altogether;   but 
the  owner  of  tithe  on  the  titheable  farm 
would  still  continue  to  be  assessed  to  the 
tithe  at  £75.     That  would  be  the  case 
under  the  existing  law  ;  but  now  would 
step  in  the  operation  of  the  2nd  clause  of 
this  Bill.     The    payer    of    the  tithe  on 
the  titheable  farm  would  appeal  to  the 
Assessment  Committee  to    give  him   a 
special  rateable  value.     He  would  prove 
that  he   let  his  farm   for  £70  a  year, 
although  he  paid  a  tithe;  of  £75.     They 
would  recU^ce  the  gross  estimated  rental 
of  the  tithe  frdm  £75  to  £70.     A  deduc- 
tion of  10  per  cent.,  which  is  the  usual 
deduction    in    farms,    would    then    be 
allowed    in     calculatfng     the     rateable 
value  from  the  gross  estimated   rental, 
and  that  would  bring  the  special  rateable 
•  value  of  that  farm  to  £63.   Then  the  £&3, 
nUnue  any  quit  rent,  would  be  the  sum 
which  the  County  Court  Judge  would 
decide  would  be'  the   tithe  due  to  the 
tithe  owner  instead  of  £75.     I  would 
psmind  the  House  that  this  provision  is 
merely  an  ^adaptation  of   the  provisions 
of  the  Act  of  1836  to  the  change  which 
imposes  direct  liability  on   the  owner. 
Under  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  1836 
where  there  is  no  produce  there  will  bo 
no  tithe,  and   where  there   is  only  an 
amount  of  produce   corresponding  to  a 
certain  amoant  of  tithe  it  is  all  the  tithe 
owner  can  recover.     I  believe  in  those 
provisions  we  shall  have  a  change  in  the 
law  which  will  be  of  advantage  to  all  the 
classes  concerned.     It    will    be    a    fair 
relief  to  the  tithe  p&jer,  but  it  will  also 
be  an  advantage    to    the  tithe  owner, 
because  it  is  surely  very  much  better  for 
him  to  obtain  a  reduced  tithe  than  to  be 
put  to  the  loss  and  inconvenience   of 
having  the  land  thrown  out  of  cultiva- 
tion altogether,  or  to  having  to  cultivate 
it  himself.  It  wiU  be  an  advantage  to  the 
public,  because  so  long  as  there  is  any 
rateable  value  of  lahd  at  all,  so  long  will 
there   be  a  reason  why    a  tithe  payer 


should  keep  it  in  cultivation,   aiid't(ie 
tithe  will  cease  altogether  in*  tike  alfliOBt 
impossible  case  of  there  being  no  rateaUde 
value    of    the    land    at    all.     I    wovld 
submit   to   the    House   that  those  piro- 
visions  of  the  Bill  are  no  more  than  just 
to    the    tithepayer.     Many  suggestions, 
however,  have  been  made  that  they  «re 
not  sufficiently  just,  and  that  in  r^/tatn 
for  the  imposition  of   a  direct  liabiKity 
upon  the  owner  of  the  land  some:  allow- 
ance should  be  made  to  him  by  this  Bill. 
Reference     has    been    made    in    some 
quarters  to  the  allowance  of  5  per'cekit., 
which  was  one  of  the  provisions  »i>^ilie 
original  drafts   of  the   Bill  of  1887.     I 
can  only  say  with  regard  to  thai  that 
grave    objections    were   made    to    it?  at 
the  time,  because  a  general  average  of 
that  sort  would  work  unfairly  in  many 
particular  cases.     Of  course,  where  it  is 
the  present  case  that  the  owner  of  <fiie 
land  pays  tithe,  as  often  happeni^  with- 
out any  charge  whatever  to  the  owner  of 
tithe,     it    would    hardly     be     flair    to 
charge    the    owner    of     tithe    with'    a 
deduction    of    5   per  cent,  on    aeobunt 
of  the    passing    of    this    Bill.    fWlMMe 
the     collection      from      the      ocenpier 
now  costs  less  than  5  per  cent,  to  liie 
owner  of  the  tithe,  as  it  often  does^'diere 
also  it  would  seem  to  be  unfair  to  charge 
him  with  a  deduction  of  5  per  cent  ^n 
account  of    the    passing  of    this    Bill. 
Where,  as  it  sometimes,  might  hi^ipitti, 
the  tithe  is  now  paid  by  a  single  huge 
occupier  for  land  belonging  to-  second 
non-resident  owners,  and  the  BiH  imkes 
a    change    in  the    payment     of    tithe 
by   those    non-resident  owners    instead 
of  by  the  single  occupier,  you  certainly 
could     not     charge     the    tithe  ownler 
for   what  is  no  benefit  to  him  at  all. 
This  appeared   to  us  to  be  aerofficiient 
objection  to  prevent  us  from  inserting  in 
the  Bill  the  provision  that  there  should 
be  an  average  deduction  of  5  per  cent, 
from  the  tithe.     But  a  larger  suggeM&on 
has    been    made,    namely,    that   there 
should  be  some  re-opening  of  the  tithe 
settlement    of  1836.     I    should  like  to 
know  what  is  meant  by  the  suggestion. 
You   certainly   cannot  re-open  the  tithe 
settlement  of  1836,  if  you  mean  by  that 
re-opening  the  award  by  which  the  sum 
to  be  paid  in  each  parish  by  way  of  rent- 
charge     instead    of     tithe     was     fixed 
as     the    average     sum      reoeived    ior 
tithe     during     the      preceding     seven 
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jeifts,  because  the  data  are  gone , 
ufOtaL  which  the  award  was  made.  But  ^ 
it  would  be  possible  to  re- open  the  process 
by  which,  under  the  Tithe  Commutation 
Act  of  1836,  that  award  was  converted 
into  a  money  payment  varying  from  year 
to  year — I  mean  tha  system  of  corn 
arerages.  The  Act  of  1836  provides 
tkat  the  rent-charge,  when  ascertained 
by  tiie  award,  shall  be  commuted  into 
a  payment  varying  with  the  annual 
value  of  corn.  The  suggestion  has  been 
made,  and  it  was  carefully  considerc-d  by 
the  Com  Averages  Committee  of  1888, 
that  this  subject  should  be  re-opened,  so 
iis  to  compel  the  corn  averages  to  be 
ddcalated  on  the  first  sales,  instead  of 
the  re-sales  of  corn,  and  also  to  include 
unsaid  corn  in  the  average.  I  believe 
the  latter  proposition   would    be   abso- 

•  lutely  impossible  in  practice,  because  I 
.do  not  see  how  you   can  ascertain  the 

market  price  of  unmarketed  corn.     As 

•  regards  the  first  proposal,  I  will  only  say 
that  these  averages  have  ever  since  the 
Tithe  Commutation  Act  been  calculated 
not  on  growers'  prices,  but  on  market 
prices.  Market  prices  must  include  all 
expense  and  profits  between  the  producer 
and  the  consumer.  But  whether  these 
suggestions  are  feasible  or  not,  I  would 
impress  upon  the  House  that  the  adoption 
of  either  of  them  would  amount  to  re- 
opening the  system  of  com  averages,  and 
that  in  any  such  re-opening  the  tithe 
owner  would  have  a  just  right  to  demand 
that  the  whole  subject  should  be  revised, 
and  that  other  articles  of  agricultural 
produce,  besides  wheat,  barley,  and  oats, 
should  be  taken  into  consideration  in 
the  calculation  of  averages,  such  as  meat, 
hay,  and  wool.  I  can  assure  the  House 
it  would  be  absolutely  impossible  to 
alter  that  system  by  the  insertion  of 
other  articles,  or  by  varying  the  pro- 
portions of  the  articles  in  any  way  but  one 
to  the  advantage  of  the  tithepayer.  The 
only  way  in  which  the  present  system  of 
com  averages  cor  Id  be  varied  to  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  tithepayer  would  be  by 
taking  the  averages  solely  upon  wheat, 
or  in  a  larger  proportion  upon  wheat 
than  at  present.  That  proposition  was 
made  and  rejected  at  the  time  of  the 
discussion  on  the  Tithe  Commutation 
Act.  '  If  it  was  not  just  at  that  date,  it 
could  not  be  held  just  now,  when  the 
proportion  of  wheat  produced  in  this 
country   to    the   amount  of  barley  and 
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oats  is  very  much  less  than  it  was  at  the 
time  of  the  passing  of  the  Tithe  Commu- 
tation Act.     On  all  these  grounds  I  can 
hardly    believe  there   can   be  any   real 
argument   in   favour  of  re-opening   the 
system   of  corn  averages.     I  have  thLs 
further  argument  against  it :  that  there 
is  no  ground  for  any  proposition  which 
would   involve   a   general  or   universal 
reduction  of  tithe.     There  is  unquestion- 
ably in  certain  parts   of  the   country  a 
very  considerable  grievance — a  grievance 
with  which   I   sympathise  myself  most 
heartily,  and   a  grievance  which   I  can 
assure  the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester  is 
not  due,  as  he  supposes,  to  fox  hunting, 
or    the    preservation   of   ground   game. 
What  is  the  grievance  ?      It   is   that  in 
certain  parts  of  England,  particularly  in 
Essex  and  Berkshire,  the  value  of  the 
land  on  which  tithe  is  charged  has   de- 
teriorated since  the  passing  of  the  Tithe 
Commutation  Act  more  than  the  reduction 
of  22  per  cent,  in  the  value  of  the  tithe 
as  fixed  by  the  Act.     Where  the  land 
has  deteriorated  less  than  22  per  cent., 
or  where    it    has    increased    in    value 
since  that  time,   then,  if  there  is  any 
grievance,  it  is  that  of  the  tithe  owner. 
The     only     possible    grievance    to    the 
tithepayer     is     where     the     land      has 
decreased  more  than  22  per  cent,  in  value. 
1  think  I  have  shown  that  there  is  no 
ground  for  a  general  re-valuation  of  tithe. 
But  would  a  partial  re- valuation  be  pos- 
sible ?     The  suggestion  has  been  put  for- 
ward that  there  might  be  a  re-valuation  of 
tithe  in  parts  of  England  where  the  griev- 
ance which  I  have  just  mentioned  exists. 
What  would  that  mean  ?   It  would  mean 
that  where  the  Act  of  1836  has  given  a 
good   bargain    to  the  tithe   Owner,   you 
should  annul  that    bargain,  but  where 
it  has  given  him  a    bad    bargain    he 
should  be  held  to  it.     It  does  not  appear 
to  me  that  such  a  proposal  would  be  con- 
sistent  with  justice.      There   are    tithe 
owners,    like    the    Ecclesiastical     Com- 
missioners and  the  Colleges  at  the  Uni- 
versities, which  own  tithe  in  many  parts  of 
England ;  if  you  lowered  tithe  on  these 
grounds  in  some  parts  of  England,  surely 
you  ought  to  raise  it  where  it  is  less  than  a 
certain   proportion  of   the  value  of  the 
land  in  other  parts  of  England.    But  even 
in  individual  parishes  in  Essex  and  Berk- 
shire ;  it  might  be  found  that  one   farm 
in  a  parish,  perhaps  through  neglect,  has 
fallen  very  heavily  in  value,  while  other 
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land  ill  the  parish  might  have  been  much 
improved  in  value  by  the  expenditure  on 
buildings  bjr  the  landowner.  Would  it 
be  fair  to  the  tithe-owner  ti>  lower  the 
titiie  on  the  farm  which  has  fallen  in  value, 
and  not  to  raise  it  on  the  farm  which  has 
improved  in  value  by  reason  of  the 
owner's  investing  his  capital  in  it  If  But 
would  it  be  fair  to  the  tithe-payer  to 
raise  it  on  the  land  which  has  in- 
creased in  value?  It  would  be  most 
unjust  towards  the  landowner,  who, 
relying  on  the  settlement  of  1836,  and 
the  abolition  of  the  growing  tithe,  has 
invested  his  capital  in  improving  liis 
land.  There  may  be  a  change  in  the 
circumstances  of  agriculture  some  day. 
I  devoutly  hope  there  will  be,  and  that 
the  value  of  land  will  go  up  again.  If 
you  reduced  the  tithe  now  on  land  which 
had  fallen  in  value,  ought  you  not  to  raise 
it  again  if  the  value  of  that  land  increased? 
If  so,  have  you  not  struck  a  fatal  blow  at 
the  principle  of  the  abolition  of  the  growing 
tithe,  which  was  the  great  advantage  of 
the  Tithe  Commutation  Act,  and  which 
was  more  beneficial  to  agriculture  in  this 
country  than  anything  else  that  has  been 
done  by  it  ?  It  may  be  asked,  "  Is  there 
anything  in  this  Bill  to  meet  the  grievance 
of  the  tithepayer  ]"  That  brings  me  to  the 
part  of  the  Bill  which  relates  to  redemp- 
tion. Provisions  as  to  redemption,  I  think 
I  shall  show,  are  a  boon  to  the  tithepayer 
as  well  as  the  N;ithe  owner,  and  may  hv.  a 
special  boon  to  those  parts  of  the  country 
most  affected  by  agricultural  depression. 
We  have  not  thought  it  right  to  jiropose 
anything  like  a  compulsory  or  universal 
redemption  of  tithe.  I  do  not  believe  tliat 
is  desired  by  the  tithe  owner  or  the  tithe- 
payer at  any  price  which  an  impartial 
tribunal  would  award  as  a  fair  price  to 
the  parties  concerned.  What  we  have 
thought  it  right  to  do  is  so  to  alter  the 
law  as  to  afford  to  either  party  desiring 
to  redeem,  every  facility  that  can  be 
granted  for  the  purpose  consistent  with 
justice.  The  law  with  respect  to  tithe 
redemption  in  ordinary  cases  at  the 
present  time  allows  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture, if  they  see  lit,  to  order  the  re- 
demption of  tithe  under  20s.  a  year  at  a 
price  equal  to  25  times  the  commuted 
amount,  on  the  application  either  of  the 
titheowner  or  tithepayer  ;  and  the  re- 
demption of  tithe  over  20s.  a  year  at  a 
price  not  less  than  2r>  times  the  com- 
muted amount,  on  the  joint  application 


of  tithe  owner  and  tithepayer,  with. con- 
sent of  the  Bishop  and  patron,  wliere  tko 
tithe  owner  is  the  incumbentof  a  benefice  ; 
and  it  makes  no  provision  which  would 
enable  the  tithepayer  to  arrange  to 
[)ay  by  wa}'  of  instalments  the  capital 
sum  fixed  for  redemption  of  the  tithe. 
The  provisions  of  the  law  with  regard  to 
redemption  at  the  present  moment  are  u 
dead  letter.  The  Land  Commissioners^ 
to  Vi  hom  the  Board  of  Agriculture  have 
now  succeeded,  inform  me  that  they  did 
not  think  it  fair  to  enforce  upon  the  tithe- 
payer the  redemption  of  the  small  tithe 
at  a  price  25  times  its  commuted  amount ; 
and  with  regard  to  the  redemption  of 
the  larger  tithe  it  is  obvious  that  with 
^eiOO  tithe  at  the  price  of  £78,  and 
no  allowance  for  rates  and  taxes,  very 
few  tithepayers  would  care  to  redeem 
at  the  commuted  amount.  What  we  pro- 
pose in  lieu  of  the  present  system  is  this 
— to  abolish  the  limit  of  25  times  the 
commuted  amount,  and  to  aUow  the  Board 
of  Agriculture  to  fix  the  price  in  cases 
below  20s.,  or  in  the  case  of  building  land. 
In  the  cas3  of  lay  tithe  of  a  higher  amount 
than  20s.,  tlie  duty  of  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture would  be  simply  to  sanction- any 
agreement  the  parties  might  arrive  at. 
In  the  case  of  ecclesiastical  tithe  over 
20s.,  their  duty  is  proposed  to  be  the 
same,  except  that,  in  accordance  with  the 
precedent  of  the  Glebe  Lands  Act,  1888, 
they  may  overrule  the  objections  of  the 
Bishop  and  patron  on  satisfying  them^ 
selves  that  the  redemption  is  for  the 
permanent  benefit  of  the  benefice.  Now, 
I  would  call  attention  to  an  important 
provision  in  Clause  10.  In  deciding  on 
this,  and  in  fixing  a  price  for  the  redemp- 
tion of  the  tithe,  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
will  have  regard,  not  as  now  to  the 
commuted  amount  of  the  tithe,  but  to 
any  increase  or  decrease  on  the  current 
year  and  the  six  previous  years,  in  the 
annual  simi  payable  on  account  of  tithe, 
which  is,  of  course,  a  very  different  thing, 
and  to  the  amount  of  rates  and  taxes 
charged  on  it  during  that  time  for  which 
no  allowance  can  be  made  now — not  to 
any  fixed  number  of  years'  purchase,  but 
to  the  circumstances  of  each  particular 
case,  and  especially  to  any  such  increase 
or  decrease  in  the  proportion  between 
the  annual  value  of  the  tithe  rent-charge 
and  of  the  land  as  may  affect  the 
security  of  the  tithe  rent-charge.  The 
principle  J    upon   which  tliese    provisions 
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are  based  is  this,  thofc  you  cannot  fairly 
settle  this  matter  on  a  system  of 
averages.  Yon  must  deal  with  the 
redemption  of  tithe  as  the  commutation 
of  tithe  was  dealt  with,  according  to  the 
circumstances  of  each  particular  case. 
Where  the  rates  are  low,  and  the  amount 
of  the  tithe  in  proportion  to  the  annual 
value  of  the  land  out  of  which  it  springs 
is  low,  so  that  the  security  is  good,  of 
course,  in  such  a  case  the  price  of  redemp- 
tion would  be  high.  Bat  in  those  cases 
in  Essex  and  Berkshire  to  which  I  have 
alluded,  whore  the  rates  have  become, 
owing  to  the  depreciation  in  the  value  of 
other  property  in  the  parish,  a  tremen- 
dous burden  on  the  tithe  owner,  and  are 
now  very  high,  and  where  the  amount 
of  the  tii^e,  perhaps,  almost  swallows  up 
the  value  of  the  land  out  of  which  it 
springs,  so  that  the  security  for  the  tithe 
is  very  much  reduced,  there  obviously  the 
price  of  the  tithe  would  be  very  low. 
Hie  proposition  is  that  each  case  shall  be 
judged  on  its  own  merits.  Now,  I  quite 
admit  that  redemption  in  each  case  is 
to  be  voluntary  on  both  sides.  But  the 
sensible  tithe  owner  would  surely  con- 
sider the  risk  he  runs  from  the  diminu- 
tion of  security  and  the  increase  of  his 
rates,  and  would  consent  to  redemption 
on  im  terms,  even  though  it  might  bo 
at  a  comparatively  low  price.  I  need  not 
dwell  upon  the  advantage  to  the  tithe 
owner  and  the  tithepayer  of  increased 
facility  for  the  redemption  of  small  tithes 
or  of  tithes  payable  on  land  which  is  to 
be  divided  into  small  plots  for  building 
or  other  purposes.  A  small  tithe  is 
a  nuisance  to  the  tithepayer,  and  a 
great  source  of  trouble  and  expense  in 
collection  to  the  tithe  owner,  and 
obviously  it  is  the  interest  of  the  tithe 
owner  to  redeem  such  tithe  on  a  very 
much  less  number  of  years'  purchase 
than  25  years, which  is  now  the  minimum 
fixed  by  law.  The  tithe  on  land  to  be 
cut  up  into  small  plots  for  building 
or  other  purposes  certainly  ought  to  be 
redeemed  in  the  public  interest.  It  is 
not  well  that  the  owner  should  sell  the 
land  to  a  number  of  small  freeholders, 
charged  with  little  payments  of  this  kind, 
of  which  the  purchaser  may  be  absolutely 
ignorant  when  he  agrees  to  buy.  We 
have  inserted  in  the  Bill  provisions  for 
enabling  the  tithepayer,  where  redemp- 
tion has  been  agreed  upon,  to  provide  the 
capital  sum  for  redemption  in  a  manner 
Sir  Michael  Hicks  Beadi, 


which  shall  be  easy  to  himself.  Wher6 
lay  tithe  is  concerned  he  will  be  enabled , 
to  charge  his  settled  estate,  or  other 
estate,  with  a  capital  sum  or  with  an 
annuity  for  its  redemption.  Where  the 
tithe  is  ecclesiastical  tithe  he  will  pay  the 
price  of  redemption  by  annual  payments 
for  50  years,  of  4  J  per  cent,  on  the  capital 
sum  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Oommissioners. 
They  will  form  a  Tithe  Redemption  Fund ; 
and  out  of  it  they  will  pay  interest  at  the 
rate  of  3f  per  cent,  on  the  redemption 
price  to  the  owner  of  the  tithe  which  has 
been  redeemed.  I  do  not  think  I  need 
enter  into  the  minor  details  of  the  Bill : 
and  I  have  really  to  thank  the  House  for 
the  patience  with  which  they  have 
listened  thus  ^  to  what,  I  fear,  hAs  been 
a  dull  exposition  of  a  very  complicated 
subject.  What  I  would  say  with  regard 
to  the  redemption  scheme  is  this:  I 
think  I  have  amply  shown  that  the 
law  with  regard  ta  redemption  does 
require  amendment,  and  we  have  made 
proposals  which,  in  our  judgment^  will 
be  fair  to  both  the  parties  oohcemed, 
and  which  shall  also  secure  that  the 
tithes  shall  not  be  frittered 'away.  I  do 
not  suppose  for  a  moment  that  our 
redemption  scheme  is  perfect  or  in«> 
capable  of  amendment,  and  we  shall 
receive  suggestions  for  amendment,  from 
whatever  quarter  they  may  come,  with 
perfectly  open  min<fc,  provided  only 
those  suggestions  are  just  to  '  the 
interests  of  both  the  parties  ix>ncemed 
and  to  the  interests  of  the  public.  I 
doubt  whether  it  is  possible,  on  any  sub- 
ject which  excites  so  much  interest  as 
this,  to  propose  a  Bill  which  shall  meet 
with  universal  approbation ;  I  am  qiiite 
sure  it  is  impossible  to  do  so  on  the 
tithe  question;  but  this,  at  any  rate, 
I  may  say,  I-  make  no  objection  what- 
ever to  the  opposition  with  which  this 
Bill  has  been  met.  I  do  not  care  for 
the  opposition  of  those  who  oppose  the 
Bill  because  they  want  to  make  the 
payment  of  tithe  as  difficult  as  possible,  in 
order  to  injure  the  Church,  or  of  t^ose 
who  think  that  they  find  in  this  tithe 
question  a  useful  lever,  as  it  has  been 
called,  for  upsetting  the  Establishment, 
and  wish  that  that  lever  should  be  kept 
in  the  hands  of  the  people.  Nor  of  those 
who  are  the  foes  to  all  property, 
and  are  trying  to  delude'  some  un- 
wary landownei-fl  into  believing  that 
the  foundations  of  one  kind  of  property 
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c;bji  be  weake]:i\ed  i^^thout  injuring  those 
of  ail  otter  fcinqSj  of  property.  When 
.1  come  to  tl^  ..^itidsm  offered  by 
tithe  owners  on  on^.  aide  and  tithepajers 
on  the  otiier,  laiif  jrery  much  disposed 
to  set  one  agi^mst  ,.the  other.  When  I 
am  told  by  ^e.pCfji^epajers'  Association 
that  this  Bill  is  ^nhrely  in  the  interests 
of  the  tithe  owijier,  I  turn,  on  the  other 
hand,  to  a  le^r,  ;Y^9^  -^  veoA  the  other 
day  from.,  ^.  ln4ig^a^t  tithe  owner,  in 
which  he  cLesor^bei^cho  Bill   as  an 

« InhiunaB  measqaotaf  simple  spoliation,  fnr- 
nishing  fresh  e^dep^  of  the  general  decay  of 
principle  which  tnreatiens  the  very  existence  of 
society." 

.1    . ;  i«  /    . 

Isay  these  icriticjsms  may  be  setone  against 
the  other^^nd  :in  the  middle  of  them  I  find 
reasonable  s^ty^  1  commend  the  Bill 
to  the  fi^r  ju^gnient  of  the  House  as  an 
attempt  to.  dp  JTisticc)  to  both  sides,  and 
to  the  interests  ol  ^he  country  at  large, 
and  as  a  m^a^ure  ^w^ich,  in  our  belief,  if 
it  should  bec^p.Jaw,  will  have  this 
beneficent  opersk^ont^that  it  will  put  an 
end  to  a  mistakei^  grieyance  which  is  the 
inaiA  sourQQ  oi>jk]i\<\, strength,  if  not  of  the 
existence,  of  a  /J^less  and  dangerous 
agitation,       .   ,.;,,.., 

Motion  mfllde;^idd'  Question  proposed, 
"That^  the ''Bill -fee*  now  read  a  second 

.  lixne.**-    •  •  •  J»•'i'*^«l'?^ 

(5,28)  iiBj  fiila^ipN  ros3- 


•Mk.    SFRAKERl  In  point  of  form, 

cither  Ameiidntientta  pnthe  Paper  will  take 

precedence  of  that  of  the   hon.  Member. 

Mb.  PICTON^t«r  thought  I  was  first. 

No  other  hbii,  M.^ber  rising, 
.  JT-Me.  Pi;dtQ??/sai^:  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
right  hon.  Oen^lein^n '  has  taken  a  san- 
guine  view  of  tnei  safety  of  a  middle 
.  counie  in  a,c^  T^^cre  "  Cannon  to  right 
of  them,  OEumont^  left  of  them,  volleyed 
and  thundered,^/,    3{o  doubt  the  question 
18:^1^  complicated  otx^  and  last  Session  the 
leader  of.  the  Hoi^  promised  that   it 
ahonld  bOf  sUibmi|;^ed  to  a  Joint  Select 
Committee    piE  v  bpt\i  Houses,  so  that  it 
might  examine  and  (report  upon  the  com- 
pUcaticsis  io.whicjti  t)ie  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  allud^.f ,  T^at  would  have  been 
a  reasonable,  cpnrsp^  and  it  would  have 
.been  especially^,  reasonable  and  wise  if 
the  noble  Lord^  wjbi)9  has  presided  over  a 
■  xneeting  o£^e  "il^the  Question  Associa- 
.jtion,  had  been,  appointed  chairman  of  the 
.  Oommittee...  The  nght  hon.  gentleman 


has  quoted  something  I  have  written,  but 
he  misunderstands  my  position.  It  is 
because  this  Bill  relaxes  the  hold  of  the 
nation  on  the*  tithe,  juggles  with  it,  and 
turns  into  a  portable  form  the  nation's 
property,  so  that  it  can  be  easily  carried 
off  hereafter,  that  I,  for  one,  stropgj^ 
object  to  the  Bill.  No  doubt  the  tithe 
is  legally  due  from  the  tithepayer  to  the 
tithe  owner,  but  it  is  likewise  the  property 
of  the  people  of  this  country  in  general. 
I  am  anxious  it  should  not  be  taken 
away  from  them,  and  1  am  anxious  it 
should  not  be  lessened  in  vaJue.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  referred  to  the 
case  of  Wales.  Wales  will  have  much 
better  exponents  of  her  cause  than  I  can 
pretend  to  be,  and  yet  such  is  my  sym 
pathy  for  the  Principality  that  I  cannot 
help  making  some  remarks  unon  the 
case  of  Wales.  The  right  hon.  Grentl|3* 
man  referred  to  the  75  parishes  i^  the 
diocese  of  St.  Asaph,  where,  out  of 
£38,000  of  tithe  that  is  due,  £10,0jCK> 
remains  unpaid,  and  he  went  on. to  refer 
to  the  strange  kind  of  Christianity  that 
passed  by  the  sufferings  of  the  clergy, 
which  are  boought  about  by.  this  large 
proportion  of  the  tithe  remaining  unpaid. 
In  my  opinion  it  is  a  strange .  ki^d  of 
Christianity  that  leads  the-  mien^lws,  of 
the  Established  Church  in  IfeX^B  t^  allow 
their  clergy  to  suffer-in  this  manner,  and 
which  seeks  to  throw  the^  burden  o£  the 
maintenance  of  the  clergy  of  that  Church 
uppn  the  poor  &rmers.  of  Wale^.  .  Xhe 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  quite  wroi^in 
his  allusion  to  myself.  .  He.  said  I  mi^t 
obtain  the  praise  of  the  Xiiberation 
Society  for  the  course  I  am  noty  taking. 
On  the  contrary,  the  hon.  Member,  for 
West  Bradford  (Mr.  lUingworth),  who  is 
a  distinguished  member  of  the  libera* 
tion  Society,  has  expressed  his  strong 
disapproval  of  my  action.  Therefore,  it 
is  not  to  the  Liberation  Society  I  am 
looking  for  praise  and  encouragement. 
I  look,  as  1  hope  to  show  presently,  to 
the  common  sense  and  the  substantia) 
interests  that  are  at  stake.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  also  said  that 
nothing  is  liable  to  be  taken  in  satisfac- 
tion of  the  tithe-charge  except  what  JR 
grown  upon  the  land,  and  that  the  new 
Act  will  carefully  preserve  that  state  of 
the  law.  I  hope  to  show  it  will  do 
nothing  of  the  kind.  Not  only  will  the 
produce  of  any  particular  plot  of  land 
be  liable  for  the  tithe-charge  upon  it,  but 
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tLat  of   other  plots  held   by  the  siune 
farmer,  as  well    as    his   furniture,  will 
ulso  be  liable  to  make  good  any  deficiency . 
(nstead  of  abolishing  distraint  this  Bill 
doubles  the  power,  and  ext?nd8  distraint 
to  the  farmer's  household  goods,  as  well 
as  to  what  is  growing  on  the  land.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has   told  us  that 
the   value    of    land   in    Berkshire   and 
Essex  has  very  considerably  diminished. 
So  it  has,  and  it  is  a  great  shame  that  in 
this  country,  which  possesses  the  richest 
and  largest   markets  in  the  world,  the 
Government  should  have  been  so  blind 
to  the  nation's  real  interest  as  to  allow  the 
value  of  land  to  go  down  as  it  has  done. 
C  cannot  believe  that  this  is  an  absolute 
necessity;   and,    indeed,  the   right  hon. 
Gentleman    Jiimself    looks    forwai'd    to 
-another  and  a  better  state  of  things,  when 
the  value  of  the   land  may  be  restored, 
and  the  value  of  tithe  likewise.     But  he 
wants  to  sell  .tithe  now  when  everything 
is  depressed,  and  when  a  comparatively 
low   price  can  be   obtained  for  it.      To 
that  extent  he  will  diminish  the  value  of 
the  nation's  property.     With  that  policy 
I  entirely  disagree.      But  the  Govern- 
ment   are    evidently    puzzled    in    this 
matter.      This  is  the  fourth  Bill  they 
have  brought  in  on  this  question,  and 
everyone    has  differed   from    the    rest. 
"This  looks  like  uncertainty,  vacillation, 
and  weakness  of  purpose.     The  present 
Bill  is  no  better  than  any  of  the  others. 
It  is  simply  an  attempt  to  delude  public 
opinion,  which  they  dare  not  face.     Does 
it  conciliate   public   opinion    on    either 
uide  ?     We  have   the  Resolutions  of  the 
Tithe  Question  Association  and    of  the 
Farmers'  Alliance  ;  we  have  articles  and 
letters   in  the    Mark   Lave    Express,   a 
paper  not  much  inclined  to  Liberalism  ; 
and  we  have  articles  and  letters  in  the 
paper  called  Agrirnlture,  and  all  of  them 
-.ire  bitterly  opposed  to  the  measure  brought 
in  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.     With  a 
good  many  of  the  articles  and  letters  I 
agree,    for   my    first     objection    to    his 
measure  is  that  it  does  nothing  whatever 
for  the  relief  of  agriculture,  or  for  the 
relief  of  the  farmers  working  on  the  land. 
I  am  perfectly  anxious  not  to  l>e   mis- 
understood on  this  point.     I  am  aware 
that   many  crude    proposals   are    made 
which  assume  that  it  would  be  a  relief  of 
agriculture  to  lessen  the  amount  of  tit  he, 
or,  in  other  words,  to  upset  the  settle- 
ment of  1836.  I  am  not  of  that  opinion  at 
Mr,  Pief/)}f 


all.  My  method  of  relief  would  be  very 
different  to  that.  The  Government  will 
not  face  the  real  grievance,  which  is 
that  the  tithe  system  takes  out  of  the 
land  every  year  a  very  large  sum  of 
money  which  ought  to  go  towards 
lightening  the  financial  burdens  of  the 
people,  but  which  is  devoted  to  the 
purposes  of  what  can  no  longer  be  con- 
sidered a  National  Church.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  said  that  the  tithe 
is  as  much  the  property  of  the  Church 
as  a  man's  watch  is  the  man's  property. 

♦Sir  M.   hicks   BEACH  :  I  was  re- 
ferring to  lay  tithe. 

Mr.  PICTON :  Y^ ;  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    denied  that    tithe    was   in 
any   proper  sense   the  property   of  the 
nation,  adding  that  it  was  the  property 
of  the   Chureh.     For    the    belief    that 
tithe    is   the  property  of  the  nation  we 
have  authority.     I'hat  great  statesman. 
Lord  John  Russell,  in  bringing  forward 
the    Tithe  Commutation  Bill    in    1836, 
distinctly    stated   that    the     tithe    was 
national  property,  and  no  one,  either  in 
this  House  or  the  House  of  Lords,  has 
attempted  to  question   the  accuracy  of 
that  statement.     At  the  opening  of  this 
very  Session  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  respectively  lead  on  each  side  of  the 
Table  spoke  of  tithe  as  national  property. 
No  one,  as  far  as  I  know,  differed  from 
them  ;  but  I  will  take  the  words  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  that  it  is  the  property 
of  the  Church.     What  is   the   Church  1 
Will  he  define  the  Church  of  England  ? 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tell  the 
House  in   what  respect   the   Church  of 
England  differs  from  the  English  nation  IP 
I  am  a  member  of  the  Church  of  England. 
'  I  decline  to  be  considered  anything  else. 
'  I  was  christened  in  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land,  and  though  I  have  not  very   fre- 
quently  attended   its   services    I    have 
sometimes  done  so  with,  I  hope,  consider- 
able profit.     I  disavow    altogether    that 
I  have  any  desire  to  increase  the  difficulty 
of  collecting  tithes  in  order  to  injure  the 
Established  Church  as  a  spiritual  and  a 
religious  institution.     But  the  Church  of 
England  is  by  law  established.     I  defy 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  distinguish 
it  from  the  English  nation.     I  know  the 
right  hon.    Gentleman  may  tell  me,  as 
]  learned     professors    and     distinguished 
'  lawyers   have  done,   that  he  himself  is 
•  technically   wrong   in   calling  tithe  the 


i}i 


Tit  fie  Rent-Chary  c 


[Maucji  27,  181)0 


RecQ> 


-rnj. 


«tr..  BiiL 


'-»> 


property  of  the  Church,  that  it  is  tho 
property  of  certain  Corporations,  some 
Corporations  sole  and  others  aggregate 
Corporations.  Ho  knows  that  is  a 
technical  description.  He  himself  says 
it  is  the  property  of  the  Church.  I 
maintain  that  tithe  is  the  property  of  the 
English  nation,  considered  as  a  Church  ; 
and  that  if  the  English  nation  wills  that 
this  property  shall  be  put  to  other  uses, 
it  will  never  be  deterred  from  acting  by 
the  reflection  that  it  belongs  to  the 
English  nation  in  its  spiritual 
and  not  in  its  secular  capacity, 
and  so  I  do  not  think  that  the 
observation  that  it  is  the  property  of  the 
Church  will  be  of  very  much  avail.  Our 
real  grievance  is  that  large  sums  of 
money,  amounting  altogether  to  no  less  a 
sum  thanJB4,000,000  sterling,are  taken  out 
of  the  land  year  by  year  and  handed  over 
to  the  Church,  which  ought  to  be  applied 
towards  lightening  the  financial  burdens 
of  the  community.  I  may  be  told  that 
this  is  not  the  light  in  which  the  Tithe 
Question  Association  and  the  Farmers' 
Alliance  regard  the  matter.  But  I  am 
not  so  sure  of  that.  At  any  rate,  I  think 
they  are  very  rapidly  coming  to  that 
way  of  thinking,  and,  if  anything  will 
drive  them  to  it,  it  is  certainly  the  Bill 
now  before  the  House.  They  want 
teaching;  they  want  to  understand  that 
if  their  burdens  are  to  be  lightened  it 
can  only  be  done  by  diverting  the 
nation's  property  to  do  the  nation's  work. 
The  money  might  be  spent  in  the  pro- 
vision of  additional  schools,  or  in  the.es- 
tablishmentofAgriculturalColleges,  which 
are  very  much  wanted,  or  in  promoting 
higher  education  of  every  kind.  I  am 
persuaded  that  if  the  people  once  learn 
that  such  application  of  the  property  of 
the  nation  would  lessen  their  burdens 
and  tend  to  increase  their  profits,  we  should 
very  soon  have  them  on  our  side  in  deal- 
ing with  the  relief  that  is  to  be  given  to 
the  occupying  tenants  and  those  who  toil 
on  the  land.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  the  Bill  will  prevent  distress,  and 
he  based  his  assertion  on  the  presence  of 
the  1st  clause.  But  under  the  6th 
clause  tithe  is  to  be  regarded  as  rent. 
How  do  people  recover  rent  ?  Is  it  not 
usually  by  the  process  of  distress? 
Would  not  the  same  power  of  dis- 
tress apply  to  this  tithe  rent-charge, 
which  is  turned  into  rent?  Suppose 
a    farmer   pays  £50     rent     and     £50 


tithe.  At  present,  tithe  cannot 
bo  recovered  from  him  except  by  dis- 
trainini^  on  the  crops  growing  on  tho 
land ;  but  by  the  6th  clause  the  £50 
will  be  turned  into  so  much  additional 
rent.  'Ho  will  owe  it  to  his  landlord, 
who,  if  it  is  not  paid,  may  proceed  by 
way  of  distress  upon  everything  the 
man  has  got.  Therefore,  instead  of . 
abolishing  distress,  the  Bill  makes  distress 
more  acute,  painful,  Jind  dangerous. 
Besides  that,  at  present  the  farmer  may 
only  be  distrained  upon  by  one  person, 
the  owner  of  the  tithe ;  biit  if  this  Bill 
passes  he  may  be  distrained  upon  by 
either  of  two,  by  the  tithe  owner  or  the 
receiver  appointed  by  the  County  Court. 
The  "  receiver  '*  includes  the  manager, 
and  he  will  have  power,  if  he  thinks 
proper,  to  take  the  farm  out  of  the  hands 
of  tlie  farmer.  Therefore,  I  contend 
there  are  two  parties  who  may  distrain, 
not  only  upon  the  produce  growing  out 
of  the  ground,  but  upon  everything  in 
the  stables  and  houses.  I  wonder  at 
the  boldness  of  any  Government  coming 
forward  and  saying  that  a  Bill  like  this 
is  any  relief.  Again,  it  is  provided 
that  application  may  be  made  to  the 
Assessment  Committee  in  order  to  obtain  . 
a  special  assessment.  Just,  in  passing, 
let  me  ask  the  House  if  this  is  not 
tampering  with  the  nation 's  property  ?  You 
are  to  have  the  value  of  the  tithe 
lowered  in  this  insidious  manner,  and  yet 
nothing  would  induce  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  disturb  the  settlement 
of  1836.  It  can  be  disturbed 
all  over  the  country  by  the  Assessment 
Committee.  I  have  here  a  list  of  18 
farms,  the  letting  value  of  each  of  which 
has  gone  down,  in  20  or  30  years,  by 
more  than  half,  and,  in  some  cases,  by 
more  than  two-thirds,  and  even  more 
than  five-sixths.  The  tithe,  of  course^ 
remains  the  same.  I  find  a  case  of  a 
farm,  which  formerly  was  rented  at 
£1,600,  with  tithe  amounting  to  £400. 
The  landlord  has  agreed  to  let  it  for 
£650,  the  landlord  himself  paying  the 
tithe.  If  the  landlord  goes  to  the  Assess- 
ment Committee  and  obtains  a  reduction, 
into  whose  pocket  will  the  profit  go  ?  It 
will  go  into  the  pocket  of  the  landlord. 
And  so  landlords  get  as  much  as  ever  they 
can  screw  out  of  the  tenants.  If  the 
landlords  do  not  get  more  now,  it  is  only 
because  they  cannot.  If  the  special 
assessments  are  reduced,  landlords  wha 


59 


Tiihe  RentrCharyc 


{COMMONS} 


Recovery^  &c.  Bill. 


60 


nre  accustomed  to  get  as  mucli  as  they 
fairly  can  will,  of  course,  get  the  benefit 
of  the  lowered  assessment.  I  hold  that  the 
clause  providing  for  appeal  to  the  Assess- 
ment Committee  will  almost  invariably 
operate — and  always  in  times  of  pros- 
perity— in  favour  of  the  landlord,  and  not 
of  the  occupying  farmer.  Then,  says  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  there  is  this  magni- 
ficent project  of  redemption.  In  the 
Land  Commissioners'  Report  for  1888 
I  find  that  an  annual  amount  of 
tithe,  reaching  £17,500,  has  been 
redeemed  for  £443,000.  What  I 
should  like  to  know  is  whether  on  those 
farms  where  the  tithe  has  been  redeemed 
the  formers  get  their  land  at  lower 
rates  ?  Do  they  not  pay  the  interest  on 
the  money  that  was  expended  in  the  re- 
demption of  the  tithes  ?  Does  the  land- 
lord hand  over  the  interest  on  the  money 
to  the  tenant?  Certainly  not,  if  he  can 
avoid  it.  Whether  the  tithe  is  redeemed 
or  not,  the  occupier  is  called  upon  to  pay 
as  much  as  the  land  will  produce.  But 
when  it  \a  said  the  landlords  are  made 
liable,  I  quite  agree  in  the  desirability  of 
that.  I  think  they  ought  to  be 
more  liable  than  thoy  are  now; 
but,  as  I  have  shown,  the  tenant  is 
liable  to  the  owner.  You  make  matters 
worse  for  the  farmer  by  giving  the  owner 
a  firmer  grip  of  him  than  he  had  before. 
It  will  be  easier  for  the  owner  to  ^ct  at 
the  tenant,  and  he  can  do  it  at  less  ex- 
pense. The  Amendments  which  were 
proposed  to  the  Bill  of  last  year  were 
much  better  thsm  anything  to  be  found 
in  the  present  Bill.  There  the  Couiity 
Court  was  made  a  sort  of  Court  of 
arbitration.  That  proposal  was  strongly 
supported  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  W.  Harcourt) 
who,  I  am  afraid,  frightened  the  Govern- 
ment  by  the  way  in  which  he  praised  it ; 
the  result  being  that  the  clause  has 
disappeared.  Short  of  such  interference 
as  was  then  projected  between  the  land^ 
lord  and  the  tenant  there  is  no  hope  of 
helping  the  farmer  at  all,  except  by 
the  devotion  of  the  tithe  to  the  lighten- 
ing of  the  burdens  of  the  people.  I 
maintain  that  that  is  the  proper  purpose 
of  the  tithe.  From  time  immemorial 
one-tenth  has  baen  stopped  but  of  the 
produce  of  the  land.  ¥qx  whom  is  it 
stopped  ^  I  know  some  people  will  ^ay, 
"  It  is  stopped  for  the  glory  otGod.''^  I* 
know  no  better  way  of  glorifying  God 
Mr.  Picton 


than  in  serving  ouij  fellow-creatures.  No 
one  would  be  so  blasphemous  as  to 
suppose  that  the  tithie  can  be  of  any  use 
to  the  Almighty.  'The  tithe  was  given 
for  the  purpose  of  doing  good  to  our 
fellow-creatures.  Tt  was;  of  course, 
devoted  to  certaiii  drriate  church  ser- 
vices ;  but,  in  additidn,  lt-;yras  devoted  to 
alms-giving,  and  to  the  help  and  relief  of 
the  sick.  Why,  Sir,  the  monasteries  of 
old  times,  though  they  were  associated, 
especially  towards  their  latter  end,  with 
many  abuses,  wer6' *  amongst  the  most 
beautiful  our  histcSry  ^n  show.  They 
were  formed  of  men' professedly,  at  least, 
and  often  really,  associated '  tc^ther  as 
brethren  for  the  glory  iof  God  through 
service  to  mankindJ  '•  All  the  tenants  of 
the  estate  regarded  tte6  ^ood  brethren  as 
indeed  their  brot&^i^  aiid  their  helpers. 
In  all  times  of  application  the  people 
went  to  them  for^hdlb';'iii  all  times  of 
perplexity  they  a^peUed  to  th^m  for 
advice  and  were  '  never  refused.  The 
mona^ries  were,  at  *afi^  rate  for  a  long 
time,  a  source  of '  beticficentie  in  their 
neighbourhoods;  'kiid  '  n6t  merely  of 
Spiritual,  but  of  sefeular  Service  as  well. 
Well,  Sir,  I  say  that  "the  tithes  which,  in 
former  days,  were  devbted  to  the  use  of 
the  monasteries  ought  now  to  be  de- 
voted to  the  good  I  works  which  the 
monasteries  performed  as  far  as  those 
works  are  consistent  with  our  times.  The 
misuse  of  tithe  in  iitp  devotion  to  a 
Church  which  is  no '  lobger  national  is 
bitterly  felt  in  thdPrincipality  of  Wales. 
Those  spiritual  wantswhddi  the  mediseval 
Church  supplied  in  ^its  own  way  our 
fellowKJOuntrymen  -IB  Wales  meet  by 
voluntary  contribatiofus.  .  They  build 
their  own  temples'  iof  »  worship,  they 
support  their  own  ministers,  and  the 
6normouiSi  majoritjn  45f  "the'  people  of 
Wales  never  trbiible'"  the  so-called 
National  Church  fpr  any  service  what- 
ever. Whatever  th^jRbptesentatives  of 
English  constituencies  do,  I  earnestly 
hope  the  Represent(wf}iyes:of  Wales  will 
fight  this  Bill  to  th^.d^h,  and  never  be 
content  with-  anytl^jn^  bu,t  the  restora- 
tiqn  to  the  ptopk-  af  what  is  their  right, 
THe  Welsh  people^  harv^  been  far  too 
patient,  so  patient  tjiijt  they  liavo  been 
looked  upon  as  poor-3pi  rited*  1  b^lievQ^ 
that  if  they  lifl(J  .gonqthp  right  way 
about  it,  the, way  t1|ej  haYe}>ecn, taught^. 
t)^  the  Irish  Me mbepi^, they  would  liave 
had   the   so-called    National  Chuitjh   in 


61 


Tithts  Rent-C luirgc  {Mauou  27,  1890}  Hccovery,  <lcc,  BUI. 


62 


Wales  disestablished  and  disendowed  a  , 
generation  ago.  Whatever  Members 
may  think,  the  fact  is'tliat  the  feeling  in 
the  Principalitj  is  becoming  beyond 
endnrance.  The  steam  has  got  up  so 
high  that  there  may  be  an  explosion  any 
time,  unless  something  is  done  to  meet 
the  discontent.  Now,  Sir,  who  will  have 
to  value  the  tithe  ?  The  Board  of  Agri- 
culture is  to  have  a  great  deal  to  do  with 
it.  What  is  the  Board  of  Agriculture  ? 
It  is  represented  in  this  House  by  a 
highly  respected  gentleman  who  pro- 
fesses to  understand  all  about  rural  life, 
and  who  is  a  great  authority  on  sport. 
But  I  presume  the  Board  is  composed  of 
representatives  of  the  land-owning 
ii^terest,  and  I  suppose  they  will  see 
that  the  price  at  which  tithe  may  be 
redeemed  is  brought  down  as  low  as 
possible.  The  Bishops  are  to  have  a 
voice  in  the  matter  ;  but  I  do  not  think 
they  will  avail  against  the  worldly- 
minded  astuteness  of  the  members  of 
the  Board  of  Agriculture.  The  Board 
is  a  very  dangerous  Body  indeed  to  deal 
with  this  national  inlieritance.  Now,  to 
whom  is  the  inheritance  to  be  made  over? 
To  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners. 
Who  are  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners? 
They  consist  of  two  Archbishops,  31 
Bishops,  ihree  Deans,  and  21  laymen. 
The  fact  is,  that  the  Commissioners  are 
not  a  national  Board,  but  simply  trustees 
for  a  religious  denomination.  They  are 
a  Church  Company  Limited,  and  to  this 
company  Parliament  is  asked  to  make 
over  the  enormous  capital  that  may  be 
realised  by  the  sale  of  tithes.  Putting 
it  at  a  very  low  estimate,  tithes  ought  to 
realise  a  capital  of  between  £60,000,000 
and  £70,000,000  sterling.  It  may  be 
said  that  the  transaction  is  too  big  to  be 
effected,  and  that  the  probability  is  that 
the  sales  will  never  be  carried  out.  Why 
bring  in  the  Bill  at  all  il  that  be  so?  I 
must  assume  that  the  Bill  will  be 
carried  out.  Just  think  of  the 
difference  between  our  condition  and 
that  of  our  children  if  we  allow  such 
a  Bill  as  this  to  be  carried  out.  We  have 
a  revenue  of  about  £3,300,000  secured  as 
a  first  charge  on  the  national  land.  Our 
descendants,  if  this  transaction  is  carried 
out,  will  possess  some  60  millions  in 
a  very  portable  form,  which  can  be  eaailj 
carried  off.  Now,  do  not  let  me  be  mis- 
understood. •  Of  course,  I  am  insinuatiog 
ncrthing.  whatever  against    the  perfect 


honour  and  high  integrity  of  the  Ecclesi- 
astical Commissioners ;  but,  after  all,  what 
is  the  duty  of  a  denominational  trustee  ? 
It  is  to  do  the  best  he  can  for.  his  denomi- 
nation, and  in  the  event  of  disendowment 
if  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  find 
themselves  with  60  millions  of  Govern- 
ment and  other  securities  in  hand,  they 
will,  no  doubt,  feel  it  to  be  their  du^ 
as  denominational  trustees  to  do  their 
best  for  the  Anglican  Church.  There- 
fore, I  strongly  object  to  making  •  over 
this  property  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missioners, who  are  entirely  unfitted  by 
their  position  to  be  entrusted  with  such 
a  duty.  I  observe  that  the  Farmers' 
Alliance,  on  March  10,  passed  a  Besolu-^ 
tion  to  the  effect — 

"  That  no  measure  dealing  with  tithe  will  be 
satisfactory  which  does  not  demand  that  the  re- 
demption price  be  handed  to  the  Goonty 
Councils.'* 

["  Oh.*']  That  shows  that,  in  the  opinicm 
of  the  Farmers'  Alliance,  the  County 
Council  is  certainly  a  more  trustworthy 
and  desirable  Body  to  deal  with  the 
matter  than  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missioners. It  is  said  that  the  land  of 
poor  old  England  is  worn  out,  and  only 
fit  for  sport.  Well,  the  fact  is,  the  land 
of  this  country  is  no  longer  the  poor 
man's  ^rm,  but  the  rich  man's  sporting 
ground,  and  until  that  is  altered  the 
land  will  never  be  worth  more.  But  if 
this  country  has  only  10  years  of 
thorough-going  Radical  Government— 
not  merely  Liberal,  but  pure  and  un- 
adulterated Radical  Government — ^the 
value  of  the  land  here  will  be  in 
creased  at  the  very  least  50  per  cent. ; 
and  while  the  tenants  will  be  better 
off,  the  landlords  may  have  reason  to  bless 
their  ista^s  they  have  had  the  Radicals  in  ' 
office  ;  but  the  makeshift  scheme  before 
the  House  will  only  hinder  such  a  blessed 
time,  and  retard  the  reform  which  is 
absolutely  necessary.  For  these  reasons, 
I  move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  pecond 
time  this  day  six  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out' 
the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  e6d  |bf  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  **  tipob  thiii 
day  six  months." — (Mr,  Pieton,)   !  -       .: 

Question  proposed,  **Tliat  thel  wotd. 
*  now  *   stand  part  of  the  Questibti." 
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*(6.U.)  Mk.  S.  T.EVANS(Gljim()rH:rai- 
shire,  Mid)  :•  In  risiufi:  to  address  the 
House  for  the  first  inno,  I  desiro  to 
appeal  for  that  indulj^enca  whicli  the 
House,  in  its  generosity,  ahvays  extends 
to  new  Members.  I  should  not  have 
ventured  to  address  the  House  for  the 
first  time  on  a  vexed  and  complic  ited 
question  like  this,  except  for  one  reason, 
and  that  is  the  intense  interest  my  con- 
stituency, in  common  with  all  the  other 
constituencies  in  Wales,  take  in  the 
matter.  I  think  it  is  very  evident,  from 
the  speech  of  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  that  this  Bill 
like  the  Bill  of  last  Session, 
is  brought  forward  simply  and  solely  on 
account  of  something  that  lias  happened 
in  Wales.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
began  his  speech  by  saying  that  there 
was  urgent  necessity  for  an  amendment 
of  the  law.  I  do  not  know  where  that 
necessity  has  arisen  unless  it  be  in  the 
Principality.  At  the  conclusion  of  his 
speech  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
he  thought  the  Bill  should  pass,  s  3  as  to 
put  an  end  to  a  mistaken  grievance 
and  a  dangerous  agitation.  From  this 
again,  it  is  very  evident  that  the 
part  of  the  country  the  Government 
have  in  view  in  proposing  this  measure 
is  the  Principality  of  Wales;  and  touch- 
ing upon  something  that  has  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Leicestsr 
(Mr.  Picton),  if  I  may  bo  allowed  to 
speak  on  behalf  of  my  Colleagues  in  the 
representation  of  Wales,  I  will  say  that 
it  is  our  intention  to  do  our  utmost 
to  defeat  this  Bill,  both  upon  Second 
Reading,  and  also  in  Committee.  I  go 
further,  and  say  that,  as  Welsh  Members, 
we  expect  the  English  Liberals  and 
Radicals  to  help  us,  and  if  we  are  not  so 
assisted,  Wales  will  have  something  to  say 
about  it.  Of  course,  the  Irish  Members 
will  assist  us,  I  know.  Now,  the  Welsh 
people  take  a  very  broad  view  of  this 
matter.  They  regard  tithe  as  national 
property,  and,  holding  that  view,  they 
ara  naturally  very  dissatisfied  with  the 
narrowly  conceived  measure  which  is 
now  before  the  Housj.  We  are  supported 
in  our  contention  by  such  an  authority 
as  the  leader  of  the  House,  because  in  the 
recent  debate  on  the  Address  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said — 

**  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian)  referred,  in  terms  which  I 
desire  to  re-echo,   to  the   question  of  tithe. 


He  said  that  tithe  ought  to  be  respected  and 
preserved  as  national  property.  I  re-echo  that 
sentiment,  and  it  will  be  the  effort  of  Her 
Majesty's  Uovi'rnment  to  present  a  Bill  to  that 
effect.'' 

I  do  not  know  whether  this  measure 
appsals  to  the  House  as  one  which  is  going 
to  preserve  tithe  as  national  propei-ty 
or  not,  but  to  us  it  does  not  so  appeal. 
If  it  is  national  prop3rty,  what  does  the 
measure  do  with  regard  to  it  ?  I  have 
said  it  is  narrowly  conceived.  I  use 
the  words  advisedly,  and  I  may  say 
I  was  much  amused  in  reading  the 
debate  on  the  Bill  of  last  Session, 
to  find  observations  made  by  a 
late  Tory  Member  o2  this  House, 
in  which  lie  compared  the  Bill  then 
before  the  House  to  a  little  mouse.  He 
added  tliat  the  mouse  was  "  a  little  animal 
deserving  at  the  present  time  of  very 
great  care  indeed,  so  that  it  might  be 
brought  to  maturity" — I  suppose  this 
Bill  is  the  maturity  of  the  mouse  of  last 
Session — "so  as  to  make  it  a  useful  animal 
not  only  in  England  but  in  Wales.'*  I 
admit  that  this  Bill  is  a  little  more 
extended  in  its  dimensions — it  might  be 
compared  to  a  rat,  but  whether  it  is  a 
rat  or  a  mouse,  it  is  equally  objectionable. 
What  does  the  Bill  do  ?  It  merely 
touches  the  fringe  of  a  very  large 
question,  and  I  think,  with  all  deferan-^e 
to  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
it  does  reopen  the  settlement  made  in 
1836,  when  the  Tithe  Commutation  Act 
was  passed.  We  hear  a  great  deal  about, 
needy  clergy,  and  about  tithe  owners 
having  lost  a  large  part  of  their  property. 
We  have  not  had  the  fact  stated  that 
since  1836,  whereas  the  value  of  tithe  has 
been  below  par  for  22  years,  it  has  been 
above  par  for  31  years.  If  the  settle- 
ment is  going  to  be  opened  at  all  it 
ought  to  be  opened  from  the  point  of 
view  of  all  the  parties  to  the  settle- 
ment. But  this  Bill  is  a  Bill  to 
help  one  pirty  alone,  and  that  party, 
of  course,  is  the  clergy  of  the  Church  of 
England.  There  is  a  little  given  to  the 
landlord,  but  I  think  we  are  correct  m 
saying  broadly  that  the  object  of  the 
Bill  is  to  give  relief  to  one  class,  and  one 
class  alone,  and  upon  that  ground  it  is 
a  piece  of  class  legislation,  which  this 
House  ought  not  to  pass.  The  measure 
is  divisible  into  three  parts.  First,  there 
is  the  remedy  proposed  for  the  recover}- 
of  tithe,  and,  again,  we  have  the  aid  of 
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the  County  Courts,  thougli  not  in  the 
same  way  as  was  suggested  last  year. 
The  remedy  given  is  not,  as  was  pro- 
posed last  year,  by  suing  the  tenant, 
but  by  making  the  owner  liable, 
and  enabling  the  County  Court  to 
appoint  a  receiver  of  the  rents  and  profits 
of  the  land.  The  lion.  Member  for  Leices- 
ter has  pointed  out  that  whereas  the 
1st  clause  in  the  Bill  pretends  to  abo- 
lish the  remedy  by  distress  for  the 
recovery  of  tithe  rent-charge,  other  por- 
tions of  the  Bill  heap  distress  upon 
distress.  If  the  3rd  clause  is  passed 
in  its  present  shape,  it  will  not  only  be 
possible  to  distrain  for  the  tithe,  but  for  the 
costs,  which  may  amount  to  50,  60,  or  70 
per  cent.  Then  the  6th  clause  of  the 
Bill,  as  it  stands,  will  also  allow  distress ; 
therefore,  the  grievance  as  to  distress  is 
not  done  away  with  at  all.  There  is 
another  grievance  which  will  be  inflicted 
if  the  Bill  passes,  and  that  is  that  the 
receiver  may-  also  be  made  mana- 
ger of  the  farm.  [Cries  of  "  No,  no ! "] 
I  have  read  the  Bill,  and  I  think  if  hon. 
Gentlemen  will  read  it  they  will  say 
"  Yes,  yes."  As  to  the  remedy,  I  will 
merely  add  that  in  Wales  we  have  heard 
a  good  deal  about  Church  and  State  ;  it 
seems  to  me  that  if  the  Bill  passes  in  its 
present  form  the  phrase  will  be  changed 
into  Church  and  County  Court.  The 
second  part  of  the  Bill  relates  to  the 
special  rateable  value.  Under  the  Bill 
of  last  year,  the  tenant  was  to  pay  the 
tithe,  and  the  tithe  owner  might  more 
easily  recover  by  suing  him.  There  was 
to  be  no  relief  for  the  tenant  But  this 
year,  when  the  Government  proposes  to 
change  the  liability  for  tithe  from  the 
tenant  to  the  landlord,  the  landlord  is  to 
have  relief.  As  to  the  Assessment  Com- 
mittee, I  hope  that  if  the  Bill  gets  into 
Committee  the  Government  will  be  able  to 
place  the  decision  of  the  rateable  value 
in  the  hands,  not  of  the  Assessment 
Committee  (a  body  which  does  not  com- 
mand confidence,  except  that  of  tfiiS- 
parsons  and  landlords),  but  in  the  hands 
of  the  County  Councils.  The  third  part  of 
the  Bill  is  that  which  deals  with  the 
redemption  of  tithe,  and,  so  far  as  I  can 
see,  it  does  not  commend  itself  to  any 
portion  of  the  community.  We  were  told 
by  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
that  he  did  not  propose  to  dis- 
cuss the  present  appropriation  of  tithe. 
It  is  evident  to  the  House  already 
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that  the  discussion  has  gone  into  that 
groove,  and  in  that  groove  it  will  remain* 
But  the  Bill  itself  does  have   regard  to 

;  the  appropriation  of  tithe,  because  it  says 
that  if  tithe  rent  charge  is  redeen:«id  the 

;  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  are  to  use 
the  redemption  value  of  the  tithe  i*cr  the 

,  permanent  benefit  of  the  benefice,  that 
is,  to  establish  for  ever  the  present 
appropriation.  It  cannot  be  expected 
that  the  people  of  Wales,  who  aro  a 
nation  of  Nonconformists,  are  satisfied 
with  the  present  application  and  appro- 

j  priation  of  tithe.  They  might  be  more 
satisfied  with  it  if,  as  in  the  olden  days,  a 
third  of  the  tithe  went  towards  the 
assistance  of  the  poor.  But  from  the 
days  of  that  great  spoliator — as  he  was 
called    by    the    right    hon.    Baronet — 

;  Henry  the  Eighth,  tithe  has  gone  almost 
altogether  into  the  Church  channel. 
In  Glamorganshire  £40  a  year  only  goes 
out  of  tithe  to  a  charity  instead  of  a  third 
of  the  w^hole,  as  in  the  days  gone  by. 
Let  mo  also  draw  attention  to  the  fact 
that  out  of  the  County  of  Glamorgan, 
£3,000  a  year  is  taken  in  tithes  by  the 
Dean  and  Chapter  of  Gloucester.  How 
can  it  be  expected  that  the  people  of 
Wales,  of  poor  little  Wales,  as  the  Princi- 
pality is  sometimes  called,  can  be  satisfied 
with  such  an  appropriation  of  tithe  by 
the  Dean  and  Chapter  of  Gloucester 
Cathedral.  I  venture  to  hope  that  the 
Government,  for  their  own  sake,  will  do 
with  this  Bill  as  they  did  with  their 
Tithe  Bill  last  Session,  that  is,  withdraw 

'  it.  I  am  satisfied  that  it  would  be  to 
the  interest  of  the  clergy  themselves  if 
the  Bill  were  withdrawn.  What  ought 
to  be  done  with   tithes  in  Wales  is  to 

j  re-adjust  them,  and  to  nationalise  them. 

I  We  have  heard  of  the  grievances  of 
farmers  in  England,  but,  strange  to  say, 

I  we  find  no  relief  in  the  Bill  for  them ; 
the  proposals  are  made  in  the  interest  of 
the  starving  clergy.  Well,  I  hope  the 
Church  is  not  in  such  a  degraded 
state  as  to  allow  its  clergy  to  starve.  I 
am  afraid  the  Government  take  their 
views  of  Wales  too  much  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Postmaster  General. 
An  estimable  man  and  an  able  adminis- 
trator he  no  doubt  is,  but  of  Wales  he 
knows  next  to  nothing.  I  say  it  ad- 
visedly and  without  offence ;  more  is 
required  than  a  summer  residence  in  the 
Principality  to  understand  the  views 
and  aspirations  of  the  Welsh  people.  If, 
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alter  all,  your  clergy  are  starving  wliat  a 
commentary  is  that  upon  the  conduct  of 
Churchmen.  They  have  had  their  churches 
built,  and  their  parsonages  and  their 
rectories  provided,  and  yet  the  rich  people 
of  Wales,  landlords  and  merchants, 
allow  their  clergj-  to  starve  !  Noncon- 
formists have  not  only  erected  their 
own  chapols  but  maintain  their  own 
ministers,  and  you  hear  nothing  of 
'their  ministers  being  in  distress.  If 
the  Government  would  only  look  the 
matter  really  in  the  face  the  decision 
to  which  they  would  come  would  be 
this :  that  the  voluntary  system  which 
has  succeeded  in  Wales  in  regard  to  Non- 
conformists, would  also  succeed  in  regard 
to  the  Church.  We  have  no  quarrel 
with  the  Church  in  Wales.  We  do  not 
want  to  injure  the  Church ;  we  want  to 
get  rid  of  the  Establishment,  not  of  the 
Church.  If  the  adherents  of  the  Church 
were  to  rely  upon  the  voluntary  system, 
and  upon  the  liberality  of  its  own  sup- 
porters, I  am  sure  we  should  hear  the 
last  of  a  starving  Welsh  clergy.  I 
thank  hon.  Members  for  the  attention 
with  which  they  have  listened  to  me  on 
this  my  first  time  of  addressing  the 
House. 

*(6.35.)  Mr.  GEDGB  (Stockport) :  I 
do  not  pretend  to  follow  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leicester  through  his  very  dis- 
cursive speech,  in  which  the  whole  civil 
and  ecclesiastical  history  of  the  country 
'  was  touched  upon,  more  or  less,  but  I  feel 
indebted  to  him  for  putting  at  the  close 
of  his  observations  his  objections  to  the 
Bill  under  four  heads.  To  these  I  will 
endeavour  to  make  a  reply.  The  first 
great  grievance  is  this  :  that  the  Govern- 
ment  do  not,  as  he  says,  face  the  real 
problem  before  them,  that  being,  in  his 
view,  the  Disestablishment  and  Disen- 
dowment  of  the  National  Church.  The 
hon.  Member  who  spoke  last,  and  whom, 
though  I  am  not  an  old  Member  of  the 
Honse,  I  may  congratulate  upon  the  clear- 
ness and  force  of  his  first  address,  that 
hon.  Member  states,  following  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leicester,  that  he  has  no 
wish  to  injure  the  Church ;  he  only  wishes 
to  Disestablish  it.  Well,  whether  he 
would  consider  it  an  injury  to  himself  to 
be  deprived  of  his  income,  or  even  of  his 
pocket-money,  we  can  easily  gn^ess.  For 
it  is  not  a  question  of  Disestablishment ; 
thoy  care  very  little  for  that,  the  real 
quesiion  is  Disendowment,  not  Disestab- 
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lishment.  The  hon.  Member  who  wishes 
the  Church  disestablished  would  also  have 
it  disendowed, and  that  he  calls  doing  it  no 
injury !  All  I  can  say  is  that  if  any 
religious  body  can  get  on  without  any  in- 
come, and  finds  no  diflBculty  in  raising 
funds  to  carry  on  its  spiritual  work  that 
is  a  very  fortunate  body.  I  do  not 
believe  any  body,  especially  such  a  body 
as  the  Church  of  England,  which  carries 
on  its  work  so  well — with  some  faults,  no 
doubt— can,  without  great  injury  to  its 
philanthropic  and  religious  work,  be  de- 
prived of  the  income  which  the  piety  of 
our  fathers  provided  for  some  of  our 
Ministers,  for  it  is  only  a  part  who  are 
thus  paid,  and  the  large  majority  are 
not  at  all  well  paid.  It  seems  to  me  that 
when  the  hon.  Member  quotes  Scripture 
to  justify  himself  in  the  policy  he  recom- 
mends, I  may  remind  him  of  another 
passage  of  Holy  Writ  where  the  refusal 
of  tithe  is  called  a  robbery  of  God.  If 
it  was  described  as  a  robbery  of  God  in 
God's  own  inspired  language  to  take  the 
tithe  fi'om  the  Church  then,  it  is  clearly 
a  robbery  of  God  now.  If  it  was  possible 
to  rob  God  then  it  is  possible  to  rob  Him 
now.  The  hon.  Member  for  Leicester  is 
a  believer  in  Scripture,  as  I  am,  and  I  ask 
him  how  does  he  show  that  what  was 
robbery  of  God  then  is  not  robbery  of 
God  now  ?  But,  of  course,  we  are  not 
here  to  listen  to  lectures  on  behalf  of  the 
Liberation  Society.  We  have  had  one, 
but  I  will  not  go  into  that  matter.  We 
are  told  the  tithe  is  national  property, 
and  in  some  sense  it  is;  it  is  Trust 
property,  and,  like  other. Trust  property, 
and,  indeed,  like  all  property,  it  is  in  the 
power  of  the  State  to  interfere  if  it  is 
used  in  a  manner  detrimental  to  the 
State.  Our  lives  and  property  belong  to 
the  State,  in  the  sense  that  we  may 
be  deprived  of  either  in  the  interest 
of  the  State.  But  I  deny  that 
tithe  is  national  property  except  in  one 
sense,  except  in  the  sense  that  every  per- 
son may  call  himself  a  member  of  the 
Church.  It  is  true  any  person  in  the 
country  has  a  right  to  go  into  the  Church, 
and  to  require  the  services  of  the  Church 
ministers,  and  on  these  grounds  it  is  per- 
pectly  fair  that  this  national  property 
should  be  devoted  to  the  maintenance  of 
the  Church,  because  the  whole  nation 
is  entitled  to  the  services  of  the  Church. 
Whatever  may  be  going  to  happen  at  a 
future  date,  at  all  events  at  the  present 
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time  the  enormous  majority  of  the  people 
of  England  and  Wales  are  in  favour  of 
maintaining  the  establishment  and 
endowment  of  the  National  Church. 
When  the  majority  is  on  the  other  side 
then  you  can  do  what  you  like,  but  even 
then  I  would  submit  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers that  to  disestablish  and  disendow  a 
historic  Church,  which  has  existed  for 
1,600  years,  and  whose  resources 
have  been  largely  supplemented  by 
■contributions  from  its  members  within 
the  last  centurj' — perhaps  more  was 
^ven  to  the  Church  in  the  last  century 
than  in  all  the  preceding  centuries — I 
say  it  is  a  very  serious  and  a  tremendous 
undertaking  to  disestablish  and  disendow 
such  a  Church.  I  do  not  remember  the 
exact  words,  but  I  remember  the  force 
of  an  expression  used  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
not  many  years  ago,  when  he  stated  that 
to  separate  Church  and  State  would  be 
tearing  from  the  State  its  main  part, 
leaving  a  scarcely  recognisable  mass.  But 
we  are  not  to  come  to  the  Disestablish- 
ment of  the  Church  with  a  light  heart 
upon  the  Second  Reading  of  a  Tithes 
Bill.  Are  hon.  Members  prepared  to 
take  up  the  position  that  nothing  should 
be  done  to  alleviate  any  grievance  found 
in  the  actual  working  of  things  in  the 
Church  of  England  because  they  think 
it  ought  to  be  put  an  end  to,  or,  at  all 
events,  ought  to  be  disestablished  and 
disendowed?  Are  they  going  to  say 
that  because  they  wish  for  a  tremendous 
change,  they  will  not  deal  with  this 
grievance  in  relation  to  the  collection  of 
tithes  t  That  is  like  the  practice  of  the 
peace-at-any-price  party,  which  refuses 
to  go  to  war  on  any  occasion  whatever. 
I  hope  we  shall  not  follow  such  a  policy, 
but,  as  practical  men,  look  at  the  existing 
state  of  things,  find  out  where  the  shoes 
pinch,  and,  if  we  can,  make  them  easier 
without  regard  to  a  tremendous  change 
which  may  possibly  come  fat  some  future 
time.  The  Bill,  says  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leicest'er,  does  no  good  to  the  farmers. 
Well,  many  tenant  farmers  have  very 
little  to  do  with  tithe  payments  at  all, 
and  they  never  have  except  by  their  own 
contracts,  and  where  this  is  the  case,  the 
Bill  leaves  them  pretty  much  in  the  same 
position  as  they  are  at  present.  But  the 
existing  law  does  interfere  with  farmers 
very  prejudicially,  and  in  a  manner  that 
has  caused  a  great  deal  of  the  present 


trouble  ;  and  on  this  point  it  is  the  Bill 
proposes  relief.  The  hon.  Member  says 
distress  is  professed  to  be  taken  away,  but 
that  it  is  not ;  it  is  made  worse.  But  let 
us  look  at  the  matter.  The  tithe  is  sup- 
posed to  issue  from  the  land,  and  to  be 
charged  on  the  produce  of  the  land. 
Every  landlord,  with  a  few  exceptions, 
has  bought  or  inherited  his  land  subject 
to  this  charge,  and,  as  a  matter  of  con- 
venience, landlords  have  frequently 
arranged  with  tenants  to  pay  it,  and  in- 
stead of  receiving  a  higher  rent,  including 
the  rent-charge,  the  landlord  receives  a 
lower  rent,  leaving  the  tenant  to  pay 
the  tithe  rent-charge.  And  they  have 
done  this  on  this  principle,  that  tithe 
goes  up  and  down,  in  accordance  with 
prices  of  commodities  produced,  and  so 
when  prices  go  up  it  is  fair  the  tenant 
who  produces  them  should  pay  rather 
more,  and  less  again  when  prices  are 
low.  This  arrangement  has  been  found 
mutually  convenient.  But  under  the 
Act  of  1836,  though  the  land  and  its 
produce  are  ultimately  liable,  the  tithe 
owner  is  not  allowed  to  enforce  pay- 
ment from  the  landowner  until  ho 
has  first  levied  a  distress  on  the  crops 
of  the  tenant  farmer,  even  though  he 
pays  a  full  rent  and  the  landlord  may 
have  covenanted  to  pay  the  tithe  rent- 
charge  himself.  Now,  that  grievance 
this  Bill  removes,  and  the  tenant 
farmer  will  have  a  guarantee  that 
his  crops  will  not  be  distrained  upon 
except  he  has  himself  brought  himself 
under  that  obligation.  Where  is  the 
liardship  ?  K  a  man  covenants  with  his 
landlord  that  he  will  make  the  payment, 
and  if  his  rent  is  proportionately  less, 
what  hardship  can  there  be  ?  We  are  not 
living  in  Ireland ;  we  are  not  under  a 
Home  Rule  Parliament  to  upset  all  land 
agreements ;  we  are  living  in  England 
or  Wales  where  the  law  requires  all 
covenants  shall  be  performed.  I  give 
it  as  the  result  of  my  legal  experience 
that  if  a  man  has  entered  into  a  covenant, 
and  has  brought  himself  under  liability, 
the  simpler  and  speedier  you  make  the 
process  of  recovery  to  compel  payment 
the  more  merciful  it  is  to  him.  You 
do  not  help  the  debtor  by  forcing  the 
creditor  to  go  a  roundabout  and  costly 
process  to  compel  payment,  for  the  cost 
of  this  must  ultimately  fall  upon  the 
debtor ;  the  truest  kindness  is  to  make 
the  process  of  recovery  sure,  simple » 
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speedy,  and  inexpensive.  Theivfore, 
to  the  extent  to  which  the  farmer 
owes  this  tithe  rent-charge,  to  tliat 
extent  it  is  a  boon  to  him  to  have  the 
means  of  recovery  as  easy  as  possible. 
Then  there  is  an  objection — it  w^as  not 
urged  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester, 
but  I  have  read  it  in  a  newspaper  as  an 
objection,  the  Bill  affords  no  relief  to  the 
tithepayer  or  to  the  landlord.  But  why 
should  there  be  a  relief  ?  If  A  owes  to 
B  and  B  has  to  pay,  how  can  A  or 
B  get  relief,  except  the  one  from  the 
other?  Bath  owner  and  payer,  it  is 
said,  speak  evil  of  the  Bill,  and  how 
then  can  it  find  approval  when  it  is 
oannonaded  from  both  sides  ?  But  sup- 
pose the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  had 
brought  in  a  Bill  of  which  alone  the 
landowner  spoke  well  would  not  that 
Bill  be  open  to  still  stronger  condemna- 
tion from  the  tithepayer  ?  The  fact  is, 
to  use  the  old  simile,  you  cannot  get 
more  than  two  pints  out  of  a  quart  pot. 
If  you  have  a  tithe  rent-charge  payable 
to  the  person  entitled  to  it,  you  caimot 
give  relief  except  out  of  the  pockets  of 
the  one  or  the  other,  unless  the  State 
intervenes  with  its  credit,  as  has  been 
proposed  in  the  Irish  Land  Purchase 
Bill.  AnoJ;her  complaint  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leicester  is  that  the  value 
of  this  national  property  will  be 
diminished  by  the  new  process  of  re- 
covery, that  the  tithe  rent-charge  being 
national  property,  and  put  into  a  more 
portable  form,  may  more  easily  be 
run  away  with.  Let  us  bring  this 
to  a  practical  test.  He  was  anxious 
to,  what  I  should  Civll,  confiscate  this 
national  property,  to  take  it  away  from 
those  to  whom  it  now  belongs  for  cer- 
tain purposes  and  give  it  to  others. 
Which  is  easier,  to  confiscate  it  when  put 
in  a  portable  form  under  Trustees  and 
under  the  control  of  Government, 
or  when  derived  from  land  all  over  the 
country  ?  The  argument  of  the  lion. 
Member  reminds  me  of  tlie  Roman  Em- 
l^eror  who  wished  that  all  his  people 
had  one  neck  that  might  be  dealt  with 
by  one  blow.  Those  who  desire  to  con- 
fiscate should  hail  this  Bill  for  bringing 
the  property  together  in  a  portable  form, 
that  the  hon.  Member  and  his  friends 
may,  if  they  have  the  opportunity,  walk 
away  with  it.  He  tells  us  the  value 
will  be  depreciated  because  people  will 
redeem  the  tithe  rent-charge,  when 
J/r.  Cedtje 


I  ogricultiire  is  depressed,  and  he  indulges 
in  a  pi-ophecy,  which  I  am  sure  we  shall 
be  all  grateful  to  have  fulfilled,  of  an  end 
to  agricultural  depression  and  a  rise  m 
the  value  of  land  of  50  per  cent.  True, 
the  price  we  shall  have  to  pay  will  be 
10  years  of  Radical  rule,  and  I  dare  say 
in  the  next  quarter  of  a  century  he  and 
his  friends  may  have  that  period  of 
power — I  hope  not  longer — and  if  I  live  to 
see  the  result  I  shall  be  quite  ready  to  con- 
gratulate them  on  management  which 
has    brought    about    higher    rents     for 

I  the  landowners,  better  profits  for  the 
tenants,  better  wages  for  labourers,  with 
corn  remaining  at  a  low  price.  But  I 
venture  to  remind  the  hon.  Member  that 
except  in  cases  where  the  commuted 
value  of  the  tithe  rent-charge  does  not 
exceed  20s.  redemption  can  only  take 
place  by  agreement  between  tithe  owner 
and  tithepayer,  and  is  it  consonant  with 
reason,  with  even  selfish  reasons,  that  the 
tithe  owner  will  consent  to  redeem  at  a 
period  when  values  are  low,  and,  even 
if,  from  personal  motives,  he  does  that, 
does  the  hon.  Member  suppose  for  a 
moment  that  the  Bishops,  whose  inter- 
vention he  scoffs  at,  are  likely  to  consent 
to  such  a  redemption  ?  Until  prices 
iiave  risen  to  a  normal  condition  it  is  not 
likely  the  tithe  owner  will  consent  tore- 
deem,  and  I  think  the  hon.  Member 
need  not  fear  for  the  national  property 
being  taken  away  because  there  is  the 
advantage  of  it  being  more  easily  re- 
covered. Better  to  recover  £95  easily 
than  £100  with  great  difficulty.  The 
hon.  Member's  last  objection  is  to  in- 
creasing the  power  of  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners.  But  he  should  see,  if 
he  reads  the  Bill  carefully,  that  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  have,  in 
the  Ssjuse  he  means,  no  power  whatever. 
He  objects  to  the  devotion  of  the  fund 
to  Church  purposes,  but  it  is  by  law 
the  Commissioners  will  be  compelled  to 
devote  the  funds  to  that  purpose,  and, 
whether  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners, 
or  the  County  Council,  as  he  would  wish, 
act  as  Trustees,  they  would  equally  be 
compelled  to  comply  with  the  conditions 
of  the  law,  but  as  the  Commissioners 
have  the  administration  of  other  funds 
for  like  purposes  it  is  but  natural  that 
they  should  include  this  duty  as  Trustees 
among  others.  As  to  the  redemption  to 
be  paid  for  tithe  in  the  possession  of 
laymen,  T  .see  no  such  necessity,  and  I 
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hop3  in  Committee  an  Amendment  may 
be  introduced  by  which  the  Com- 
missioners may  not  have  the  disposition 
of  money  with  which  they  have  nothing 
to  do. 

♦Sir    MICHAEL     HICKS    BEACH: 
They  will  not. 

♦Mr.  GEDGE  :  I  am  glad  to  have  that 
5i88urance.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Leicester  is  under  an  entire  miscon- 
ception as  to  the  duties  of  the  Receiver 
sis  to  whom  he  expresses  so  much  dread. 
He  will  be  a  Receiver  for  the  landlord, 
not  for  the  tenant,  and  the  power  to 
appoint  a  Receiver  is  found  in  every 
well-drawn  mortgage,  and,  indeed,  the 
recent  Conveyancing  Acts  give  the 
power  without  the  clause.  The  Receiver 
will  in  no  way  interfere  with  the  tenant's 
management  of  his  farm;  he  takes 
the  i)osition  of  landlord  and  receives 
the  rent  from  the  tenant.  There  are 
defects  in  the  Bill  which  I  hope  may  be 
amended  in  Committee,  as,  for  instance, 
the  special  assessment  clause.  By  this 
clause  if  the  rateable  value  of  the  land 
be  less  than  the  tithe  rent-charge, 
then  the  tithe  rent-charge  is  to  be 
reduced  to  that  rateable  value,  and 
that  is  a  boon  to  which  I  am  not  sure 
the  landlords  are  entitled.  Under  the 
Act  of  1836  the  landowner  and  tithe 
owner  could,  by  agreement,  exempt  certain 
land  in  a  parish  from  tithe  rent^harge 
on  condition  that  the  charge  should  be 
transferred  to  other  land  in  the  same 
parish.  Thus,  supposing  an  owner  has 
1,000  acres,  he  could  make  600  acres 
free,  and  transfer  the  whole  charge  to  the 
remaining  400,  providing  that  the  latter 
was  three  times — not  10  times — the 
value  of  the  tithe  charge.  Therefore,  it 
does  seem  to  me  that  on  the  principle 
that  you  cannot  eat  your  cake  and  have 
it  too,  this  special  assessment  clans 3 
confers  on  all  landlords  an  advantage  they 
cannot  claim  in  such  cases.  But  I  very 
cordially  support  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  Bill,  leaving  what  I  consider  defects 
to  be  dealt  with  in  Committee. 

♦(7.0.)  Mr.  F.  S.  STE7ENS0N  (Suffolk, 
Eye)  :  As  perhaps  was  inevitable  from 
the  course  of  events,  the  Bill  un- 
doubtedly, from  our  point  of  view, 
shows  a  certain  advance  on  the  measure 
introduced  last  year.  The  Government 
have  been  taught  by  the  sad  experience 
of  last  year  to  avoid  certain  pitfalls, 
and,   no  doubt,  at  first  blush,  it  would 


seem  there  is  a  transfer  of  burden  from 
tenant   to  landlord.      The   more  closely 
the  Bill  is  looked  into,  the  less,  I  think, 
will   it  be   liked.      We    find    that   the 
measure  contains  certain  clauses  relating 
to  redemption.     That,  no  doubt,  is  a  very 
praiseworthy  object ;  but   when  matters 
come  to  bo  closely  examined,  we  discover 
the  probability  that  these  clauses,  in  the 
case  of   certain  lands — in   Berkshire  for 
instance — would  produce  the  result  that 
the  tithe  might  possibly  be  redeemed  at 
three  or  four  years'  purchase,  and  then 
this  property,  in  which,  as  the  President 
of    the   Board    of   Trade   once   said  the 
nation  has  a  reversionary  interest,  would 
be  largely  frittered  away.     Another,  and 
perhaps    the    most    important   proposal 
contained  in  the   Bill,  is  that  the  pay- 
ment of  tithe  shall  in  future  be  made  by 
the    landlord    and  not   by    the  tenant. 
That  was  obviously  the  intention  of  the 
Tithe  Commutation  Act  of  1836,  and  no 
doubt   that  is  in    itself  a   praiseworthy 
aim  ;  but  when  one  examines  the  method 
by  which  the  tithe   may   be  recovered 
under  this  Bill,  it  is  seen  at  once  that 
the  tenant  farmer  is  not  in  reality  placed 
in  a  position  of  greater  advantage  than 
he  previously  occupied,  because,  instead 
of  there    being    only    one    process    by 
which  the  amount  of  the  tithe  can  be 
recovered  from  him  as  now,  he  may  be 
subjected  to  at  least  two  process 38.     The 
first  of  these  is  that  of  distraint,  which, 
under   the   Bill,  will  still  be  retained  ; 
the  second  is  the  new  process  instituted 
by  this  measure — a  process  of  re«;over}' 
through  the  mechanism  of  the  County 
Court  agency,  by  a  Receiver  who  is  also 
to  be  manager  of  the  farm.      The  result 
of  these  proposals  w  ill  be  to  make  the 
tithe  more  valuable  to  the  tithe  owner 
by  increasing  the  security,  while  it  will 
at   the    same    time    make    the    tenant 
farmer  s  position  more  difficult.      Take, 
for  instance,  the  c.ise  of  a  tenant  farmer 
who  now  pays  his  tithe  in  the  shape  of  in- 
creased rent.  Suppose  that  the  landowner 
becomes    suddenly    insolvent    after  the 
tenant  has  paid  his  rent,  but  before  he 
(the  landowner)  pays  the  tithe  to  the 
person  who    is   entitled  to    receive    it. 
What  would  be  the  result  ?     Aft3r  three 
months  the  process  of  recovery  in   the 
County  Court  will  be  resorted  to  ;  and  as 
I  understand  the  Bill,  it  is  possible  that 
the  tenant  may  be  compelled  to  pay  the 
tithe  twice  over — after  having  once  paid 
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it  in  the  form  of  increased  rent,  the 
Receiver  appointed  by.the  County  Coui't 
might  come  down  upon  the  produce  of 
the  land,  and  upon  the  stock  of  the 
farm  and  secure  the  tithe  fur  the  tithe 
owner — — 

*SiR  MICHAEL  HICKS  BEACH  :  Oh, 
no. 

♦Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSOX:  Well,  I  hope 
tliat  this  Ipoint  will  bo  made  quite  clear 
later  on  in  the  debate.  All  I  can  say  is 
that,  at  the  first  blush,  it  seems  to  me  that 
the  Bill  exposes  the  tenant  to  this  serious 
loss.  There  is  one  point  of  view  from 
which  it  has  boon  suggested  this 
measure  may  be  likely  to  prove  a  gain 
to  the  tenant.  When  the  tenant  leaves  a 
farm  at  the  present  time,  he  must,  to 
some  extent,  leave  behind  him  an  amount 
of  sunk  capital,  in  spite  of  the*  Agricul- 
tural Holdings  Act,  and  that  amount  of 
sunk  capital  acts  as  a  lever  in  the  hands 
of  the  landlord,  by  which  he  is  able  to 
extort  certain  terms  from  the  tenant. 
Therefore,  the  transference  of  the  pay 
ment  of  tithe  from  the  tenant  to  the 
landowner  appears  in  some  slight  degree — 
although  possibly  in  an  infinitesimal  de- 
gree— to  operate  in  favour  of  the  tenant. 
Still,  the  burden  of  proof , of  this  remains 
on  the  side  of  those  who  favour  this 
measure.  There  is,  however,  a  class 
which  the  Act  is  not  likely  to  benefit. 
Tliere  are  a  considerable  number  of  free- 
holders in  Lincolnshire,  Wiltshire,  and 
other  parts  of  the  country,  and  how,  I 
should  like  to  know,  will  they  be  bene- 
fited by  the  provisions  of  the  Bill? 
The  measure  increases  the  security  of 
the  owner,  and  it  gives  him  additional 
methods  of  recovering  tithe,  but  no 
benefit  of  any  kind  can  accrue  to  the 
tithe-paying,  land-owning,  cultivator. 
That  class  is  not  so  numerous  as  it  ought 
to  be,  and  as  I  should  wish  to  see  it ;  but 
still  it  is  a  very  considerable  class,  and  I 
must  say  that  this  measure  will  have  the 
inevitable  effect  of  placing  additional 
diflficulties  in  the  way  of  increased  pro- 
portion of  the  population  of  this  country 
becoming  land-owning  cultivators.  I  do 
trust  that  if  this  Bill  is  read  a  second 
time  these  provisions  will  be  carefully 
examined  in  the  interests  of  the  class  to 
whom  I  am  alluding,  and  that  amend 
ments  in  their  favour  will  be  introduced 
in  Committee.  There  are  other  provi- 
sions contained  in  this  Bill  which 
will  have  to  be  closely  scrutinised ; 
^fr.  F,  S,  Stevenson 


for  instance,  those  provisions  which 
professed  to  give  relief  to  the  land  in 
certain  exceptional  cases  where  the  value 
of  the  tithe  exceeds  the  rateable  value. 
I  do  not  see  how  the  Act  will  benefit 
those  cases  in  which  the  tithe  comes  up 
to  the  amount  of  the  rent,  or  how,  in 
other  cases,  it  will  prevent  the  tithe  con- 
tinuing to  swallow  up  1)0 th  rent  and  profits. 
It  has  been  pointed  out  by  one  hon. 
Member  for  Wales  that  had  it  not  been 
for  the  grievances  in  Wales  this  Bill 
would  never  liave  been  brought  forward. 
Though  the  grievance  was  very  sore  in 
Wales,  this  measure  will  not  affect  Wales, 
most  as  far  as  the  actual  monetary  value  of 
the  tithes  is  concerned.  The  evil  is  felt 
in  this  country  to  an  even  greater  extent 
than  in  Wales.  Let  us  take  the  Counties- 
of  Norfolk,  Suffolk,  Essex,  and  Kent. 
Those  four  counties,  including  the  amount 
of  tithe  payable  to  clerical  appropnators^ 
parochial  incumbents,  and  lay  impro- 
priators, and  to  schools  and  colleges^, 
between  them  pay  one-fourth  of  the 
tithes  of  all  England  and  Wales  put 
together.  In  all  England  and  Wales  the 
tithes  amount  to  about  four  millions. 
Those  four  counties  pay  a  quarter — that 
is,  about  £993,000.  That,  of  course, 
shows  that  the  four  counties  named  are 
very  largely  interested  in  the  question.. 
How  will  this  measure  affect  them? 
There  is  one  portion  of  the  Redemption 
Clauses  by  which  I  think  they  wiU  be 
very  much  affected  in  the  long  run, 
and  that  is  the  provision  by  which 
the  sum  of  money  obtained  by  re- 
demption is  to  be  lianded  over,  to  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners.  It  is  true 
the  Commissioners  are  to  be  bound  ta 
pay  the  interest  where  the  sum  obtain* 
able  from  the  tithe  is  expended  now^ 
but  what  guarantee  have  we  that  sooner 
or  later  a  move  will  not  be  made  for  ex- 
p?ndiDg  that  money  obtained  out  of 
Norfolk,  Suffolk,  Essex,  and  Kent,  in 
other  places  than  those  in  which  the 
money  is  expended  now.  Whether  or 
not  the  tithe  is  national  property,  it  seems 
to  me  tliat  the  money  should  not  be  ex- 
pended in  other  parts  of  the  country, 
but  only  within  the  limits  where  it  is 
now  raised.  That  is,  I  think,  altogether 
in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
justice  and  the  needs  of  the  case.  If 
you  hand  over  all  the  money  obtained 
through  the  medium  of  redemption  to 
the    Ecclesiastical    Commissioners,  you 
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cease  to  have  any  guarantee  whatever 
that  that  money  will  not  be  expended 
elsewhere. 

♦Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS  BEACH  :  The 
price  of  redemption  in  each  case  must 
be  placed  by  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners to  the  separate  account  of  the 
particular  benefice  to  which  it  relates. 

♦Mr.    STEVENSON:    If   I   remember 
right  the  interest  is  to  be  paid  for  ever  to 
the  particular  benefices  upon  which  that 
money  is  now  expended.     I  tliink,  how- 
ever, that  most  hon.  Members  will  be  of 
opinion  that  the  words  "  for  ever  "  in  an 
Act  of   Parliament  must  be  taken  with 
a  certain  grain   of    salt.      Those  words 
"forever"  occurred  in  1782,  when  the 
Act    calling   Grattan's   Parliament   into 
existence  was  passed.     The  words,  how- 
ever, did  not  mean  more  than  18  years. 
What  guarantee    is    there    that    these 
words   mean   very   much   more    in   the 
present     instance  ?      There    are    many 
counties   in  which  hardly  any  tithe    is 
paid,  and,  consequently,  very  little  ex- 
pended.    In  the  County  of    Westmore- 
land the  tithe  rent-charge  of  all  kinds 
only  amounts  to  £7,500  a  year.    It  would 
he  obviously  unfair  that  money  should  be 
taken,  as  might  ultimately  be  the  case, 
from  the  four  counties  I  have  previously 
referred    to,    and    expended     in    other 
parts     of     England.      Other    considera- 
tions   have   to    be   met  before  we   can 
support     in    full    a    measure     of    this 
kind.      It    is   very  desirable    to  know 
why  the  Government  have  not  been  able 
to  deal  with  that  wider  question   of  the 
Com  Averages.     I  failed  to  gather  from 
the  statement   of  the  President    of  the 
Board  of   Trade   any   conclusive  reason 
why  the  House  is  not  to  be  called  upon  at 
the  same  time  to  deal  with  that  portion 
of  the  question.     Is  this  great  question 
of  the  Tithe  Commutation  Act  of   1836 
to  be  opened  up  mainly  in  the  interests 
of  one  of  the  parties  to  that  settlement, 
namely,  the  tithe  owner,  and  not  in  the 
interests   of   the   tithepayer,   when   un- 
doubtedly  in    certain    portions    of   the 
country  the  tithepayer   is   rightly  com- 
plaining of  certain  admitted  grievances  ? 
A    Select  Committee    of   the  House  of 
Commons  which  sat  upon  the  question  of 
Com  Averages  did  not  find  any  very  con- 
clusive reasons  against  adopting  remedial 
legislation  in  the  direction  of  improving 
the  method  by  which  these  corn  averages 
are  arrived  at.     The  grievances  on   this 
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point  are  conclusive.     There   is,  first  of 
all  the  grievance  which  raises   a  great' 
deal  of    interest  amongst  farmers.     It 
is,   that    some     50     years     ago     they 
were  in     the      habit    of     sending      ail 
their  com  to  market,  and  consequently 
the  valuation  was  taken  upon  the  whole 
of  that  com,  whereas  now  the  worst  de- 
scription of    corn   is  consumed    on   the 
farm,   and   it  is   only  the    better   kind 
which   is  sent    to    market,    so    that  it 
is  upon  the  prices  fetched  by  that  better 
kind  that  the  valuation  is  made.     Would 
it  not  be  posible  to  introduce  some  legis- 
lative device  to  deal  with  that  portion 
of  the  question  ?     Then,  again,  there  is 
another  question    connected    with    the 
subject  of  the  com  averages   which  ex- 
cites more  attention,  though  it  is,  per- 
haps,    of     less    importance     than     the 
previous  consideration.      Com  is  bought 
at  small  markets  by  middlemen,  and  then 
taken  to  larger  markets  and  sold  at  a 
higher  price  ;  and  it  is  upon  the  second 
rate  that  the  valuation  is  taken.      Then 
there  is  a  third,  and,  perhaps,  greater 
grievance    than    any     other — the    tak- 
ing   of     a      septennial     valuation.       I 
think    it  was   urged  before   the  Select 
Committee,   and  with   a  great  deal  of 
truth,     that     in     1887    the    value    of 
jBIOO  of    tithe    rent-charge,    calculated 
on     the      annual    average,     amounted 
to  £70;    whereas,    calculated    on    the 
septennial  average,  it  was  £84.  No  doubt 
there    are    difficulties   in    the    way    of 
taking  an  annual  average,  but  there  are 
no  difficulties  in  the   way   of  taking  a 
triennial  average.     If  we  are  to  re-open 
the   settlement   of    1836  at  all    in  the 
interests  of  the  tithe  owner,  we  must,  at 
the  same  time,  re-open  the   question  in 
such  a  way  as  to    meet   such   require- 
ments  of  the  tithepayer  as  are  in  accord- 
ance with  justice  and  the  fitness  of  things. 
Sir  Robert  Peel  and  Lord  John  Russell 
were  both  of  opinion  that  the  settlement 
of  1836  was  effected  for  the  benefit  of 
the  agriculturalists  in  order  to  remove 
restrictions  which   had    previously  pre- 
vented the  free  and  unfettered  applica- 
tion of  capital  to  the  soil.     Sir  Robert 
Peel,  when   he   introduced   his   Bill   in 
1835,  said— 

'*  The  object  of  the  measure  is  to  put  an  end 
to  the  disoouragemoDt  of  agricaltnral  improve- 
ment and  to  the  demand  for  an  increased 
tithe  in  proportion  to  the  improvement  of  the 
land." 
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In  the  same  year  Lord  John  Russell,  in 
answer  to  a  deputation  of  his  constituents, 
who  petitioned  that  tithe  should  be  com- 
muted for  a  money  payment  equal  to  one- 
tenth  of  the  rent,  said  that  tithe  was  not 
one-tenth  of  the  rent,  but  it  was  a  tenth  of 
theproduc3.  He  added  that  he  considered 
tithes  to  b;j  an  institution  of  a  barbarous 
age.  These,  then,  were  the  views  of  the 
men  responsible  for  the  settlement  of 
1836;  and  those  views,  though  perhaps 
fchey  are  to  be  taken  generally  in  con- 
nection with  the  legislative  proceedings 
of  that  time,  also  have  a  more  psrmanent 
value,  because  they  show  distinctly  that 
in  the  minds  of  those  who  were  responsible 
for  that  settlement,  it  was  regarded  not  so 
much  as  a  Rnal  settlement,  but  rather  as 
a  temporary  settlement  with  a  view  to 
the  then  existing  state  of  agriculture. 
The  amending  measure  of  1839  shows 
that  at  that  time  the  Act  was  not  regarded 
as  altogether  a  final  settlement.  These, 
then,  are  sime  considerations  with 
which  we  might  expect  to  be  con- 
fronted in  a  Bill  of  this  kind,  and 
yet  the  measure  contrxins  no  provisions 
of  that  kind  at  all.  I  venture  to  sub 
mit  that  e^en  from  the  point  of  view 
of  tithes  being  a  national  pi-operfcy,  there 
is  no  reason  why,  because  the  nation  has 
an  ultimate  reversionary  interest  in  tithes, 
grievances  should  not  be  remedied.  I  ven- 
tured to  submit  to  this  House  last  year 
the  principle  that  at  the  present  time  it 
is  really  the  community  as  a  whole  on 
whom  the  tithes  fall  as  a  burden,  and 
for  this  reason :  It  cannot  be  said 
the  tithes  fell  as  a  burden  on  the  land- 
lord, because  the  landlord  has  bought 
his  land  subject  to  that  burden.  They  do 
not  to  any  great  extent  fall  upon  the 
tenant,  because  if  the  tithes  were 
abolished  to-morrow,  they  would 
be  a  prassnt  to  the  landlord.  They  do 
not  fall  upon  the  labourer,  because  the 
labour  market  fluctuates  according  to 
the  law  of  supply  and  demand.  There- 
fore, as  the  tithe  does  not  fall  as  a  bur- 
den upon  either  of  these  three  classes, 
it  falls  as  a  burden  on  the  community  at 
large  ;  and  if  the  tithe  is  to  be  abolished, 
it  will  be  necessary  to  introduce  a 
corresponding  Land  Tax  in  its  place,  and 
to  impose  it  for  the  benefit  of  the  nation. 
If  we  acknowledge  that  the  burden  falls 
upon  the  community  and  the  nation  has 
an  ultimate  reversionary  interest  in  the 
matter,  it  strengthens  the  argument  very 
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considerably  for  granting  to  Parliament 
that  power  which,  I  believe,  it  now 
possesses  of  being  able  to  deal  with  the 
tithe  in  such  manner  as  it  pleases  either 
by  decreasing  or  increasing  it.  In  the 
present  case,  in  consequence  of  the  enor- 
mous fall  in  the  value  of  agricultural 
produce,  there  is,  undoubtedly,  a  case  in 
favour  of  remission  and  not  in  favour  of 
any  increase.  For  my  part,  I  have  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  amount  of  good 
which  may  be  contained  in  the  measure 
is  very  small  indeed  as  compared  with 
the  amount  of  evil,  and  therefore  if  the 
Amendment  of  the  lion.  Member  for 
Leicester  is  pressed  to  a  Division,  I 
shall  go  into  the  Lobby  with  my  hon. 
Friend.  Of  course,  I  do  not  mean  to 
imply  that  I  agree  with  all  the  hon. 
Member  said  ;  but  I  do  adhere  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  titlie  is  a  burden  on  the 
community,  and  that  the  nation  has  an 
ultimate  reversionary  interest  in  it,  and 
I  submit  that  there  is  no  reason  why  we 
should  not  deal  with  admitted  grievances 
when  those  grievances  are  found  to  in- 
terfere with  the  economical  resources  of 
the  country.  Let  the  House  bear  in 
mind  what  occurred  at  the  time  of  the 
French  revolution.  The  tithes  were 
abolished  all  of  a  sudden  in  France,  and 
made  a  present  to  the  landowners.  In 
that  country  there  is  an  enormous 
number  of  landowning  cultivators.  But 
the  present  was  not  a  permanent  one,  be- 
cause a  few  years  lats^'r  taxation  was  put 
on  the  land  to  a  greater  extent  than  the 
burden  of  tithe  which  previously  existed. 
Does  not  this  bear  out  my  theory  that 
the  general  community  has  an  ultimate 
reversionary  interest  in  tithe  ?  I  can 
only,  in  conclusion,  again  point  out  that 
this  Bill  does  little  or  nothing  for  the 
benefit  of  the  occupiers,  and  entirely 
fails  to  redress  the  grievances  of  land- 
owning cultivators,  yeomen  farmers, 
and  small  landowners. 

(7.28.)  Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hants, 
Basingstoke)  :  I  hope  that  the  Bill  will 
become  law,  as  I  regard  it  as  an  honest 
attempt  to  settle  this  vexed  question 
upon  a  fair  and  rational  basis.  The 
whole  object  of  the  Bill  is  to  throw  the 
burden  of  paying  the  tithe  upon  the 
landowner,  and  to  excuse  the  tenant  from 
that  burden  altogether,  and  therefore  it 
may  well  be  called  a  Tenants'  Relief  Bill. 
At  the  present  time,  as  hon.  (rentlemen 
must  know,  a  tenant  invariably  prefers  to 
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take  his  farm  tithe  free,  and  he  makes  his 
own  terms  with  his  landlord.  I  believe 
that  the  majority  of  new  leases  provide 
for  the  taking  of  the  farms  tithe  free. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Leicester  has  sug- 
gested that  the  reduction  of  the  assess- 
ment will  prove  a  boon  to  the  landlord  ; 
but  surely  he  knows  that  the  occupier 
invariably  pays  the  rates,  so  that  he  will 
be  the  gainer  by  the  reduction  of  the 
assessments.  Stress  has  been  laid  on  the 
proposal  enabling  the  County  Court 
Judge  to  appoint  a  manager  of  the  farm 
in  default  of  tithe  payment ;  but  this  is, 
after  all,  merely  a  legal  expression.  The 
agent  appointed  will  not  manage 
the  farm ;  he  will  only  be  the  re- 
ceiver of  the  rent  under  the  process. 
The  landowner  has  certain  charges  on 
his  land  which  he  is  bound  to  pay  ;  and 
wliatever  may  be  done  between  two 
people,  one  of  whom  receives  and  the 
other  pays  rant,  you  cannot  benefit  one 
without  injuring  the  other.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Leicester  would  rather  like 
to  injure  the  landowner  in  some  way ; 
while  the  hon.  Member  who  seconded  the 
Amendment  equally  dislikes  the  Church. 
This  Bill  bringa  the  two  parties  into 
direct  communication  by  means  of  the 
Redemption  Clause,  and,  I  believe,  with 
benefit  to  both.  Now,  the  value  of  the 
tithes,  roughly  speaking,  is  £4,000,000  a 
year ;  and  of  this  the  parochial  incum- 
bents and  clerical  appropriators  receive 
,£3,000,000,  while  the  remainder  is  de- 
voted  to  colleges  and  schools  and  lay  im- 
propriators. I  know  that  in  Wales  it  is 
considered  a  very  bad  principle  that  the 
Church  should receiveanythingat  all.  But 
we  must  remember  that  this  property 
belongs  to  the  Church,  just  as  private  pro- 
perty belongs  to  the  individual.  A  good 
deal  of  friction  between  the  incumbents 
and  the  parishioners  will  be  done  away 
with  by  this  Bill.  I  know  that  the 
opponents  of  the  Church  dislike  tliis, 
especially  in  Wales.  In  the  South  Wahs 
Daily  Xews,  on  August  15th,  1889, 
appeared  the  following  :  — 

"  Plain  speaking  is  best,  and  we  may  plainly 
say  that  tithe  is  a  useful  lever  for  upsetting^ 
the  Establishment,  and  the  people  must  keep 
hold  of  that  lever." 

Therefore,  it  is  quit?  apparent  that 
in  Wales  the  tithe  is  to  be  used  as  a 
lever  for  disestablishing  the  Church.  It  is 
said  in  the  Bill  that  tithe  of  the  value  of 
20s.  is  to  be  compulsorily  redeemed.     I 


should  be  very  glad  to  sse  that  increased 
to  £5.  I  think  there  are  a  number  of 
small  freeholders  on  whom  tithe  is  a 
burden  they  would  be  glad  to  get  rid  of, 
and  I  hope  that  this  portion  of  the  Bill 
will,  be  extended  to  allotments.  Where 
laud  is  cut  up  into  allotments,  I  think 
the  tithe  ought  to  be  redeemed  so  that 
it  may  no  longer  be  a  burden.  With 
regard  to  excess  of  tithe  over  rent  and 
redemption,  no  doubt  those  two  points 
are  chiefly  interesting  to  landowners. 
It  may  be  a  great  grievance,  but  I  think 
tliat  there  are  very  few  cases  in  which 
the  tithe  exceeds  the  rateable  value  of  the 
land.  In  future,  wherever  that  happens, 
the  excess  is  to  be  eliminated  alto- 
gether. That  is  a  strong  point,  and 
we  must  remember  that  the  gross 
rent  is  not  the  rateable  value  of  the 
land.  The  rateable  value  is  from  10  to 
12  per  cent,  below  the  gross  rent.  There- 
fore, it  is  a  very  considerable  reduction 
in  some  cases.  It  is  quite  fair ;  and  I 
believe  that  the  tithe  owners  agree  to 
it,  and  it  certainly  will  be  of  imme- 
diate benefit  to  the  tithepaySr.  It  has 
been  said,  why  not  fix  the  redemption 
value  ?  It  has  also  been  said  that  redemp- 
tion cannot  be  carried  out  because  it  is 
an  indefinite  affeir,  and  that  it  will 
be  a  difiicult  thing  for  the  landlord  and 
tenant  to  agree  upon  a  certain  price. 
But  the  difficulty  in  the  way  of  a  fixed 
redemption  is  that  the  rates  vary  so  in 
different  localities.  In  three  adjoining 
parishes  in  Hampshire  the  rates  are  2s., 
3s.,  and  4s.  2d.  in  the  £1  respectively, 
or  10,  15,  and  21  p3r  cent.,  so  that  the 
nett  value  of  £100  of  tithe  rent-charge 
in  those  parishes  would  be  £90,  £85,  and 
£79.  I);  is  manifestly  impossible  to  fix 
any  certain  number  of  years'  purchase 
which  would  bo  fair  and  equitable 
throughout  the  country.  What  I  should 
like  to  see  would  be  that  when  the 
tithe  owner  and  tithepayer  agree  to 
redeem,  the  matter  should  be  referred  to 
the  Board  of  Agriculture,  or  some  other 
known  valuers,  to  fix  the  price  of  the 
tithe  redemption  so  that  it  could  be 
carried  out  at  once.  If  that  were  done, 
I  think,  in  many  cases  redemption  could 
be  very  easily  carried  out.  With  regard 
to  reducing  the  septennial  averages  to 
triennial,  I  do  not  think  the  tithepayer 
would  like  to  do  that.  I  think  they  are 
in  favour  of  the  septennial  average. 
Seven    years     ago    the    tithe    was    at 
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£100 ;  it  is  now  £78 ;  next  year  it 
will  be  about  £75,  at  which  I 
believe  it  will  remain  for  some  time. 
If  com  went  up  in  price  suddenly  next 
year  and  the  following  years,  we 
should  have  higher  tithes  under  a 
triennial  system,  but  under  this  septennial 
average  we  must  have  it  low  for 
several  years.  Every  £100  of  tithe 
reut-charge  is  at  present  worth  £78 
under  the  septennial  averages,  and  you 
must  take  off  another  £20  at  least  for 
rates,  &c.,  before  the  tithe  owner  touches 
his  money.  In  any  redemption  scheme 
all  that  would  liave  to  be  calculated, 
and  you  would  also  have  to  consider 
the  increased  rates  which  would  fall 
upon  the  landowner  in  lieu  of  the 
rates  which  were  formerly  pwd  by 
the  tithe.  It  has  been  calculated, 
taking  the  whole  of  the  agricultural  land 
in  England  and  Wales,  that  these  in- 
creased rates  would  come  to  about  2d.  in 
the  £1.  All 'this  must  be  carefully 
considered,  and,  therefore,  it  is  the  more 
necessary  when  the  two  parties  agree  to 
redeem  that  the  price  should  be  fixed  by 
some  Body  like  the  Board  of  Agriculture. 
I  am  sorry  that  the  Government  have 
not  guaranteed  the  money  for  redemption 
at  a  lower  rate.  I  think  the  case  might 
have  been  met  by  means  of  a  Govern- 
ment guarantee,  such  as  that  proposed  for 
Ireland.  By  such  a  scheme,  I  think,  both 
the  tithe  owner  and  the  tithepayer  would 
benefit,  because  the  one  would  be  eager 
to  redeem  and  the  other  would  be  only 
too  glad  to  get  his  money.  If  the  interest 
were  reduced  from  4  per  cent,  to  3^ 
per  cent,  or  something  like  that,  it  would 
be  a  great  boon  to  the  tithepayer.  For 
myself,  although  I  am  only  a  poor  land- 
owner, an  agriculturist  I  may  say,  I 
should  be  very  sorry  to  be  relieved  of 
any  of  my  burdens,  or  enriched  in  any 
way  at  the  expense  of  the  Church.  I 
hope  there  are  very  few  gentlemen  in 
the  whole  of  England  who  would  be 
willing  to  enrich  themselves,  or  seek 
relief  from  any  of  their  buixiens,  at  the 
cost  of  the  Church.  I  do  hope  this  Bill 
will  be  read  a  second  time  and  become 
law,  and  so  bring  this  question  to  a  final 
settlement. 

*(7.43.)  Mr.  STUART  RENDEL 
(Montgomeryshire)  :  Sir,  I  think  it  must 
be  clear  after  the  very  forcible  maiden 
speech  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Glamorgan,  that  this  Bill  is  in  truth 
Mr,  Jeffreys 


a  Welsh  Bill,  though  it  haa  no  support 
from  Wales  whatever.  Wales  is  already 
beginning  to  speak  about  it.  The 
County  Councils  of  Wales  are  speaking. 
The  County  Council  of  my  own  county 
of  Montgomeryshire  passed  this  reso- 
lution : — 

"  That  this  Council  expresses  its  opinion 
that  no  Tithes  Bill  will  be  satisfactpry  to  the 
Weleh  people  unless  it  takes  into  consideration 
in  what  manner  all  the  Welsh  tithe  rent- 
charges  now  applied  to  ecclesiastical  uses  may 
he  devoted,  so  as  to  benefit  the  whole  nation. 
Farther,  that  any  measure  having  for  its 
object  merely  an  alteration  in  the  mode^  of 
collecting  the  tithe  rent-charge,  or  removing 
the  responsibility  for  the  payment  of  the  tithe 
rent-charge  from  the  tenant  farmer  to  the 
landlord  will  only  increase  the  objection  which, 
in  consequence  of  the  present  application  of  the 
tithe  rent-charge,  exists  so  strongly  in 
Wales  against  its  payment." 

And  the  County  of  Merionethshire  passed 
this  resolution — 

<*  That  this  Council  haying  learnt  that  it  is 
the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
deal  with  the  tithe  questions  in  the  approaching 
Session  of  Parliament,  urges  upon  the  Govern- 
ment the  necessity  of  introducing  a  Bill  that 
will  acknowledge  the  tithe  as  national  property 
to  be  applied  to  national  purposes  only." 

I  have  no  doubt  that  the  County 
Councils  by  a  large  majority  will  take 
the  trouble  to  express  themselves  to 
the  same  effect.  Surely  the  fact  that 
Wales  is  practically  unanimous  against 
this  measure  ought  to  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration. We  hear  a  great  deal  about 
the  suffering  produced  and  the  oppres- 
sion that  is  exercised  in  regard  to  this 
question,  and  I  ask  what  better  justifica- 
tion could  we  have  for  asking,  for  de- 
manding the  right  to  legislate  for  our- 
selves, and  what  other  course  is  open  to 
us  than  that  which  we  now  take  when 
the  Government  proixDses  a  measure  like 
this,  which  is  deliberately  aimed  at  Wales, 
without  taking  the  trouble  to  ascertain 
the  feeling  of  the  Welsh  people 
with  no  attempt  to  conciliate  public 
opinion  on  the  subject.  It  is  said, 
however,  that  we  are  naughty  children 
and  should  be  punished,  and  everybody 
regards  this  as  a  punitive  measure.  It 
is  because  we  have  misbehaved  ourselves 
that  the  Bill  has  been  brought  in,  but 
whatever  movement  there  has  been 
in  Wales  in  relation  to  this  question,  has 
been  absolutely  and  entirely  spontaneous. 
It  has  sprung  from  the  agricultural  and 
peasant  population  of  Wales.  It  has  not 
been  set  on  foot  by  wi*it  ^I's  on  the  press, 
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or  by  popular  representatives  competing 
for  popular  fame,  but  it  has  sprung 
entirely  from  the  agricultural  popuhbtion, 
who  regard  their  present  relation  to  the 
clergy  as  intolerable.  The  people  of 
Wales  refuse  to  pay  for  work  that 
is  not  done.  We  all  know  that 
they  do  the  work  themselves  in  the 
noblest  spirit,  and  in  the  most  generous 
manner.  They  find  their  own  spiritual 
advisers  and  ministers,  and  they  object  to 
pay  for  those  who  profess  to  do  the 
work,  and  who  do  not  perform  it.  It 
has  been  alleged  that  they  have  a 
pecuniary  interest  in  this  question,  but  it 
would  be  hard  and  unjust  on  the  part  of 
this  House,  or  of  the  English  people,  to 
endorse  any  such  accusation.  The 
Welsh  provide  more  amply  for  ministra- 
tion to  their  spiritual  wants  than  any 
other  people  in  the  United  Kingdom, 
and  it  is  no  mercenary  motive  which 
influences  them.  It  is  with  them  purely 
a  question  of  principle — a  question  of 
right  and  morality,  and  the  reason  they 
are  so  unanimous  against  ^is  measure  is 
because  they  cannot  consent  to  any  Act 
of  Parliament  that  will  perpetuate  a  state 
of  things  amounting  to  the  gravest  in- 
justice. I  think  the  Government  ought 
to  have  been  more  ready  to  take  notice 
of  the  fact  that  in  the  matter  of  tithes 
our  Welsh  people  were  really  more 
conservative  than  the  English  people. 
The  distinction  which  may  be  drawn 
between  England  and  Wales  on  this 
question  is,  that  while  Wales  generally 
admitted  the  burden  and  is  prepared  to 
protect  the  property  and  to  assist  in 
carrying  out  any  legisktion  for  the 
purpose  of  that  protection  it  nevertheless 
rejects  the  application.  In  England, 
however,  this  is  not  the  case  ;  England 
admits  the  application,  but  is,  to  some 
extent,  beginning  to  reject  the  burden. 
Already,  there  are  indications  in  this 
country,  of  which  the  Grovernment  ought 
to  take  note,  that  the  burden  of  tithes  on 
the  English  former  is  setting  him  at 
loggerheads  with  the  parson  in  too  many 
cases.  This  Bill  is  intended  to  flog,  but 
it  flogs  the  wrong  man,  and  is  likely  to 
raise  dissatisfaction  through  the  entire 
regiment.  We  ask  ourselves  what  are 
likely  to  be  the  consequences.  We  see 
plainly  it  is  a  measure  of  police,  and  I 
trust  that  Parliament  will  listen  to  the 
protest  of  Wales,  whatever  may  be  the 
view  of  Her  Majesty's  Government     I 


think  the  Welsh  Members  generally 
will  agree  in  advising  the  Government 
that  as  a  measure  of  police  this  Bill  will 
certainly  not  make  it  easier  to  keep  the 
peace  in  Wales.  Doubtless,  you  alter  the 
form  of  procedure,  but  you  do  not  take 
away  the  objections  to  it;  you  render  the 
process  more  punitive,  but  I  am  quite 
satisfied  that  those  who  have  studied  the 
question  most  intimately,  and  who  desire 
to  save  Wales  from  the  risk  of  any  in- 
temperate action  on  the  part  of  the 
people,  would  be  the  first  to  assure  the 
Government  that  in  their  honest  belief 
this  measure  of  police  will  not  make  it 
easier  for  them  to  keep  the  peace  in 
Wales.  As  to  its  being  a  protection  to 
property  the  measure  will  simply  be  the 
means,  in  a  number  of  cases,  of  setting  land- 
lord and  tenant  by  the  ears.  It  will  trans- 
fer the  grievance  from  the  parson  to 
the  landlord,  and  will  help  to  create  a 
land  question  in  Wales.  If  the  Govern- 
ment intend  to  render  this  measure  a 
protection  for  property  in  tithes,  they 
will  make  a  re-adjustment  and  valuation 
of  tithes  absolutely  necessary  in  England. 
Is  is  said  the  measure  is  intended  as  a 
means  of  relief  to  the  Welsh  clergy. 
Well,  Sir,  I  am  sorry  for  the  Welsh 
clergy ;  their  lot  is  a  miserable  one.  They 
are  a  peasant  clergy,  who  are  isolated  and 
alone,  and  if  anything  is  done  that  can 
add  ta  their  present  hardships,  it  would 
be  to  me  a  matter  of  regret,  but  do  you 
make  it  easier  for  them  by  this  Bill, 
which  will  have  the  effect  of  rendering 
their  present  isolation  more  complete  1  It 
makes  the  clergyman  absolutely  depen- 
dent upon  the  squire,  and  renders  his 
chance  of  recovering  his  hold  on  the  people 
even  less  than  it  was  before,  if  that  be  pos- 
sible. If  it  is  really  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  hide  this  question  from 
the  public  view,  and  prevent  the  external 
exhibition  of  the  sentiment  of  the  Welsh 
people  in  the  matter,  nothing  could  be 
more  puerile.  The  tenant  must  know 
what  he  pays  for  tithes,  the  tithe  will 
vary  every  year,  and  the  tenant  must  cer- 
tainly be  possessed  of  tlie  fact  that  he  is 
paying  the  tithe,  in  whatever  way  he 
does  pay  it ;  therefore,  to  try  and  hide  the 
matter  must  be  a  complete  failure.  But 
after  all,  the  main  object  of  this  measure 
is  to  give  a  lingering  life  to  the  Church 
Establishment  in  Wales.  On  this  question 
I  would  ask  the  Government  whether 
they  have  ascertained  the  opinions  of  the 
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Welsh  Members,  whether  Conservative,  I 
Unionist,  or  Liberal,  on  this  point.  For  | 
my  own  part,  I  am  quite  certain  that 
they  would  not  advise  the  Government 
that  this  Bill  will  afford  the  slightest 
rhance  of  extending  the  dwindling  days 
of  the  Church  Establishment  in  Wales. 
All  it  will  do  is  this,  it  will  do  something 
towards  involving  the  question  of  Charch 
Kstablishment  in  England,  and  the  Go- 
vernment ought  to  be  aware  that  they 
are  running  this  risk.  For  my  part,  I 
do  not  care  whether  it  produces  this 
effect  or  not,  because  1  am  a  Liberationist 
at  heart.  I  trust,  however,  that  the 
(xovernment  of  this  House  will  face 
wiiat  is  the  real  question  in  Wales.  If 
they  do  this  the  solution  will  be  easy 
enough.  It  is  to  relieve  Wales  of  the 
Kstablishment.  There  is  no  desire 
in  Wales  to  attack  the  Church  itself, 
except  as  an  Establishment.  Welsh 
people  are  a  religious  people,  and 
never  attack  religious  institutions, 
and  I  know  that  they  have  an  immense 
respect  for  the  history  and  tradition 
of  the  British  Church.  They  are 
in  the  position  now  of  having  had 
a  great  quarrel  with  it,  and  still 
desire  a  reconciliation.  I  think  it  is  a 
most  serious  and  unhappy  error  of  judg- 
ment, through  want  of  personal  contact 
with  and  knowledge  of  the  people,  to 
suppose  that  the  Church  of  Wales  would  be 
other  than  benefited  by  being  relieved 
of  Establishment.  The  whole  object  of 
this  measure  is  simply  to  save  a  little 
time.  I  think  the  delu.sion  is  entertained 
by  friends  of  the  Establishment  in 
England  that  if  the  Establishment  in 
Wales  only  has  a  little  longer  lease  of  life 
it  will  recover  its  hokl  upon  the  people. 
Their  policy  of  holding  on  I  believe  to  be 
an  immense  mistake.  I  do  not  want  to 
indulge  in  figures,  for  I  think  there  is 
nothing  that  may  ba  made  more  mis- 
leading, but  so  far  as  the  material 
progress  of  the  Establishment  is  con- 
cerned I  would  ask,  has  it  gained  of 
late  more  hold  in  the  affections  of  the 
people  ?  We  see  plainly  that  Wales  is 
more  in  earnest  in  this  matter  every  day  : 
and  any  one  who  faces  an  election  in  the 
Principality  knows  perfectly  well  that  it 
can  have  no  other  result  than  a  demand 
for  Disestablishment.  What  is  the 
policy  which  has  led  to  the  introduction  of 
the  present  Bill?  It  is  more  than  the  policy 
of  gaining  time.  It  is  a  challenge  to  the 
Mr.  Stuart  Rendpl 


people  of  Wales.  Does  Parliament  desire 
to  assist  the  Establishment  in  Wales  in 
the  business  of  proselytising,  by  uphold- 
ing the  Church  in  an  unfair  position  ?  If 
Wales  cares  for  Disestablishment  and  for 
her  own  nationality,  she  cares  still  more 
for  fair  play  and  justice,  and  she  will 
never  abide  the  result  of  any  contest 
wnere  the  fight  is  not  fair.  How  can  it 
be  said  to  be  a  fair  fight  when  the  Church 
possesses  all  these  revenues,  which  the 
Welsh  people  think  she  ought  not  to  pos- 
S3SS.  It  is  clear  that  the  least  the  Church 
can  do  is  to  enter  the  arena  on  the  same 
footing  as  Nonconformity,  and  to  rest  like 
Nonconformity  on  her  high  and  sacred 
calling  and  mission ;  and  then,  in  a  fair 
and  honourable  rivalry  for  the  general 
good  of  the  people,  to  take  that  result 
which  her  merits,  her  energies,  and  her 
Z3al  will  give  her.  To  pass  an  Act  of 
Parliament  in  order  to  assist  her  in 
maintaining  an  unjast  state  of  things  will 
never  help  her  in  the  eyes  of  Wales.  In 
her  own  interests,  as  much  as  in  the 
interests  of  justice,  the  Welsh  are  only 
doing  their  duty  in  resisting  this  Bill  to 
the  utmost  of  their  ability.     (8.5.) 

*(8.35.)  Viscount  WOLMER  (Hants, 
Petersfield) :  The  hon.  Member  for  Mont- 
gomeryshire is  always  entitled  to  great 
respect  in  the  House  whenever  he  speaks 
of  the  affairs  of  Wales,  and  consequently 
his  criticisms  both  as  to  the  possible 
effects  this  measure  will  have,  if  passed, 
not  only  on  the  Church  question  in 
Wales,  but  also  on  the  probability  or 
otherwise  of  its  succeeding  in  its  avowed 
object,  the  protection  of  property  and 
m^iking  the  enforcement  and  collection 
of  tithes  more  easy,  his  opinion  of  the 
success  or  failure  of  the  Bill  in  that 
respect  is  worthy  of  consideration  by  the 
Hous?.  But  when  the  hon.  Member 
leaves  Wales,  where  we  allow  his  opinions 
are  entitled  to  all  respect,  and  enters  into 
j  the  field  of  prophecy,  or  the  possible  and 
contingent  relations  not  only  of  the 
Church  question  in  England  but  also  the 
relations  between  landlords  and  tenants 
in  England,  then  I  think  we  are  entitled 
to  turn  to  him  and  say  that  on. English 
questions  our  opinions  are,  at  least,  as 
worthy  of  consideration  as  his.  I  wish 
most  emphatically  to  express  my  dissent 
from  all  he  siys  as  to  the  probable  or 
possible  effect  of  the  Bill  in  regard  to 
England.  First,  I  will  deal  with  that 
l)ortion  of  the  hon.  Member's  speech  in 
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which  he,  in  S3nse,  if  not  in  actual  words 
relied  on  the  all-pervading  fallacy  that 
farmers  in  England  have  anything  to  do 
with  the  tithe  question.  It  is  true  that, 
by  a  most  unfortunate  use  of  the  Act  of 
1836,  landlords  have  used  farmers  as  the 
most  convenient  instruments  for  the 
payment  of  this  debt,  but  it  is  also  true 
that  the  farmer  has  only  been  an  instru- 
ment, and  has  no  further  interest  in  the 
payment  of  the  debt  than  the  hon. 
Member  would  have  if  he  paid  sixpence 
for  me  at  the  neighbouring  post  office. 
Surely  this  consideration  somewhat 
clears  the  ground,  and  surely,  that 
being  so,  all  question  as  to  the  Bill  not 
effecting  a  relief  of  the  farmer  and 
doing  the  farmer  no  good,  all  this  argu- 
ment is  bsside  the  mark  entirely.  If  it 
has  any  effect  on  the  farmer  at  all  the 
effect  is  favourable,  for  it  will  relieve 
him  from  the  false  position  of  being 
distrained  upon  for  a  debt  he  does  not  owe, 
and  it  may  have  another  effect  in  the 
adjustment  of  the  rent  between  himself 
and  his  landlord,  when  he  will  have  the 
"  pull  of  the  market,'*  and  in  bad  times 
may  be  able  to  get  a  little  abatement. 
But  that  is  the  whole  extent  to  which 
this  Bill  can  affect  the  farmer.  It  really 
seems  unnecessary  to  go  over  this  well- 
trodden  ground  again,  but  the  fallacy  on 
this  point  is  so  prevailing  that  it  may  be 
necessary  to  recapitulate.  Does  the 
farmer  pay  the  tithe?  Obviously  he 
does  not;  for  if  he  farms  two  adjoining 
pieces  of  land,  and  pays  tithe  on  the  one 
and  not  on  the  other,  he  pays  an  equi- 
valent in  rent  in  the  latter  case.  Does 
the  landlord  pay  the  tithe  ?  No,  he  does 
not.  Here  I  come  to  a  very  ingenious 
theory  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Eye  (Mr. 
Stevenson)  but  to  which  I  must  dissent, 
but  at  the  same  time  allow  me  to  point 
out  that  the  speech  entirely  answered  in 
advance  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montgomeryshire,  who  argued  against 
the  injustice  of  making  the  Welsh 
farmer  pay  tithe  at  all  to  the  Church. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Eye  proved  con- 
clusively that  the  farmer  does  not  pay 
tithe  at  all,  and  the  basis  finally  arrived 
at  by  the  hon.  Member  was  that  the 
tithe  is  paid  by  the  community.  This 
is  an  extraordinary  theory  to  have  re- 
course to.  The  landlord  does  not  pay 
the  tithe,  for  if  he  inherited  the  land  he 
paid  the  less  succession  duty  than  if 
there  had  been  no  tithe,  and  if  he  paid 


cash  down  he  paid  a  sum  much  less  than 
if  there  had  been  no  tithe  rent-chargc,- 
But  does  the  fact  that  neither  the  land 
lord  nor  the  tenant  pays  the  tithe  involve 
the  vague  and  shadowy  theory  that  the 
community  pay  it?  Suppose  the  hon. 
Member  for  Eye  had  left  me  a  fortune 
with  a  charge  of  £100  upon  it  for  the 
National  Gallery,  can  it  be  said  that  this 
is  a  charge  on  the  community  ?  No  ;  the 
original  donor  pays  it.  The  original 
donor  of  the  tithe,  long  since  defunct, 
pays  the  tithe  ;  it  is  not  paid  by  any 
living  organism,  landlord,  tanant,  or 
community.  That  brings  me  to  the 
"  conscience  "*  argument.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Montgomeryshire  appealed 
to  Members  to  believe  that  he  and  his 
friends  in  their  advocacy  of  Welsh 
Disestablishment  did  so  on  the  principle 
that  they  believed  it  would  be  for  the 
best  for  their  country  and  for  the  Church, 
and  we  should  be  ungenerous  and  un- 
just to  deny  them  the  credit  of  this, 
though  we  may  be  opposed  to 
them,  and  they  will  equally  give 
us  credit  for  conscientious  motives. 
This  leads  me  to  that  argument  so  often 
used  that  Welsh  farmers  object  to  pay 
tithes  to  an  alien  Church.  Now,  I  do 
not  wish  to  raise  this  question  of  an  alien 
Church,  or  of  Disestablishment,  but  I  do 
want  to  examine  this  particular  plea, 
and  I  ask  how  can  men  object  to  pay 
that  which  is  not,  and  never  has  been, 
their  own  ?  The  money  which  the  Welsh 
farmer,  acting  as  the  agent  of  the  land- 
lord, hands  over  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missioners, or  to  the  clergyman,  is  not 
his  money  or  his  landlords.  It  makes  no 
difference  in  tracing  the  origin  of  the 
property  ;  and  the  agency  by  which  it  is 
paid,  it  makes  no  difference  in  point  of 
fact  whether  the  money  is  paid  to  the 
Church,  or  whether,  in  the  time  of  the 
millenium  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bradford,  it  is  paid  for  the  draining  of 
your  neighbour  s  field  or  mending  local 
roads.  In  neither  case  does  the  landlord 
or  the  tenant  pay  the  money  ;  he  merely 
hands  over  money  that  never  has  been 
his,  and  if  he  keeps  it  in  his  pocket  he 
robs  the  person  or  Body  to  whom  that 
money  belongs.  I  can  quite  understand 
that  Welsh  farmers  who  have  not  had 
the  opportunity  of  examining  the  very 
intricate  question  of  the  origin  of  tithe 
are  conscientiously  convinced  that  they 
are    paying    this    money    to    the     sup- 
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port     of      aa      alien      Churcli.     I     do 
uot  quarrel  with  the  Welsh  farmer,  for 
this  his  argument  is  based  upon  ignorance 
for  which  he  probably  is  not  responsible. 
Now  members  take   exception   to   that 
remark ;  but  if  they  are  of  opinion  that 
children  at  a  Board  School,  or  even  at  any 
public  school,  are  educated  to  understand 
the  Tithe  Question,  I  dp  not  agree  with 
them.     It  is  an  extremely  elaborate  ques- 
tion on  which  many  well-educated  men  are 
ill-informed,  and   I   therefore   insinuate 
nothing  against  the  intelligence  of  the 
Welsh  farmer  when  I  say  he  may  be 
legitimately  ignorant  of  the  true  nature 
of  tithe.     Therefore,  in  this  debate  we 
have  two  classes  of  objectors  to  meet^ 
we  have  the  objectors  whose  principles 
are  embodied  in  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.   Member    for    West    Dorset    (Mr. 
Farquharson)  and  the  class  of  objectors  to 
whom  the  hon.   Member  for  Eye  gives 
some  sanction  when  he  said  how  hard  it 
is  that  the  yeoman  or  small  landowner 
cultivating  his  land  should  have  to  pay 
tithe  upon  it  in  those  years  when  agri- 
cultural distress  and  Free  Trade  have  so 
reduced  the   value   of    com.     Well,   it 
is   a  very   hard   thing   that   he   should 
have  to  pay  this  and  his  other  claims, 
fiuch  as  taxes,  for  instance  ;  but  I  do  not 
see     how     the     small    landowners    can 
be    dissociated    from    landowners   as   a 
whole,  and  I  maintain  that  whether  the 
tithe   is  paid   to  the  Church  or  to  some 
Public  Body,   in   neither   case   has   the 
landowner  any  claim  whatever  to  have 
this  question  re-opened  for  his  benefit.    I 
am  glad  to  see  there  is  one  part  of  the 
question   upon   which    hon.    Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  take  the  same  stand 
with   me,   differing   as   we   do    on    the 
Church  question.     What  is  the  history 
of  the  Tithe  Commutation  Act  that  it  is 
nought   to   re-open  ?     The  hon.  Member 
for  Eye  says  it  ought  to  be  re-opened 
in   the    interest   of  payers    as    well  as 
owners  ?      Why,    it   was    a    settlement 
which  no   doubt   was   largely    brought 
about   with    a   view   to     taking    away 
hindrances  to  the  development  of   agri- 
cultural science.     Yet  it  was  a  settle- 
ment from  wliicli  landowners  have  reaped 
enormous  profit.     I  should  like  to  read 
to  the  House  the  evidence  of  Sir  James 
Caird,  and  I  suppose  we   all  admit  his 
authority   on    matters    of    land    value. 
Before   Mr.   Inder wick's    Committee   in 
1 881  Sir  James  Caird  was  asked — 
Visctmni  Wolmrr 


**  Do  you  adhere  to  what  you  said,  that  if  the 
old  rate  of  participation  had  continaed  in 
regard  to  tithe  the  income  of  the  Church  would 
have  heen  £2,000,000  more  than  it  has  been, 
and  that  the  whole  of  that  difference  has  gone 
iato  the  pockets  of  the  landowners  ?  " 

Sir  James  Caird's  answer  is — 

<*  So  far  as  I  know.  I  do  not  know  where 
else  the  difference  can  have  gone." 

Well,  if  that  is  the  case,  as  I  believe  it  is 
on  what  past  principle  can  the  advocates 
of  the  landowners  ask  that  the  question 
shall  be  re-opened  in  their  interest?  Surely 
they  have  done  pretty  well  by  the  bargain. 
Therefore,  the  real  question  before  us, 
whether  we  are  Churchmen  or  whether 
we  are  Liberationists  is  how  the  value 
of  the  tithe  can  be  properly  maintained. 
Whether  the  Church  is  to  be  disendowed 
and  the  tithe  used  for  the  various  pur- 
poses such  have  been  referred  to  or  not, 
it  is  quite  clear  that  it  is  the  interest  of 
those  who  advocate  either  view  that  the 
tithe  should  be  as  large  as  possible.  I 
do  not  think  the  members  of  the  Libera- 
tion Society  are  likely  to  lend  their  votes 
to  any  Amendment  having  the  effect  of 
re-opening  the  question  in  the  interests  of 
tho  landowners.  But,  says  the  hon. 
Member  for  Eye,  th^ere  are  certain  dis- 
tricts in  Berkshire,  in  Lincolnshire,  and 
elsewhere,  where  land  has  so  deteriorated 
in  value,  that  payment  of  tithe  has  become 
an  impossibility,  and  where  exceptional 
circumstances  have  prevailed  exceptional 
measures  niust  be  taken  or  agriculture 
will  be  at  a  standstill.  Now,  I  have  no 
pei'sonal  knowledge  of  such  districts,  and 
I  view  with  a  little  suspicion  any 
proposal  to  re-open  this  question  in  how- 
ever small  a  district,  for  it  is  obvious 
that  the  first  person  to  derive  benefit 
will  be  the  landowner ;  but  if  an  argu- 
ment can  be  made  in  favour  of  any 
scheduled  district,  no  doubt  the  House 
would  be  ready  to  listen  to  such  an 
argument  if  properly  supported  by  facts. 
But,  upon  the  general  ground  of  re-open- 
ing this  question,  I  must  protest  against 
the  claim  of  the  tithepayer  to  re- valua- 
tion. It  being  alike  the  interest  of 
Churchmen  and  Liberationalists  to  see 
that  payment  of  tithe  is  made  secure, 
and  that  tithe  should  be  made  as  stable 
as  possible  it  is  diflBcult  for  me  to 
appreciate  the  attitude  of  hon.  Members 
who  oppose  the  Second  Heading  of  this 
Bill.  I  can  understand  their  special 
technical  objections  levelled  at  tho 
Redemption  Clauses,  but  I  do  not  under- 
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stand  such  opposition  levelled  at  the 
earlier  portion  of  the  Bill  which  has  no 
other  object  in  view  whatever  except 
rendering  the  collection  of  tithe  more 
secure.  What  was  the  argument  running 
through  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Montgomeryshire?  He  appealed  to 
us,  and  he  will  do  me  the  justice  to  allow 
that  I  give  him  full  credit  for  the  con- 
scientiousness of  his  appeal,  upon  the 
principle  by  which  he  is  actuated.  But 
granted  that  he  is  actuated  by  principle 
only,  how  does  the  question  of  the 
collection  of  tithe  at  all  affect  the  subject  ? 
If  he  is  actuated  by  a  principle 
quite  extraneous  to  all  outside  considera- 
tions, as  I  believe  it  is,  how  can  it  affect 
the  advancement  of  that  principle  so 
dear  to  our  opponents,  that  tithe  should 
be  collected  by  the  County  Court  and 
not  by  means  of  distraint  ?  There  is  a 
section  of  Liberationists  in  Wales  who 
openly  avow  other  motives,  but  I  do  not 
believe  the  hon.  Member  gives  them 
sympathy  or  aid.  We  have  heard 
read  to-day  an  extract  from  the  JSouth 
Wales  Daily  Ifews,  in  which  it  is 
openly  stated,  "We  must  keep  this 
open  as  a  lever  for  the  Disestablish- 
ment of  the  Church.''  I  appeal  to 
hon.  Members  who  are  above  such 
motives  as  that,  whose  views  on  the 
question  are  dictated  by  a  sense  of  what 
they  consider  right,  and  not  as  a  means 
of  keeping  open  a  sore  for  political  ends ; 
I  appeal  to  them  to  regard  this  Bill  from 
the  point  of  view  whether  it  will  bring 
about  a  greater  amount  of  kindliness  and 
peace  to  the  country  ;  whether  it  will  help 
to  explain  to  tlie  tenant  that  tithe  is  but 
a  debt  due  from  the  land,  and  will  put 
an  end  to  scenes  of  ill- blood  and  disorder, 
which  have  brought  discredit  on  the  fair 
fame  of  Wales.  If  the  Bill  is  approached 
in  this  spirit,  and  not  in  a  hostile  spirit 
such  as  finds  expression  in  the  senti- 
ments of  the  South  Wales  Daily  News^ 
I  feel  confident  tliat  although  details  of 
the  Bill  miay  be  open  to  criticism,  and 
they  may  do  good  service  by  suggesting 
amendments,  that  hon.  Members  will 
support  the  principle  of  the  Bill  and 
unite  with  us  in  bringing  about  a  better 
application  of  a  law,  which  they  hope 
some  day  to  turn  to  their  own  advantage. 
Mr.  a.  THOMAS  (Glamorgan,  E.) : 
The  noble  Lord  (Viscount  Wolmer)  has 
asked  what  will  bring  peace  to  Wales. 
Disestablishment  will  bring  peace  to  the 


Principality — nothing  else  and  nothing 
short  of  it.  I  thank  the  Grovernment  for 
bringing  in  a  series  of  Tithe  Bills,  for  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  by  their  action 
they  have  done  more  to  advance  the 
cause  of  Disestablishment  than  all  the 
efforts  of  Liberationists  put  together. 
I  regret,  however,  that  the  Government 
have  put  on  the  landlord  the  duty  of 
collecting  tithe.  In  Glamorganshire* 
and  Monmouthshire,  those  counties  in 
Wales  about  which  I  know  most,  the 
most  cordial  relations  exist  between 
landlord  and  tenant ;  but  if  the  landlords 
have  to  collect  the  tithe,  I  certainly  have 
fear  as  to  the  future.  I  should  have 
thoughtthe  Government  would  have  taken 
to  heart  the  lesson  they  were  taught  last 
year.  They  must  not  suppose  that  all 
those  who  voted  for  the  Amendment  to 
last  year's  Bill  were  at  one  with  that 
Amendment.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  they 
were  not,  and  many  of  them  only  voted 
for  it  because  it  was  the  only  means 
they  had  of  expressing  their  opposition 
to  the  measure.  It  is  said  that  the  Welsh 
tenant  farmer  objects  to  pay  tithe.  He 
does  not,  any  more  than  he  objects  to  pay 
any  other  just  debt.  What  he  objects 
to  is  that  the  tithe  should  go  to  a  small 
Church,  to  the  Church  of  the  landlord,  the 
Church  of  the  wealthy  people,  the  Church 
of  about  one-sixth  of  the  peopJe.  I  do 
not  know  whether  the  majority  of  the 
people  of  England  object  to  the  Estab- 
lishment or  not,  but  my  mind  is  quite 
made  up  on  that  point  as  regards  Wales. 
Of  34  Members  returned  by  Wales,  28 
were  returned  to  advocate  Disestablish- 
ment. As  to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill, 
I  cannot  find  much  fault ;  my  objection 
is  to  the  application  of  the  tithe.  It  has 
been  said  by  some  Gentlemen  that  tithe 
is  required  in  order  to  ensure  the  suc- 
cess of  the  Church  of  England,  and  last 
year  the  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
B.  Reed)  asserted  that  the  Church  of 
England  has  succeeded  not  only  in  the 
English-speaking  districts  of  Wales,  but 
in  the  Welsh-speaking  districts.  I 
rejoice  if  the  Church  of  England  has 
succeeded,  but  I  think  the  hon.  Member 
will  agree  with  me  that  the  Church  has 
succeeded  nowhere  in  Wales  more  than 
in  Cardiff.  In  that  town  the  Church  of 
England  has  18  places  of  worship  and 
sitting  accommodation  for  something  over 
10,000  persons.  But  to  carry  on  her 
great  work  there  how  much  does  the 
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Clinrch  receive  by  way  of  tithe  1  Not  a 
larger  sum  than  £350  a  year.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  tlie  Church  of  England 
succeeds  most  in  Wales  in  the  very 
place  where  she  receives  least  tithe.  1 
do  not  deny  tliat  in  the  ranks  of  the 
Church  there  are  many  very  popular 
men.  For  instance,  there  is  no  more 
popular  man  in  Cardiff  or  Glamorgan- 
shire than  the  Dean  of  Llandaff.  But  the 
question  of  Disestablishment  in  Wales  is 
the  burning  question.  Tlie  people  may 
be  divided  on  other  questions,  but  as  to 
Disestablishment  they  are  at  one.  Tli? 
Government  may  legislate  as  much  as 
they  like  in  regard  to  tithe  ;  but  until 
they  bring  in  a  great  and  comprehensive 
measure  for  the  Disestiiblishment  of  the 
ChuTch  of  England,  there  will  b3  no 
peace  in  the  Principality. 
♦Mr.  HEATH  (Lincoln,  Louth):  I  shall 
support  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill 
because  I  think  the  Government  have 
dealt  very  ably  with  this  thorny  question 
of  the  tithe.  The  measure  contains 
three  principles  which  seem  to  me  to  be 
well  worthy  of  support,  namely,  making 
tithe  apply  Hke  any  other  debt ;  putting 
the  actual  burden  of  the  tithe  upon  the 
proper  shoulders — those  of  the  landowner 
— and  facilitating  the  redemption.  At  the 
same  time,  I  think  the  Bill  has  some  de- 
fects, and  I  hope  we  shall  see  it  amended 
before  it  becomes  law.  One  defect  is, 
that  it  gives  a  great  deal  more  to  the 
tithe  owner  than  to  the  tithepayer.  We 
have  heard  a  great  deal  to-day  about  the 
landowners ;  but  this  question  does  not 
affect  the  landowners  or  large  farmers 
at  all.  In  the  cise  of  the  large  farmers, 
the  tithe  is  reckoned  in  tlie  r^nt.  But 
there  is  a  very  large  class  of  small  free- 
holders in  this  country — in  the  division 
I  represent  there  are  2,000  of  them — and 
it  is  on  them  the  burden  of  the  tithe 
falls.  I  hope  some  Amendment  will  be 
carried  which  will  give  some  quid  pro 
quo  under  this  Bill  to  these  small  free- 
holders. When  the  Tithe  Commutation 
Act  was  passed,  tlie  tithe  owners  took 
the  remedy  of  distress,  because  at  that  time 
that  remedy  was  probably  the  cheapest  and 
readiest  to  adopt.  Now,  owing  to  cir- 
cumstances, the  remedy  of  distress  is  no 
longer  so  easy  as  other  remedies.  These 
small  freeholders,  under  present  circum- 
stances, have  certain  advantages.  It  is 
not  worth  while,  for  the  purpose  of 
getting  a  small  payment,  to  incur  the 
Jfr.  A.  Thom.ts 


odium  and  cost  of  distress,  and,  in  many 
instances  during  the  hard  times  of  the 
last  few  years,  the  small  men  have  got 
reductions  and  time,  which  they  would 
probably  not  have  got  if  this  IBill  had 
been  in  forcL*.  I  hope  the  Government 
will  see  their  way  to  givinir  them  some 
compensation  for  the  loss  of  this  advan- 
tage— something  in  the  nature  of  the 
5  i)er  cent,  pn^posed  when  the  original 
Bill  was  introduced.  That  would  make 
the  measure  much  sweotjr  to  them  if 
this  were  done.  I  hope,  also,  we  miay 
see  another  Amendment  carriv  d.  We  are 
going  to  advance  33  millions  of  money 
to  the  Irish  farmer  to  allow  him  to  re- 
deem his  rent,  and  I  hope  the  small 
English  freeholder,  whose  d-ssert  and 
whose  need  are  quite  as  great  as  those  of 
the  Irish  tenant,  may  have  tlje  same  ad- 
vantage as  you  are  going  t*  give  the 
Irish  tenant.  I  trust  we  shall  enable 
the  small  freeholder  to  redeem  his  tithe 
by  means  of  a  small  annuity  extending 
over  49  years  at  4  per  cent.  In  my 
opinion,  this  Bill  will  settle  a  great  ques- 
tion which  has  been  troubli  ig  us  for 
many  years ;  will  remove  what !  las  been  for 
a  long  time  a  great  stumbling  1  'lock  in  the 
way  of  the  English  Chui-ch ;  and,  with  the 
Amendments  I  suggest,  will  !«  received 
by  the  tithe  owner  as  well  as  the  tithe- 
payer  as  a  great  boon. 
*(9.20.)  Mr.  ARTHUR  WILLIAMS 
(Glamorganshire,  S.)  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  moved  the  Sorond  Read- 
ing said  that  in  the  ssttlemo'it  of  1836 
the  principle  was  laid  down  that  there 
should  be  no  personal  liabi  ity.  If  the 
House  will  allow  me  for  a  moment  to 
turn  back  to  the  proposals  of  t  he  Govern- 
ment on  this  question  during  the  last 
few  years,  they  will  find  that  tliis  is,  at  all 
events,  a  new  discovery  on  the  part  of 
Ministers.  In  1887,  for  r.  -isons  with 
which  I  need  not  now  troubU*  the  House, 
a  great  deal  of  dissatisfaction  had  arisen 
with  reference  to  the  incidence  of  the  tithe 
rent-charge.  The  clergy  c(»uld  not  get 
their  tithes,  and  the  farmeis  said  that 
they  could  not,  or  would  not,  pay  them. 
The  Prime  Minister  introdut  rd  a  Bill  in 
the  House  of  Lords,  in  which  lie  proposed 
to  abolish  distress  and  to  tnni  the  tithe 
rent-charge  into  a  civil  contrct  due  from 
the  landlord.  He  also  projn  .-:od  to  bribe 
the  landlord  with  5  per  cent,  commis- 
sion in  order  to  indue.'  him  to 
become  the  collector  of  the  tithe.      The 
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provision  gave  rise  t3  a  storm  of  opposi- 
tion on  the  part  of  tbe  clergy,  and  the 
proposal  to  pay  5  per  cent,  was  rejected 
or  withdrawn.  In  an  essay  which 
tippeared  in  the  Quarterly  Review, 
und  which  was  attributed  to  Lord 
Salisbury  and  his  nephew,  there  was 
a  very  hostile  criticism  on  the  attitude 
of  the  Whigs  at  the  time  of  the  publi- 
cation of  the  Unauthorised  Prograviine 
One  epigram  used  in  that  essay  has  re- 
mained in  my  ^memory.  The  writer  said, 
"The  Whigs  regarded  the  Unauthorised 
Programme  with  public  approval  and 
private  imprecation."  A  similar  attitude 
was  adopted  by  the  landlords  when  it  was 
proposed  that  they  should  become  liable 
for  the  tithe  as  a  simple  contract  debt  to 
be  recovered  in  the  County  Court. 
Another  Bill  was  brought  in  in  the 
Session  of  1888.  'That  measurj  pro- 
posed to  abolish  distress  and  adopted 
substantially  the  same  method  as  we 
find  in  the  present  Bill.  It  gave  great 
dissatisfaction.  The  whole  of  the  land- 
lord party  throughout  the  Kingdom 
evidently  regarded  it  with  jealousy, 
suspicion,  and  dislike,  and  it  was  dropped, 
[n  1889  it  bscame  necessary  that  some- 
thing should  be  done  in  a  substantial 
way.  The  Welsh  people  struck  against 
the  payment  of  tithe.  The  Bill  of  1889 
abolished  distre^,  and  it  also  proposed  to 
put  the  payment  of  tithe  on  the  tenant. 
The  Govsrnment  now  come  back  to  the 
method  of  1880.  They  propose  to  avoid 
the  Scylla  and  Chary bdis  of  personal 
liability  of  both  tanant  and  landlord ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  to  impose 
grievous  penalties  very  often  upon  both. 
Though  the  order  of  the  County  Court 
Judge  can  only  be  enforced  nominally 
against  the  landlord  there  is  only  an 
apparent  withdrawal  of  liability.  It 
seems  to  me  there  is  a  very  close 
family  resemblance  between  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  and  the  eviction  process 
}ulopted  in  the  case  of  the  Irish  tenants. 
The  difficulty  arises  when  the  landlord 
has  paid  the  tithe  and  has  put  it  on  the 
rent.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Montgomeryshire  has  pointed  out  in 
reference  to  this  Bill  that  28  out  of  the 
30  Members  for  Wales  are  opposed  to  it, 
and  that  those  28  Members  represent  an 
enormous  majority  of  the  Welsh  farmers. 
But  I  contend  that  it  does  not  stop  there. 
I  wish  to  submit  that  they  also  represent 
the  land  -  owning  classes  throughout 
Wales.  I  find  in  the  Times  of  December, 
VOL.  CCCXLIII.     [third  sliuks.] 


1889,  a  very  curious  report  of  a  great 
meeting  at  Rhyl.  The  Times'  report  says 
of  this  meeting  that  the  most  diverse 
opinions  were  entertained  on  all  the  sub- 
jects brought  forward  with  the  excep- 
tion of  one,  and  that  was  that  there  was 
a  perfect  unanimity  of  feeling  to  the 
effect  that  the  Tithe  Bill  which  laid  the 
burden  of  paying  the  tithe  on  the  Welsh 
landowner  was  impracticable.  Mr. 
Humphreys,  a  Welsh  landlord,  is  re- 
ported to  have  said  that  the  Government 
proposal  simply  transferred  the  onus  of 
the  payment  of  tithe  from  the  tenant 
to  the  landlord,  and  that  all  it  meant 
was  that  the  estrangement  which  had 
existed  between  the  clergy  and  the 
farmers  would  in  future  exist  between 
the  landlords  and  the  clergy.  Another 
Welsh  landlord,  Mr.  Priestley,  in  his 
speech,  gave  uttoranco  to  similar 
opinions,  and  added  that  he  "had  no 
doubt  that  tithes  must  go  sooner  or  lati^r, 
and  the  Church,  and  all  of  them  would 
be  the  stronger  for  it.  The  Conservative 
Party  and  the  Government  ought  to  be 
warned  that  the  great  majority  of  the 
people  in  Wales  looked  upon  t'.icse  pro- 
posals (the  Government  tithe  proposals) 
as  absolutely  inadecjuate."  Well,  the 
result  of  this  meeting  v^as,  of  cours?,  an 
immediate  outcry  on  the  part  of  the 
Welsh  clerg3',  some  of  whom  wrote  to 
the  Times  complaining  of  the  attitude 
and  demeanour  of  the  landlords  towards 
the  Church.  One  letter  which  appeared 
in  the  Times  asked  "  what  the  landlords 
had  done  to  help  the  Church  and  to 
increase  its  popularity,"  and  the  leading 
article  which  appeared  in  the  same  issue 
said  the  answer  to  that  question  must  per- 
force be  "  very  little."  The  article  also 
went  on  to  speak  of  the  falling  out  which 
had  taken  place  between  the  clergy  and 
the  landlords  of  Wales  as  "a  very  un- 
lovely quarrel.'*  Now,  that  was  a  state 
of  things  which  arose  in  Wales  when 
these  proposals  of  the  Government  were 
first  made  public.  It  was  felt  that  the 
result  of  adopting  them  in  Wales  would 
be  to  transfer  the  friction  which  exists 
with  the  clergy  from  the  tenant  to  the 
landlord  class,  and  it  was  held  that 
nothing  could  be  more  undesirable. 
This  Bill,  as  has  been  well  said,  is 
nothing  more  nor  less  than  a  Bill  of 
"  pains  and  penalties,*'  by  which  a  most 
invidious  duty  is  cast  upon  the  land- 
owning class — a  duty  which  must  caiu^e  a 
great   deal   of   ill-feeling    and   diificulty 
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between  the  landlords  and  the  clergy. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
made  an  observation  about  the 
lawlessness  of  the  refusal  to  pay  a  just 
debt ;  and  I  think  liis  observation  was 
directed  mainly  against  my  Colleagues 
and  myself  in  this  House,  seeing  that 
we  represent  the  great  body  of  the  Welsh 
people.  I  think  it  is  most  unfor- 
tunate that,  in  discussing  a  Bill  of  this 
kind,  such  a  tone  and  temper  should  be 
adopted  by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown.  I, 
for  my  part,  do  not  for  one  moment  refuse 
to  accept  responsibility  for  what  has 
taken  place  in  Wales.  It  is  perfectly 
clear  that  this  Bill  is  the  outcome  of  the 
Welsh  agitation,  and  it  behoves  the 
House  and  the  Government  now  to  face 
the  whole  matter.  The  late  Dean  of 
Bangor,  the  brother  of  the  Bishop  of  St. 
Asaph,  himself  admitted  that  **  five-sixths 
of  the  Welsh-speaking  people  are  outside 
the  Established  Church  in  Wales."  Arch- 
deacon Howell  also,  in  a  remai*kable 
sermon,  declared  that 

**  The  majority  of  the  Welsh  people  are  no^ 
to  be  found  within  the  pale  of  the  Church 
whose  adherents  were  largely  made  up  o 
English  settlers  and  anglicised  Welshmen." 

^Now,  Archdeacon  Howell  ic  himse 
a  Welshman ;  he  was  born  within  a 
mile  or  two  of  my  native  place  ;  he 
was  brought  up  among  the  Welsh 
people ;  he  is  an  eloquent  Church 
clergyman ;  and  here  we  have  from 
him  a  distinct  admission  that  almost 
the  whole  of  the  Welsh-speaking  people 
are  outside  the  pale  of  the  Established 
Church.  Now,  who  are  the  people 
who  have  set  on  foot  the  agita- 
tion which  has  led  to  the  introduction 
of  this  Bill  ?  They  are  the  Welsh  Con- 
gregationalists  and  Baptists,  and  members 
of  other  denominations.  These  people 
have  built  their  own  places  of  worship  out 
of  their  scanty  earnings — ^the  colliers,  the 
peasants,  the  agricultural  labourers,  the 
small  farmers,  the  small  shopkeepers, 
have  been  for  centuries  building  up  the 
whole  structure  of  that  great  religious 
faith  which  is  so  vital  throughout  Wales. 
For  generations  they  have  been  doing 
these  things ;  and  yet,  during  the  whole 
of  that  time,  £280,000  a  year  has  lyeen 
withdrawn  from  the  produce  of  the  soil, 
in  the  shape  of  tithe,  in  order  to  pay  the 
clergy  who  minister  to  only  a  small 
minority  of  the  population,  a  mino- 
rity which  consists  mainly  of  English 
Mr.  Arthur  Williams 


born  people.  Up  till  1868  they  had 
to  submit  quietly  to  this  state  of 
things,  because  they  had  no  adequate 
representation  in  this  House;  but  in 
1884  they  began  to  give  utterance  to 
their  views,  and,  having  had  the 
franchise  extended  to  them,  they  were 
able  to  state  their  opinions  on  this  and 
many  other  matters  of  great  interest  to 
their  country.  In  regard  to  the  agita- 
tion in  Wales  on  the  tithe  question,  I 
wish  to  point  out  that  they  have  not 
violently  resisted  the  operation  of  the 
law,  except  in  a  few  cases  where  they 
have  been  irritated  by  injudicious  treat- 
ment. In  the  majority  of  casea 
they  have  adapted  the  system  pur- 
sued  by  the  Quakers  in  reference 
to  the  church  rates.  They  simply- 
said,  *'  Here  is  public  money  which  you 
apply  to  purposes  contrary  to  our  prin- 
ciples. We  will  not  resist  you,  but  we 
will  not  pay  these  tithes  until  you  put 
in  operation  the  methods  which  the  law- 
affords  you  for  executing  process  against 
us."  For  my  part,  I  do  not  want  to  see 
any  change  in  the  attitude  of  the  Welsh 
people,  and  I  hope  that  they  will  continue 
determined  to  oppose  this  payment 
towards  the  maintenance  of  an  alien 
Church.  I  trust  they  will  maintain  that 
attitude  until  the  tithes  which  are 
collected  are  applied  to  national  and 
public  purposes. 

*(9.45.)  Mr.  BYRON  REED  (Brad- 
ford, E.)  :  1  should  not  have  taken  part 
in  the  debate  at  this  stage  had  it  not 
been  for  the  somewhat  pointed  referenoea 
made  to  myself  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Glamorganshire.  I  noted  witii 
some  satisfaction  that  the  observationa 
which  it  was  my  privilege  to  make  in 
this  House  when  the  subject  of  the 
Church  in  Wales  was  debated  last  year 
fell  upon  an  interested  hearer  in  the 
person  of  the  hon.  Member.  Sir,  the 
personnel  of  this  debate,  so  far  as  it  has 
proceeded,  is  a  sufficient  index  of  the 
premises  of  this  measure.  It  is  a  fact 
that,  so  far  as  the  opposition  to  the  Bill* 
is  concerned,  it  has  been  mainly  ex- 
pressed by  Welsh  Representatives ;  and  I 
am  perfectly  wilHng  to  admit  that  it  was 
the  fact  of  the  peculiar  difficulty  in 
Wales  in  connection  with  the  collection 
of  tithe-rent  charge  which  gave  rise 
to  the  necessity  for  legislation  in  thia 
respect.  I  am  not  by  any  means  desiroua 
of  limiting,  nor,  indeed,  does  the  Bill  pro- 
pose to  limit,  this  reform  in  legislatioik 
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to  tlie  Principality  of  Wales.  On  the 
contrary,  I  hold  that  the  tithe  owner  and 
the  tithe-payer  all  over  the  country  will 
bs  benefited  by  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill,  which  is  shortly  to  become  law.  I 
think  the  tithe  owner  and  the  tithe-payer 
will  find  their  relations  in  regard  to  this 
peculiar  form  of  rent-charge  more  har- 
monious and  more  convenient  than  they 
have  been  in  the  past.  I  liave  been  very 
much  puzzled  to  understand  in  the 
course  of  this  debate  the  attitude  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  I  have  been  accus- 
tomed for  a  number  of  years  to  hear,  not 
only  in  the  House  of  Commons,  but 
also  in  the  country,  declamations  from 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  and  their  asso- 
ciates against  the  payment  of  tithe  as  a 
State  tax ;  and  I  have  been  accustomed 
to  hear  these  Gentlemen  urge  public 
audiences  to  agitate  for  the  abolition  of 
tithe,  not  on  the  ground  of  its  wrong 
application,  but  on  the  ground  that  there 
iif  a  bad  principle  involved  in  the  tithe 
itself. 

Mr.  PICTON  :  Name.  No,  no. 
♦Mb.  BYRON  REED :  In  spite  of  the 
oAontradiction  of  hon;  Gentlemen  opposite, 
I  say  ■  from  my  petiqnal  knowledge  of  the 
lAiots,  that  that  has  been  the  vein  in  which 
iiilB'tith^  controversy  has  been  carried  on; 
aaid'  I  am  speaking-  in  the  recollection  of 
tte'fiouse'  wh^n  T%%y  that  objection  has 
been  made  to  the  payment  of  the  tithe 
itself,  and  not  to  the  application  of  the 
tifiie.  But  now,  Sir,  we  hear  that  tithe 
is  a  most  excellent  charge,  and  one  most 
proper  to  be  paid,  and  6ne  which  ishould 
be  chteerf  ally  ttiet,  if  only  its  application 
were  fadr,  and  that  the  real  objection  to  this 
Tithe  Bill  is  not  in  the  fact  that  the 
tithe  payment  is  to  be  enforced,  but  it  is 
to  the  religious  purposes  to  which  some  of 
the  tithe  payments  are  applied.  I  am  not 
in  tile  councils  of  the  Liberation  Society ; 
btrfc  I  believO  hon.  Members  opposite, 
who  are  members  of  that  Organisation, 
c^flim  that  tithe  is  national  property,  and, 
being  national  property,  that  it  ought  not 
to  be  banded  6ver  to  a  religious  body — ^ifc 
ot^ht  not  i»  be  diminished  by  one  jot  or 
tittie  in  balk  or  volume  j  so  that  by- 
aend-bye,  when  a  future  Parliament 
comes  to  deal  with  the  question  of 
DiflBstabliihment^  the  tithe  will  be 
nlbre'c^adily  available  for  secular  plurposes 
by  refason  of  the  operation  of  the  pro- 
Visiotti'of  this 'Act.  I  am  not,  Sir,  now 
attempting^  to  draw  aside  the  veil  of  the 
fatare.    I  merely  mention  this  matter 


by  way  of  expressing  sui'prise,  and  of 
taking  public  note  of  that  extraordinary 
metamorphosis  in  the  views  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  which  has  been  ex- 
hibited in  the  course  of  this  debate.  I 
heard  with  some  interest  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Loicester,  and  I 
have  to  thank  the  hon.  Gentleman  for 
a  most  important  and  valuable  admission 
which  he  made.  The  hon.  Gentleman, 
speaking  in  reference  to  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners,  said  that  the  Com- 
missioners were  not  a  national  body,  but 
were  trustees  for  a  raligious  denomina- 
tion. I  do  not  understand  him  to  dispute 
the  accuracy  of  my  quotation.  Then, 
what  becomes  of  the  claim  of  hon. 
Members  opposite  to  the  property  which 
these  Commissioners  hold  in  trust? 
What  becomes  of  their  claim  to  this  as 
national  property  ?  K  the  Commissioners 
are  trustees  for  a  religious  denomination, 
then  surely  the  application  of  the  property 
held  in  trust  must  be  to  that  religious 
denomination.  I  am  grateful  to  (ihe  hon. 
Member  for  Leicester  for  giving  me  a 
weapon  to  be  used  in  the  controversy 
outside  this  House.  There  is  another 
observation  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  which 
merits  further  notice.  He  has  thrown 
a  curious  side-light  on  themotivesand  aims 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  He  said  that 
tithes  are  a  first  charge  on  the  national 
land.  I  do  not  know  what  he  meant  to 
imply  by  that  expression,  and  whether 
he  meant  to  suggest  that  he  is  a  disciple 
of  Mr.  Henry  George,  and  that  this 
House  may  look  forward  to  a  debate  at 
no  distant  period  when  the  hon.  Member 
will  propose  a  Resolution  in  favour  of 
the  nationalisation  of  the  land,  which, 
being  interpreted,  means  taking  away 
othor  people's  property.  But  the  observa- 
tion, coming  from  him,  struck  me  as 
being  peculi^ly  significant,  being  asso- 
ciated, as  it  was,  with  the  desire  to 
deprive  the  National  Church  and  other 
tithe  owners  of  their  property  in  this 
form  of  rent-charge.  I  commend  the 
observation  to  landed  proprietors  on  the 
Opposition  Benches,  who  are,  on  other 
subjects,  often  found  associated  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leicester.  It  is  a  matter 
which  may  give  them  some  concern. 
And  now  I  pass  to  the  observations  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Glamoi^ganshire,  to  whom  I  must  say^  I 
listened  with  considerable  pleasure, 
and  in  whom  I  recognised  a  decided 
acquisition  to  the  debating  strength  of 
E  2 
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this  House.  The  hon.  Gentleman  quoted 
some  remarks  made  by  the  First  Lord  of 
tlie  Treasury  not  long  since  upon  this 
subject,  and  he  suggested  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  admitted  that  tithes 
were  national  property.  It  may  not  be 
within  the  knowledge  of  the  hon.  Member 
that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  having 
had  his  attantion  drawn  by  the  Member 
for  Stockport  to  the  language  which  he 
liad  used,  two  days  later  explained  to  the 
House  the  precise  meaning  which  he  at- 
tached to  the  term  National,  and  that  he 
thereby  considerably  modified  the  im- 
prsssion  which  his  previous  words  had 
conveyed.  No  doubt  that  explanation 
escaped  the  hon.  Gentleman's  notice. 

*Mr.  S.  T.  EVANS  :  No  :  it  had  not 
escaped  my  notice;  I  happened  to 
have  the  explanation  in  my  liands 
when  I  was  speaking,  and  had  any  re- 
marks fallen  from  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  I  was  quite  willing  to  refer  to 
that  explanation.  I  rather  think,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman adhered  to  his  statement  that 
tithes  were  national  property,  although 
he  qualified  his  statement  by  saying  that 
he  did  not  agree  with  our  proposals  re- 
garding the  application  of  them. 

•MB.  REED  :  I  will  not  further  contest 
the  point.  I  am  speaking  in  the  know- 
ledge of  the  House,  and  I  believe  that 
hon.  Members  on  both  sides  will  agree 
that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
qualified  his  original  statement  in  a  very 
marked  degree.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
went  on  to  say  that  the  Welsh,  as  a 
nation  of  Nonconformists,  were  not 
satisfied  with  this  appropriation  of 
national  property.  I  venture  to  point 
out  that  it  matters  not  to  the  House 
whether  the  Welsh  are  a  nation  of  Non- 
conformists or  anything  else,  or  whether 
they  regard  tithes  as  national  property 
or  otherwise.  I  regard  the  payment  of 
tithe  as  a  duty  which  every  honest 
man  who  contracts  it  ought  to  pay. 
Let  it  be  remembered  that  tithe  is  not 
a  charge  forced  upon  a  man  against 
his  will.  No  man  need  contract  to 
pay  tithe  unless  he  likes  to,  and  if  he 
does  undertake  the  obligation  he  receives 
a  full  consideration  for  it.  If  he  be- 
comes a  tenant  of  a  farm  upon  which 
tithe  is  payable,  he  gets  the  holding  at  a 
lower  rent  than  he  would  have  to 
pay  for  a  tithe-free  farm ;  and  if  he  pur- 
chases land  liable  to  tithe  he  gets  it 
at  a  proportionately  lower  price  than  is 
Mr.  Byron  Reed 


cliarged  for  land  on  which  there  is  no 
such  liability ;  and  I  say  it  is  the  essence 
of  the  gros.sest  dishonesty  for  a  man  who 
has  made  a  bargain  under  these  con- 
ditions to  come  to  this  House  with  a 
grievance  on  his  lips  and  ask  for  re- 
lief from  a  contract  to  which  he  became 
a  party  with  his  eyes  open.  I  am 
sorry  to  be  hard  on  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber ;  but  I  should  like  to  correct  him  as 
to  a  matter  of  history.  Reference  has 
been  made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
the  tripartite  division  of  tithe,  and  I  am 
aware  that  it  is  said  by  some  contro- 
versialists that  in  the  old  days  tithe  was 
divided  into  three  parts  ;  one  third  for 
the  maintenance  of  the  fabric,  one  third 
for  the  support  of  the  minister,  and  one 
third  for  the  relief  of  the  poor.  The  hon. 
Member  apparently  adopted  that  view, 
for  he  has  referred  to  the  third  part  as 
tliat  belonging  to  the  poor.  May  I  point 
out  to  him  that  it  must  be  in  the  know- 
ledge of  almost  every  scholar  and  every 
antiquarian  that  that  tripartite  division 
was  never  the  law  of  the  land  in 
Britain  ?  It  was  the  law  in  certain 
countries  on  the  Continent ;  but  it  was 
never  the  law  here,  and  at  the  most  it  was 
only  a  recommendation — an  expression 
of  an  amiable  hope  to  the  Bishops  of  the 
Church,  more  than  1,000  years  ago, 
that  some  of  the  tithe  should  be  thus 
devoted  to  the  poor.  I  believe  the 
highest  authority  to  whom  I  could  refer 
the  hon.  Member  is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
who,  I  think,  will  confirm  my  view  that  a 
tripartite  division  was  not  a  part  of  the 
law  of  this  land.  Now,  I  pass  on  to  the 
concluding  observations  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. He  spoke  in  tones  of  complaint  of 
the  effect  of  the  tithe  on  a  certain  parish 
in  Glamorganshire.  The  hon.  Member 
stated  that  the  County  of  Glamorgan 
paid  ,£40  a  year  to  the  Dean  and 
Chapter  of  Gloucester. 

*Mr.  S.  T.  EVANS :  What  I  said  was 
that  ,£3,000  per  annum  went  from  Gla- 
morgan to  the  Dean  and  Chapter,  and 
that  there  was  only  one  solitary  sum 
of  ,£40  that  went  to  charitable  objects. 

*Mr.  BYRON  REED :  I  apologise  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  having  confused 
his  statement,  and  of  course  I  at  once 
accept  his  explanation.  The  point  is, 
as  I  understand  it,  that  the  poor  country 
of  Wales  has  to  contribute  large  sums 
of  money  in  tithe  payments  for  ecclesias- 
tical  purposc\s   to   JL   rich    country    like 
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England.  But  even  if  that  is  so,  Wales  rj- 
ceives  much  more  from  England  in  return. 
I  have  here  a  Return  dated  12th  April, 
1 889,  showing  that  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missioners received  from  Wales  £28,796 
per  annum — a  very  formidable  sum,  I 
have  no  doubt  the  hon.  Member  for  Gla- 
morgan will  say.  Bufc,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  Ecclesiasfcical  Commissioners  have 
paid  back  for  ecclesiastical  purposes  in 
Wales  the  sum  of  £67,034,  showing  a 
balance  given  for  ecclesiastical  purposes 
by  England  to  Wales  of  £38,838.  This 
Bill  has  been  described  as  a  **  Clergy 
Relief  Bill."  I  am  not  asliamed  to 
accept  that  designation.  But  I  would 
prefer  to  call  it  the  **  Clergy  Pro- 
tection Bill."  It  is  something  more, 
because  it  protects  the  lay  as 
well  as  the  clerical  tithe  owners 
and  not  only  that,  but  it  protects  the 
Nonconformist  ministerial  tithe  owners  ; 
and  that  there  arj  such  may,  perhaps, 
be  in  the  way  of  information  to  some  hon. 
Members.  I  am  not  ashamed  to  defend 
the  temporalities  of  the  clergy,  who 
have  no  direct  representation  in  this 
House.  The  clerg}'^,  at  any  rate,  have 
a  good  claim  as  citizens  for  the 
preservation  of  their  temporalities. 
By  reason  of  their  oflSce,  by  the  neces- 
sity of  their  environments,  by  the 
fact  that  most  of  them  are  poor  and  iso- 
lated, the  clergy  have  a  peculiar  claim 
to  our  consideration.  When  I  think  of 
their  heroic  examples,  their  kindly  and 
boundless  charities,  their  exalted  personal 
character,  and  their  high  education 
and  learning,  I  feel  impelled,  as  a 
layman  of  the  National  Church,  to  stand 
up  and  defend  the  temporalities  and 
rights  of  the  clergy  in  this  honour- 
able House.  It  is  because  I  believe  that 
the  present  measure  will,  in  a  great 
degree,  bring  that  about,  that  I  wish 
most  cordially  to  support  and  aid  by  all 
the  means  in  my  power  its  speedy  passage 
into  law. 

*(10.7.)  Mr.  OSBORNE  MORGAN 
(Denbighshire,  E.)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
clergy  of  the  Church  of  England  have 
hardly  any  right  to  complain  that  they 
are  not  well  represented  here,  at  all 
events  as  long  as  they  are  represented  by 
the  hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down. 
At  the  outset.  Sir,  I  must  deny  that  the 
farmers  of  Wales  seek  to  escape  the  pay- 
ment of  tithe.  They  have  objected  all 
along,  not  to  the  payment,  bufc  to  the 
application  of  the  money.     Now,  this  is 


essentially  a  Welsh  Bill,  and  admittedly 
nothing  would  have  been  heard  of  it  if  it 
had  not  been  for  the  agitation  in  Wales. 
The  name  of  the  Postmaster  General  is  on 
the  back  of  the  Bill,  and  ho  is  a  sort  of 
standing  counsel  to  the  Government  in 
Welsh  matters.  But  on  this  matter  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man represents  the  opinions  of  the 
University  of  Cambridge  rather  than 
those  of  Wales.  Having  just  come  from 
the  Principality,  I  can  assure  the  Post 
master  General,  with  some  confidence, 
that  the  Bill  is  generally,  if  not 
universally,  condemned.  It  is  not  liked 
by  landlords,  tenant-farmers,  County 
Councillors,  or  Nonconformists;  and  I 
much  doubt  whether  the  clergy  would 
like  it  if  they  were  not  just  now  bound 
to  be  thankful  for  small  mercies.  It  is 
looked  upon  as  an.attempt  to  do  that  which 
nothing  short  of  a  miracle  will  do, 
namely,  to  sst  the  Church  of  England 
in  Wales  on  its  legs  again.  The  Welsh 
landlords  and  tenants  regard  it  as  a  Bill 
to  set  them  at  loggerheads  for  the  benefit 
of  the  Welsh  parsons.  I  think,  however, 
we  ought  to  be  grateful  to  them  for  it> 
for  in  the  Carnarvon  boroughs,  when 
this  Bill  was  introduced,  it  created 
such  a  scare  that  the  Conservatives 
found  the  greatest  diflBculty  in  obtaining 
a  candidate,  and,  like  the  people  in  the 
parable,  they  had  almost  to  go  into  the 
highways  and  hedges  to  compel  some* 
one  to  come  in.  The  Government  in 
bringing  forward  the  Bill  at  the 
present  time  has  not  exactly  shown  the 
wisdom  of  the  serpent.  The  position  of 
the  opponents  of  the  Bill  is  perfectly  well 
defined.  They  do  not  object  to  the  inci- 
dence of  the  tithe  ;  what  they  object  to 
is  its  applicatioti.  They  claim  as  their 
authority  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
who  described  tithes  as  national  property. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke  last 
stated  perfectly  truly  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  qualified  that  statement  by 
saying  that  the  tithes  are  national 
property,  because  the  property  of  a 
national  Church ;  but  that  is  true  only  in  a 
limited  sense ;  and  it  is  not  true  of  Wales, 
where  only  three  out  of  30  Welsh 
Members  can  be  rallied  to  vote  against 
the  disestablishment  of  the  Church. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  drew  a  picture 
of  the  sufferings  of  the  Welsh  clergy. 
No  one  sympathises  more  than  I  do  with 
the  sufferings  of  tlie  AVt^lsli  cilei'gy ;  but 
do  not  those  sTiflVrin-^s  sIidw  thrit  they 
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hare  lost  the  aiEections  of  their  flocks  ? 
Atfi  nuDifltors  allowed  to  starve  by  the 
Baptiats  or  Congregationalists  of  Wales, 
the  Wesleyans  of  Cornwall,  theUnitarians 
of  Birmingham,  or  the  Roman  Catholics 
of  Irelaikd  ?  .  A  clergyman  of  the  Church 
of  England^  the  Rev.  H.  W.  Clarke,  has 
recently,  published  a  pamphlet  on  The 
i*aBt  and  Present  Revenues  of  the  Church 
of  England,  in  Wales,  The  figures  are 
taken  from  official  sources,  and  it  is  there 
shown .  that  in  the  three  dioceses  of 
Bangor,  St. .  Asaph,  and  LlandafE  the 
tithe  rentrchai-go:  payable  to  incumbents 
amouut  to  £101,856,  while  the  pew  rents, 
fees  and  ofkringa  for  the  maintenance  of 
the  incumbents  in  748  Episcopal  churches 
amoont  to  £4,738,  or  £7  a  year  from 
aach  congrdgation,  consisting  of  the 
tidiest,  classes  of  Wales.  For  every 
pound  each  clergyman  derives  from 
^he  rent-charge  he  obtains  from 
bis  .  own  congregation  .  th  sum  of 
10|d.  The  Bill  begins  at  .the 
wrong  end.  Let  the  tithes  be  applied  to 
national  purposes,  and  it  will  be  found 
(hat  tho  collection  of  them  in  Wales  will 
]m  as  easy  a<  matter  as  ^he  collection  of 
Poor  rates  and  School  Board  rates.  That 
teems  also  to.  be  the  opinion  of  English 
fiamiers,  for  at  a  meeting  of  the  Farmers' 
AUiftnca  a  Resolution  has  been  passed 
declaring  that — 

'^  **  No  measure  will  bo  satisfactory  which  docs 
aot.. demand  that  the  redemption  price  be 
handed  to  the  County  Councils,  or  which 
makes  any  alleration  in  tho  mode  of  recovery. " 

But  then  it  is  argued  that,  as  this  Bill 
d^als  simply  with  the  mode  of  collect- 
ing the  tithes,  we,  to  whom  the  collection 
i^  comparatively  a  nuktter  of  indifference, 
hfive  no  right  to  oppose  it.  I  cannot 
accept  that  view  of  the  owe.  We  who 
^pose  this  Bill  believe  that  a  State 
Ciiurch  is  an  evil  in  itself,  and  we 
absolutely  decline  to  be  jmrties  to  any 
measure  -which  has  for  its  object  the 
tjecuring  in  perpetuity  of  the  revenues  of 
the  Church.  N'o  doubt  it  is  unfortunate 
fpr  any  Church  to  be  unable  to  collect 
jta,  revenues  without  coming  to  the 
Hpus^  of  Commons  for  aid.  But  that  is 
the  f^ult  of  the  system,  not  the  fault  of 
t^OBo  wlio  oppose  the  Bill,  and  they 
cannot  be  blamed  for  taking  the  op- 
ppjrtunity  to  raise  such  a  debate  as  this. 
The  Bill  has  met  with  strenuous  opposi- 
tion from  all  interests  ;  but  with  regard 
to  Wales,  the  strongest  opposition  seems 
to  have  come  from  the  habitual  sup- 
Mr.  Os'fornf'  Moryfui 


porters  of  the  Government.  A  Conserva* 
tive  meeting  at  Rhyl  was  held  three  or 
four  months  ago,  preceded  by  a  conference 
of  Conservative  landowners.  The  meeting 
was  held  to  consider  the  Tithe  Rent- 
Charge  Bill  of  last  Session,  practicaUy 
the  same  measure  as  that  bef(»re  the 
House,  and  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  spoke.  Here  is  a  paper  with 
a  report  of  his  speech,  surmounted  by  a 
portrait  of  the  noble  Lord,  which,  hardly 
does  him  justice.  But  though  the  meeting 
was  called  to  bless  the  Bill,  it  reversed 
the  part  of  Balaam,  for  it  ended  in  cursing 
it  altogether.  Every  one  of  the  papers 
interested  in  agriculture,  too,  oppose 
the  Bill,  root  and  branch,  and  as  was 
stated  by  a  speaker  at  the  Rhyl  meeting 
in  Wales,  Conservatives  and  Liberals 
are  united,  not  in  an  objection  to  pay 
tithes,  but  in  an  objection  to  pay  them 
to  the  present  recipients.  The. Bill  is 
divided  into  three  partes.  The  first  deals 
with  the  means  of  recovering  the  tithe 
rent-charge,  substituting  an  action  in  the 
County  Court  for  distress.  The  second 
transfers  the  liability  of  the  rent<;faarge 
from  the  occupier  to  the  owner;  and 
the  third  part  contains  the  redemption 
clauses.  I  do  not  think  these,  latter 
clauses  will  be  of  much  use,  because 
the  tithe  owner  will  not  desire  to  re- 
deem, in  view  of  the  lower  interest  which 
he  will  receive,  and  the  tithepayer  will 
not  in  many  cases  be  able  to  do  so.  In 
Wales  there  is  the  very  strongest  objec- 
tion to  the  substitution  of  the  County 
Court  for  distress.  The  Welsh  farmer 
hates  nothing  so  much  as  the  County 
Court,  and  for  the  clergy  to  bring  their 
parishioners  into  the  County  Court  would 
certainly  not  help  to  increase  thotr  popu- 
larity. Moreover,  the  proposition  of  the 
Government  substitutes  an  expensive 
remedy  for  a  comparatively  inexpensive 
one ;  and  the  occupier  would  become 
liable  not  only  for  the  tithe,  but  for  all 
the  costs  of  the  County  Court  action, 
amounting  at  least  to  £10  or  XI 2.  Then 
the  execution  is  to  be  carried  out  by 
Receivers  (who  are  also  to  be  managers)^ 
and  I  can  assure  the  House  that 
there  is  not  a  more  cumbrous  and 
expensive  process  than  this.  In  fact, 
tliose  who  wish  to  disestablish  the 
Church  could  not  serve  their  ends  better 
than  by  strongly  supporting  this  part 
of  the  Bill,  for  it  is  sure  to  intensify  the 
unpopularity  of  the  Church.  In  substi- 
tuting tlie  owner  for  the  occupier  as  the 
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person  liable  for  the  charge,  little  benefit 
will  be  achiered,  because  the  landlord 
will  be  sure  to  add  tlie  titlie  to  the 
rent.  Then,  of  course,  the  large  number 
of  small  Welsh  occupiers,  who  are  also 
•owners,  will  receive  no  relief,  and  nearly 
every  one  of  them  is  a  Nonconformist. 
Tliey  have  before  offered  a  ijassivo"  re- 
isistance  to  the  tithe,  and  they  will  still 
continue  to  do  so,  while  the  people 
of  Wales  will  continue  to  sympathise 
with  the  sufferers.  One  of  tiie  effects 
of  the  Bill  will  be  tiiat  under  Sec- 
tions 1  and  6  (Sub-section  2),  the  tithe 
owiier  and  land  owner  will  be  able  to 
:3^ee  as  to  the  amount  of  the  tithe 
behind  the  back  of  the  occupiier,  who 
will'  become  ultimately  liable.  I  will  also 
say  that  the  Grove  mmeiit  have  chosen  a 
43ingularly  inopportune  moment'  for 
bringing  in  this  Bill.  Just  when  the 
three  counties  which  bore  one-fifth  of 
the  •  whole  tithe-charge  of  England — 
Essex,  Norfolk,  and  Suffolk — were  re- 
cJovdring  from  the  agricultural  depres- 
sion, the  Govemnient,  the  friends  of 
die  landed  interests,  are  re-opening  the 
question  of  tithes  in  the  interest  of  the 
tithe  owner.  I  also  think  the  moment 
singularly  inopjportune  with  regard  to 
the  state  of  the  agitation  in  Wales, 
Vsrhich  was  beginning  to  die  out;.  So  long 
as  the  Establishment  remains  some  form 
of  agitation  will  remain,  but  this  par- 
tibtilar  agitation  was  beginning  to  die 
-ant.  Things  were  beginning  to  settle 
down  when  the  Government  rake  up  the 
slumbering  embers.  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  it  would  have  been  better 
to  let  sleeping  dogs  lie,  especially  as  it 
^eems  to  us  that  the  proposal  they  are 
making  contains  the  maximum  of  irrita- 
tion with  the  minimum  of  result.  There 
ire  three  methods  of  dealing  with  such 
a  question  as  this.  You  could  boldly 
grasp  it  and  treat  it  as  a  great  national 
question — that  is  the  best  way.  The 
second  best  way  is  to  let  it  alone,  and 
the  third,  or  worst  of  all  way,  is  to  potter 
and  tinker  with  it.  That  is  the  method 
adopted  by  the  Government  who  have 
brought  forward  these  cumbrous  pro- 
posals. No  doubt  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man op[K)site  has  a  docile  and  obedient 
majority  at  his  back  who  will  pass  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill ;  but  I  warn 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  it  is  not 
until  the  measure  gets  amongst  the 
shoals  and  quicksands  of  Committee  that 
its   real   fate   will  bo  decided.     In   the 


meantime,  I  ask  is  it  wise,  just,  or  states- 
manlike, to  force  on  a  Bill  of  this  kind, 
admittedly  designed  to  meet  the  case  of 
Wales,  against  the  unanimous  feeling  of 
Welsh  Members,  for  not  one  single  Con-' 
servative  Welsh  Member  has  hAd  the 
courage  to  get  up  and  support  the  Bill," 
although  five  Welsh  Members  liiave 
spoken  from  this  side  against  it.  Is  it 
wise  to  force  a  Bill  of  this  kind  down  the 
throats  of  even  a  small  nation  like  Wales 
— ^for  the  measure  is  especially  aimed  at 
Wales  ?  It  is  because  I  hold  it  to  be 
neither  wise,  just,  nor  statesmanlike  that, 
whatever  may  be  the  opinion  of  my 
Colleagues  around  me,  I  shall  feel  bound' 
to  vote  against  it  at  every  stage. ' 

•  (10.35.)  Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON' 
(Shropshire,  Oswestry)  :  The  information 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  singularly 
misleading.  He  has  first  of  all  assured! 
us  on  his  own  knowledge  that  the 
objection  to  pay  tithe  in  Wales  is 
wholly  on  account  of  its  application,  t 
take  leave  to  contradict  that  statement, 
flatly.  Several  of  the  fights  about  tithe 
have  been  m  cases  where  the  owners  are 
not  ecclesiastical,  and  the  principal  fight, 
has  been  about  the  tithe  paid  to  the  un- 
jdenominational  society  of  Christ  Church. 
The  objection  to  the  payment  of  lay- 
tithe,  therefore,  has  been  as  great  as  that 
to  the  payment  of  ecclesiastical  tithe.  I 
think  I  am  entitled  to  correct  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  on  this  point.  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  then  brought  us. 
news  of  certain  Conservative  ineetiilgk.' 
at  Rhyl,  and  he  tells  us  that  declarations 
were  made  against  the  Bill  of  last 
Session. 

•Me,  O.  morgan  :  I  referred  to  a 
Conference  that  preceded  the  meeting  at 
Rhyl. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON :  WoU, 
let  me  assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  that  Conference  passed  hy  an  unani- 
mous vote  a  resolution  approving  of  th© 
Government  Bill  of  last  year,  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  was  the  same 
as  that  now  before  the  House.  I  think, 
therefore,  I  have  a  right  to  say  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  before  setting 
himself  to  tell  us  what  the  opinion  of 
the  people  of  Wales  is  on  this  question, 
should  have  satisfied  himself  thoroughly 
as  to  the  accuracy  of  his  information. 
Then  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  tells  us 
that  the  Cliurch  people  are  very  few  in 
Wales,  as  if  that  had  anything  to  do  with 
the  question.     As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
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C.iurch  pjople  arc  a  larger  Body  than 
any  other  rjligious  denomination  in 
Wales.  ["  Oh  :  "J  Yes  ;  the  Calvinistic 
Mithodists,  who  are  the  next  in  number, 
are  50  per  cent,  smaller.  ["  Oh  !  "]  Will 
the  hon.  Member  who  challenges  the 
fltatement  name  any  Religious  Body  which 
is  more  numerous  than  the  Church  1 

*Mr.  S.  EVANS :  There   are  three,  at 
least.     \Crie8  of  "  Name."] 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGOTON :  Those 
are  the  inaccurate  assertions  which  are 
made  by  the  opponents  of  the  Church  in 
Wales,  while  the  men  who  make  them 
are  afraid  of  a  religious  census,  and 
content  themselves  with  gathering 
statistics  at  chapal  doors.  They  know 
that  if  they  had  a  census  the  facte  which 
are  now  well-known  would  then  be 
placed  on  an  authoritative  basis.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  objected  to  throwing 
the  burden  on  the  owners  instead  of  the 
occupiers,  and  making  the  tithe  rent- 
charge  recoverable  by  the  owners. 

*Mb.  O.  morgan  :  No  ;  I  said  I  had 
the  greatest  objection  to  altering  the  re- 
m3dy  from  distress  to  the  County  Court. 
Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  :  That 
is  the  sama  thing.  If  you  have  a  distress 
you  must  distrain  upon  the  occupier; 
you  cannot  do  so  on  the  owner,  as  he  has 
no  visible  property  to  distrain  on.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  so  much 
criticised  the  Bill  as  gone  off  upon 
broader  issues.  He  has  said  that  the 
tithes  are  national  property.  Well,  that 
is  a  matter  upon  which  we  hear  so  man  j 
loose  opinions  that,  perhaps,  it  will  be  as 
well  ti  mantion  what  the  law  is.  Lord 
Brougham  has  said — 

'*  I  think  the  right  of  the  Church  in  the  pro- 

Serty  it  enjoys  is  sacred  as  the  rights  of  in- 
ividuals  to  their  estates  and  freeholds,  and 
that  the  parson  of  the  parish  has  as  good  a 
right  to  the  tenth  part  of  the  produce  of  the 
soil  as  the  body  of  the  proprietors  and  occupiers 
to  have  the  other  nine- tenths." 

And  that  the  pastor  of  a  parish  has 
as  good  a  right  to  a  tenth  part  of  the 
produce,  of  the  soil  as  anyone  had  to  any 
property.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man may  have  once  read  Blackstone, 
though  he  has  forgotten  him  now. 
Blackstone  says — 

**  The  clergy  have  precisely  the  same  right 
to  the  tithen  as  the  heir-at-law  has  to  his 
ancestor's  estate,  and  the  proprietor  has  no 
more  reason  to  complain  that  his  land  is  not 
tithe  tree  Ihun  he  has  that  his  neighbour's 
field  is  not  his  own." 

Professor  Freeman  also  says — 
Mr.  Stanley  Lrighton 


**  Church  property  is  not  national  property 
except  in  the  same  sense  that  all  property  ii. 
national." 

After  this,  perhaps  the  right  hoii. 
Gentleman  will  not  repeat  the  statement 
that  the  tithe  is  national  property.  He 
and  his  friends  may  wish  it  to  be  so,  and 
use  arguments  coloured  by  that  desire, 
but  national  property  it  is  not.  I  decline 
to  discuss  this  question  as  though  it  were 
an  ecclesiastical  question.  I  hope  it  will 
be  dealt  with  on  the  broad  principle  of 
the  security  of  all  property.  Tlie  payment 
is  now  to  be  made  by  the  landowner  as 
we  all  know  it  was  intended  to  be  by  the 
Commutation  Act.  I  defy  any  Welsh 
Member  to  go  to  an  agricultural  constitu- 
ency and  put  it  before  the  farmers 
whether  they  would  like  to  have  the 
tithe  paid  by  themselves  or  their  land- 
lords. I  defy  any  Member  to  get  a 
majority  in  favour  of  tithes  being 
paid  by  the  farmers  themselves. 
Why,  only  the  other  day  the 
Farmers*  Club  declared  that  the  land- 
owners, if  they  paid  the  tithe  them- 
selves, would  have  little  to  complain  of. 
I  have  taken  })ains  to  ascei^tain  what 
the  opinion  of  the  agriculturists  is  on  the 
point;  and  when  I  brought  forward  a 
Bill  some  four  or  five  years  ago  to  make 
the  tithes  payable  by  the  landlord,  almost 
all  the  Chambers  of  Agriculture  were  in 
favour  of  it.  Farmers  to  a  man  were  in 
favour  of  it,  though  they  may  be,  as  the 
Mover  of  the  Amendment  described  them 
in  the  Contemporary  Review,  men  "of 
obstinate  and  bucolic  habits."  The  agi- 
tation in  Wales  is  described  as  a  spon- 
taneous agitation,  but  it  is  nothing  of  the 
kind.  It  is  a  got-up  agitation.  It  baa 
baen  described  by  a  great  authority  on 
the  question  as  "an  artificial  growth, 
assiduously  cultivated  by  Liberationist 
orators  and  a  vernacular  Press."  The" 
same  wiiter  declared — 

*<  It  may,  in  fact,  be  truly  said  that  the  anti-. 
tithe  agitation  of  North  Wales  has,  in  the  main,, 
emanated  from  the  office  of  the  Banner  at 
Denbigh.  'I  he  Organisation  and  pulpits  of  the 
chapels,  aided  by  houee-to- house  visitations  of: 
Calvinistic  Methodist  deacons,  backed  by  the 
inflammatory  harangues  of  itinerant  agitators,, 
and  encouraged  by  the  promises  of  the  ver- 
nacular Press,  spread  the  contagionfrom  parish 
to  parish.  In  one  case  which  has  oome  to  my 
knowledge,  the  principal  agitator  was  a  local 
money-lender,  who  put  the  screw  u}K)n  his 
debtors  to  join  the  agitation .  Threats,  coercion, 
intimidation,  were  freely  used." 

*Mh.     STUART     RENDEL:    Whose 
hiiigunge  is  the  hon.  Member  quoting  ? 
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Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON :  I  am 
quoting  the  language  oi  Mr.  Prcthero, 
who  is,  I  suppose,  one  of  the  best  autho- 
rities on  the  subject.  I  am  glad  to  say 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
has  described  the  Welsh  people  as  the 
fairest- minded  people  in  the  world. 
Yes,  and  so  tliey  arj.  It  is  only  a 
minoiity  of  agitators  supported  and 
backed  up  by  political  partisans  who  are 
unfair.  The  great  body  of  Nonconfor- 
mists strongly  protest  against  the  method 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  friends, 
and  one  Calvinistic  minister,  the  Rev. 
Parry  Hughes,  has  said — 

*'  I  conceiTe  that  nothing  so  unjust  or 
illogical  as  the  present  persecution  of  the  clergy 
was  ever  projected,  and  [  acknowledge  with 
shame  that  it  has  been  reserved  for  the  Non- 
conformist promoters  and  supporters  of  the  anti- 
tithe  campaign  in  Wales,  in  defiance  of  the 
claims  of  morality,  justice,  and  fair  play,  to 
trample  ruthlessly  on  the  rights  of  men  who, 
through  no  fault  of  their  own,  depend  for  the 
necessaries  of  life  for  themselves  and  their 
familifcs  on  the  ancient  eu  system  of  this  country. 

It  is  not  certainly  all  the  Nonconformists 
who  approve  of  the  methods  adopted 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  and  their  friends, 
and  the  farmers  in  Wales  and  England 
are  one  and  all  in  favour  of  the  Bill.  I 
looked  forward  on  this  occasion  to  the 
strong  support  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  W. 
Harcourt).  I  do  not  know  why  ho 
is  not  in  his  place  —  and  I  do 
not  know  where  he  is  —  but  his 
language  last  year  was  so  kind  with 
regard  to  a  Bill,  which  was  really  the 
same  Bill  as  this,  that  I  certainly  thought 
he  would  have  been  here  to  assist  the 
Government. 

*'  I  will  undertake,"  said  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  **to  do  all  I  can  to  assist  the  Govern- 
ment in  passing  the  Bill,  because  it  contains 
three  valuable  principles— payment  by  the 
landlord,  abolition  of  distress,  and  reduction 
of  the  tithe  when  the  land  will  not  bear  it." 
I  defy  anyone  to  say  these  are  not  the 
three  leading  principles  of  this  Bill.  I 
can  assure  the  Government  that  tliey 
have  in  this  matter  the  whole  popular 
feeling  of  the  farmers  at  their  back ; 
that  the  landowners,  on  the  whole,  are 
willing  to  accept  the  Bill;  and  that 
probably  the  owners  of  the  tithe  rent- 
charge,  although  they  will  suffer  in  some 
respects  by  the  Bill,  will,  for  the  sake  of 
peace  and  quiet,  which  above  all  things 
they  desire,  accept  it. 

(10.55.)  Mr.  WARMINGTON  (Mon- 
mouth, W.) :  I  can  hardly  congratulate 
the  Government  u  pon  the  Representatives 


of  Wolsh  opinion  among  their  supportei-s. 
It  is  a  very  singular  fact  that  no  one  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  is  able  to 
express  with  any  authority  the  opinion 
of  Wales  on  any  question  which  agitates 
the  Principality.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Shropshire  (Mr.  Stanley  Leighton)  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Cambridge  (Mr.  Raikes)  can  in 
eloquent  terms  s  \j  what  the  opinion  of 
the  Principality  is,  but  we  fail  ta 
find  any  Representatives  of  a  Welsh 
constituency  who  supports  the  statements 
which  those  Gentlemen  use.  I  wish  t<» 
question  altogether  the  axiom  laid  down 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  to  which 
he  himself  does  violence  in  his  own  Bill, 
with  regard  to  the  nature  of  the  property 
in  tithes.  The  Authority  which,  under  the 
Bill,  has  to  deal  with  the  subject  of  tithes 
is  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  consulted 
the  history  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missioners, he  would  have  found  it  wa» 
too  late  in  the  day  to  say  that  the  pro- 
perty which  belongs  to  the  Church 
Establishment  is  not  property  which  can 
be  dealt  with  by  the  State.  The 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  were  con- 
stituted by  Act  of  Parliament,  and  dealt 
with  Church  property  on  the  footing  of 
its  being  national  property.  They  take 
away  the  endowments  of  one  diocese  or 
of  one  parish  and  transfer  them  to  an- 
other. The  hon.  Member  for  Shropshire 
(Mr.  Stanley  Leighton)  does  not  know  the 
depth  of  feeling  on  this  subject  which 
exists  amongst  the  Welsh  farmers.  These 
men  are  not,  as  the  hon.  Member  seems 
to  suppose,  in  favour  of  the  abolition  of 
tithe  on  the  ground  that  it  is  a  private 
debt.  They  consider  it  as  the  mis- 
application of  public  property.  If  I 
should  be  asked  to  describe  this  Bill,  1 
should  say  it  is  merely  an  attempt  to  prop-, 
up  the  Establishment  in  Wales  from  the 
outside.  I  agree  that  the  Church  in 
Wales  has  done  a  good  religious  work  i, 
but  if  the  Church  desires  to  have  its 
influence  extended,  it  is  not  from  the- 
outside  sources  it  should  seek  its. 
strength,  but  from  sources  within  its 
own  walls.  If  those  who  are  the  devoted 
members  of  the  Establishment  in  Wales 
desire  to  extend  its  work  let  them  d(> 
their  duty  to  their  own  Church  in  the 
same  way  as  members  of  other  Churches  in 
Wales  do  their  duty  to  their  own  religious 
denominations.    If  that  is  done,  no  doubt 
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cousiderable  influence  will  be  exercised 
on  the  religious  feeling  in  Wales.  But 
this  is  not  an  attemj)t  to  strengthen  tlio 
Church  from  the  inside  ;  it  is  an  attempt 
to  strengthen  the  Church  from  the  out- 
side ;  to  strengthen  it  by  means  of  money 
which  is  dragged  from  the  pockets  of 
those  who  do  not  believe  in  the  Estab- 
lishment in  Wales  as  a  religious  institu- 
tion. The  farmers  of  Wales  raise  the 
objection  to  tithe  because  they  have  a 
settled  conviction  that  they  are  paying 
money  which  had  its  origin  in  national 
purposes  towards  a  religious  institution 
which  only  ministers  to  the  religious 
wants  of  a  small  minority  of  the  popula- 
tion. I  was  very  much  surprised  to  hear 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  8hrop 
stwre  (Mr.  S.  Leighton)  had  the  hardihood 
to  say  that  the  Church  in  Wales  is  the 
strongest  religious  institution  in  the 
Principality.  I  do  not  know  how  he 
measures  strength.  [Mr.  S.  Lbiohton  : 
By  numbers.]  There  is  a  difEerent  way 
<if  measuring  strength.  I  should  like 
him  to  measure  strength  in  this  way, 
which,  I  think,  would  be  a  fair  method  : 
Let  him  take  the  support  of  the  Church 
that  is  rendered  by  those  who  are  mem- 
bers of  the  Church.  He  will  then  find 
that  the  Church  of  England  in  Wales  is 
one  of  the  weakest  religious  institutions 
ib  the  Principality.  Let  him  subtract 
from  the  revenues  of  the  Church  the 
contributions  of  those  who  are  not  mem- 
bers of  theChurt^h — contributions  which 
are  forced  from  them  by  the  law  of  this 
country — and  he  will  find  that  the  Churcli 
is  one  of  the  weakest  of  the  religious  insti- 
tutions in  the  country.  Last  year  the 
Postmaster  General  spoke  of  the  distress 
of  tlie  Welsh  clergy,  and  said  it  was  a 
scandaL  Of  course  it  is.  No  one 
denies  that ;  least  of  all  do  the  Welsh 
Representatives.  But  to  whom  is  it  a 
2<candal  ?  Is  it  a  scandal  to  those  who  do 
not  profess  to  suj)ix)rt  the  clergj-  ?  Is  it 
a  scandal  to  those  who  do  not  regard  the 
clergy  of  the  Church  of  England  as  their 
ministers  1  No,  8ir ;  it  is  a  scandal  to 
those  who  i)rofess  the  same  religious 
opinions  as  the  clergy  ;  it  is  a  scandal  to 
those  who,  being  best  able  to  support 
ministers  of  roligi(»n,  fail  in  their  duty 
and  leave  it  to  outsiders  to  find  the 
means  by  which  the  clergymen  can  live 
properly  Now,  this  Bill  is  very  com- 
plicated. I  admit  it  has  been  very  care- 
fully prepared  ;  it  is  very  mucli  superior, 
so  far  as  draft smanship  is  concerned,  to 


the  Bill  of  last  Session.  But,  at  the  same 
time,  its  object  id  easily  seen.  Its  object 
is  not  in  the  least  degree  lb  benefit  the 
payer  of  tithe,  but  to  benefit  the  owner 
of  tithe.  I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man might  have  explained  a  tittle  more 
what  he  means  by  the  provision  is  to  the* 
appointment  of  a  Receiver.  As  t  undcnr- 
stand,  it  will  be  competent  for  the 
Receiver  to  manage  the  fann.  '  What 
does  that  mean  ?  Why,  the  costs  tif  the 
Receiver  will  add  enormously  to  the 
burdens  which  have  to  be  borne  by  the' 
tithepayer ;  and  if  the  Receiver  ifif  also  to 
manage  the  farm,  he  may  'borrow 
money  and  expend  it  in  manage- 
ment, so  that  the  man  in  occupation 
may  be  kept  for  years  out  of  the 
beneficial  enjoyment  of  the  holding. 
Poundage  and  the  costs  and  expenses  of 
the  Receiver  and  manager  will  more  iihaii 
double  that'  which  the  tithepayer  was 
originally  expected  to  pay.  And  this,  it 
is  said  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  is  to 
be  a  benefit.  I  do  not  believe  that  tho 
ownership  of  tithe  is  inimical  to  the 
tithepayeir.  As  a  rule,  tithe  ;orwnei» 
and  tithepayers  have  that  ainotiilt  of 
common  sense  which  shows  them  that 
they  are  in  fact  partners  in  one  concern, 
and  I  do  not  think  the  tithe  owner  can 
agree  to  a  measure  which  he  sees  places - 
an  additional  burden  upon  the^thepayer 
as  this  Bill  does.  1  hope  thiat  the^ 
Grovermnent  will  profit  by  the  experience 
of  last  Session,  and  withdraw  the  BiU. 
The  Postmaster  General,  who  stands  in 
the  place  of  a  Welsh  Secretary,  is 
anxious,  I  understand,  to  send  a 
message  of  peace  to  Wales.'  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  must  see  that 
there  is  no  message  of  peace  in  this 
measure  ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  that  there 
is  in  it  a  great  element  of  discord 
between  the  tithe  owner  and  tithepayer. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  do  well 
to  persuade  Jiis  Colleagues  that  this 
measure  will  not  prove  the  means  of 
bringing  round  the  people  of  Wales  to 
favour  Establishment.  If  I  were  speak- 
ing merely  as  a  Party  man,  I  should 
say  I  desire  nothing  better  than  this 
Bill ;  but  I  am  not  anxious  to  speak  as  a 
Party  man.  I  am  anxious  for  this 
question  to  be  settled,  but  the  settlement 
ought  surely  to  proceed  upon  the  prin- 
ciple that  that  which  is  public  property 
oujrht  to  be  applied  to  public  purposes. 
♦Sir  W.  BARTTELOT  (Sussex,  ISTorth- 
West) :  I  desire  to  say  a  few  words  on  this 
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important  question.  Any  one  who  has 
listened  attentively  to  the  debate  must 
.say  that  up  to  this  it  has  run  very  much 
in  one  groove.  I  should  like  to  remove 
it  from  that  groove.  It  has  been,  in 
reality,  a  Welsh  debate.  I  sympathise 
with  those  gentlemen  who  are  anxious  to 
state  their  views  with  regard  to  the 
Church  of  England  in  Wales,  yet  they 
must  remember  that  this  Bill  applies  to 
the  whole  of  England.  I  think  no  one 
will  deny  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  has  very 
clearly  laid  before  us  that  which  he  in- 
tends  by  the  Bill.  Let  me  go  back  for 
a  moment  to  ancient  history.  We  had 
a  Tithes  BUI  in  1887,  but  it  was  not 
pressed  to  a  Division  in  this  House.  In 
that  Bill  there  was  5  per  cent,  to  be  paid 
to  the  landowners.  That  was  to  cover 
other  proposals  in  the  Bill  which  they 
thought  might  be  very  objectionable  to 
many  of  the  landowners.  But  that  5 
per  cent,  was  cut  out  of  the  Bill,  and 
then  the  Bill  itself  disappeared  from 
the  scene.  We  then  had  another  BUI. 
Thai  Bill  contained  a  provision  which 
placed  upon  landowners  a  personal  res- 
ponsibility, indeed  more  thfm  a  personal 
responsibility.  If,  for  instance,  you 
lived  in  Middlesex  and  had  property  in 
Yorkshire,  and  the  Yorkshire  tithe 
was  not  paid,  the  tithe  owner 
could  come  down  on  your  property 
in .  Middlesex  and  take  sufficient 
to  satisfy  the  tithe  in  Yorkshire. 
Tlukt  waa  a  proposal  which  no  reasonable 
man  would  have  accepted.  I  would  have 
fought  it  to  the  death.  Such  a  proposal 
would  never  have  passed  into  law.  After 
that  another  unfortunate  Bill  was 
brought  forward.  If  the  opinions  of 
many  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House 
liad  been  listened  to  that  Bill  would  not 
have  been  pressed  so  far  as  it  was  ;  but 
the  Bill  was  pressed  on,  and  then  what  a 
change  of  front  took  place  !  Why  wsw 
the  change  made  ?  Because  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Maldon 
Division  of  Essex  (Mr.  C.  W.  Gray) 
nearly  carried  an  Amendment  embodying 
the  first  principles  of  this  Bill.  My  hon. 
Friend,  therefore,  ought  to  be  satisfied 
with  the  present  measure.  The  right 
hon.  Memjber  for  Derby  (Sir  W. 
Harcourt),  who  was  then  leading  the 
Opposition,  stated  distinctly  that  the 
change  the  Government  had  made  was 
one  which  he  could  absolutely  support, 
and  that  he  lielicved   hon.  Members  on 


the  Opposition  Benches  would  support 
the  Government  in  carrying  the  Bill* 
That  Bill  was  ruled  out  of  order.  The 
Government,  however,  profiting  by^  the 
experience  of  the  past  and  relying  on  the 
fair  and  reasonable  support  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  now  places  before  it  the 
provisions  which  were  in  the  proposed 
Bill  withdrawn  last  year.  I  think  the 
Government  are  right  in  bringing  for- 
ward this  Bill,  and  I  believe  that  any 
fair  and  reasonable  Amendments  will  be 
carefuUy  considered  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  in  charge  of  it  (Sir  M.  Hicks 
Beach).  I  think  my  right  hon.  Friend 
has  done  a  great  service  to  the  House. 
If  there  is  any  man  who  haS'SufEered 
from  the  agricultural  depression  it  is  he. 
I  believe  he  has  looked  at  both  sides  of 
the  question,  and  can  represent,  the 
views  of  all  who  are  interested  in  it.  A 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench  said  he  should  oppose 
the  Bill  on  every  point.  I  hope  this 
declaration  wiU  strengthen  my  right  hon. 
Friend  in  the  determination  that,  aa  &r 
as  the  main  principles  of  the  measure  are 
concerned,  he  wiU  .adhere  steadfastly  to 
them  if  lie  really  means  to  carry  the  BiU 
at  all.  There  is  not  a  man  in 
the  House  who  would  not  say  it 
would  be  .  a  disgrace  to  a  strong 
Government  like  this  after  bringing  in 
a  Bill  for  the  fourth  time  to  withdraw  it 
from  the  consideration  of  the  House  on 
account  of  the  opposition  of  a  few  Gentle- 
men on  the  opposite  side.  If  they  go  on 
boldly  I  hope  they  will  pass  a  measure 
which  will  settle  this  question  for  many 
years  to  come.  Reference  has  been 
made  to  the  disturbances  which  have 
gradually  sprung  up  in  Wales  since  1887. 
The  way  to  prevent  disturbance  from 
growing  is  to  be  firm  at  the  commence- 
ment. If  the  Government  had  been 
firm,  if  with  a  steady  and  resolute  hand 
they  had  put  down  the  disturbances  they 
would  not  have  grown  at  all.  I  venture 
to  think  that  the  provision  with  regard 
to  the  special  rate  is  one  that  is  in  the 
interests  of  the  landowners  as  well  as  the 
tenants,  because  they  will  be  able  to  go 
to  the  Assessment  Committee  and  get 
tlie  absolute  sum  approved,  which  sum 
if  less  than  the  tithes,  then  the  tithes 
will  he  reduced  to  that  sum,  and  the 
tithe  owner  will  have  to  pay  the  rates, 
no  rates  being  charged  upon  the 
land.  I  would  suggest  to  my  right 
hon.   Friend  that   he    might  go   a  step 
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further  in  that  direction.  We  have 
heard  that  there  are  a  large  number  of 
small  holders  who  suffer  tremendously 
by  the  present  depression.  We  know 
that  when  the  tithe  commutation  took 
place  in  1836  the  rat^s  were  more  than 
double  what  they  are  at  present.  Who 
has  benefited  by  the  reduction  of  the 
rates  1  Has  it  not  been  the  tithe  owner  ? 
If  you  read  the  statements  made  at  the 
time  by  Sir  Robert  Peel  and  Lord  John 
Russell,  you  will  find  they  were  bothagreed 
that  if  the  price  of  wheat  went  down, 
some  re-arrangement  ought  to  bo  made, 
and  that  they  went  further,  and  said  the 
object  of  the  commutation  of  tithe  was  to 
enable  those  who  were  putting  their 
money  into  the  land,  namely,  the  land- 
lords, to  make  such  great  improvements 
as  have  been  made  since  the  Act  of  1836. 
Then  it  was  said  the  reason  for  fixing 
the  payment  was  that  there  should  bo  no 
extraordinary  change  ;  that  it  would  be 
most  unfair  if  an  increase  of  tithe  were 
made  on  account  of  the  improved 
cultivation  of  the  land,  and,  though 
an  enormous  change  has  taken  place 
since  the  repeal  of  the  Corn  Laws, 
yet  it  would  be  dangerous  to  re- 
open the  fixed  basis.  We  have  to 
deal  with  it  as  it  stands,  and  I  venture  to 
hope  and  I  believe  that  the  relief,  small 
as  it  is,  will  be  of  service  to  a  large 
number  of  people.  But  I  go  one  step 
further  in  regard  to  the  Redemption 
Clauses.  My  right  hon.  Friend  has  been 
much  criticised  uiX)n  these,  and  an  hon. 
Member  has  said — 

**  Whatever  you  do  if  you  redeem  the  lithe 
and  get  rid  of  the  burden  on  the  land,  we  Khali 
place  some  other  burden  on  the  land,  for  that 
is  what  we  think  we  ought  to  do  " 

But  I  would  like  to  ask  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leicester  about  this.  He  cannot 
be  of  that  opinion  he  will  not  put 
another  shilling  on  the  land  for  has  he 
not  undertaken  that  if  he  should  have 
the  management  of  affairs,  if  he  should 
over  sit  there  as  Prime  Minister,  he 
would  get  an  increase  of  50  per  cent, 
from  the  land  ?  I  confess  I  should  like 
to  know  how  he  proposes  to  do  it,  and  if 
he  succeeds  I  will  be  his  humble  disciple. 
We  have  heard  lately  through  the  elaborate 
speech  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief 
Secretary  how  he  proposes  to  deal  with 
tenants  in  Ireland ;  and  surely  if  we  are 
to  have  a  redemption  scheme  worthy  of 
the  name,  we  may  urge  upon  my  rirrht 
h(m.  Friend,  with  the  assistance  of  tlie 
Mr.  Wanninjgton 


Chancellor  of  tlie  Exchequsrand  with  the 
magnifi(?ent  security  of  a  first  charge  upon 
the  land,  that  we  might  have  the  money 
advanced  to  us  at  a  verymuchmore  reason- 
able rate  than  tlia  t  mentioned  in  the  Bill. 
That  is  one  of  the  questions  I  hope  my 
ritrhthon.  Friend  will  take  into  account; 
but  believing  that,  upon  the  whole,  he 
has  endeavoured  to  fulfil  the  pledge 
given  by  the  Government  last  year,  and 
although  there  are  some  points  in  the 
Bill  I  do  not  approve  of,  and  which  may 
be  amended,  yet  still  I  believe  that  if  my 
right  hon.  Friend  is  only  firm  and  sted- 
fast  in  his  purpose,  he  will  carry  this  to  a 
successful  conclusion,  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Session  we  sluill  have  the  credit  erf 
having  placed  upon  the  Statute  Book  a 
measure  which  1  venture  to  hope  will 
settle  this  difficult  and  dangerous  ques- 
tion of  tithe  for  many  years  to  come. 

(11.30.)  Mr.  HENEAGE  (Great 
Grimsby)  :  As  one  who  strongly  opposed 
the  Bill  of  last  year,  I  feel  bound  to  say 
that  I  think  the  present  is  a  very  care- 
fully  prepared  Bill,  and  one  which  might, 
by  amendments  in  Committee,  be  made  a 
very  good  measure.  The  debate  so  far 
has  been  earned  on  upon  two  lines  ;  by 
those  who  have  supported  the  Bill  and 
mildly  criticised  it,  and  others  who  have 
dealt  with  the  measure  from  a  Welsh  point 
of  view.  The  arguments  of  the  Welsh 
Members  may  be  summed  up  in  this, 
that  they  would  find  no  fault  with  the 
Bill  provided  it  were  to  include  a  clause 
which  should  disestablish  the  Church  in 
Wales.  Whatever  differences  of  opinion 
hon.  Members  may  have  with  regard  to 
the  proper  use  and  disposition  of  the 
tithe  rent-charge,  we  must  all  agree  that 
the  tithe  should  be  preserved  in  its  in- 
tegrity for  any  use  to  which  Parliament 
may  choose  hereafter  to  devote  it.  That  \& 
exactly  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  I  am 
exceedingly  glad  that  the  Government 
propose  to  relieve  the  tenants  from  the" 
payment  of  the  tithe  rent-charge.  It 
was  the  grc^atest  mistake  that  the  tenants 
ever  had  to  pay  it,  and  it  is  contrary  to 
the  intention  of  the  Tithe  Commutation 
Act  of  183G.  I  believe  it  was  brought 
about  by  the  land  agents  to  save  them- 
selves the  trouble  of  making  those  small 
payments.  In  Lincolnshire,  Northumber- 
land, and  n.any  other  counties,  on  all  the 
large  estates  the  tithe  rent-charge  is  paid 
by  the  landlords ;  but  where  it  is  paid 
by  the  tenant  it  is  for  the  convenience 
of  thtj   landlord,  and  the    tenant  gets  a 
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return  for  it  at  the  rent  audit.  I  am 
quite  certain  the  system  has  been  a  very 
bad  system,  and  I  think  no  one  who 
reads  the  Act  of  1836  can  fail  to  see 
that  the  idea  of  the  tenant  paying  the 
tithe  is  much  deprecated.  I  am  there- 
fore very  glad  that  it  is  proposed  to 
make  payment  by  the  tenant  illegal,  and 
we  shall  get  rid  of  the  scandal  of  a 
tenant  being  distrained  upon  for  that 
which  he  is  not  bound  to  pay  or  entitled 
to  pay  except  as  a  matter  of  convenience 
for  the  landlord,  and  I  believe  recovery 
through  the  County  Court  is  the  proper 
method  to  adopt.  With  regard  to  the 
certificate  of  the  Assessment  Committee, 
I  agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  who  spoke 
last  that  this  is  a  valuable  provision  of 
the  Bill.  It  is  fair  to  everybody  all 
round,  because  land  is  depreciated  in 
most  counties  from  22  to  25  per  cent., 
and  therefore  the  lithe  owners'  charge 
on  the  land  ought  to  be  reduced  by  the 
2iame  amount.  But  I  am  not  very  well 
pleased  that  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missioners should  be  the  Body  to  ad- 
minister the  Act,  because  they  have  a 
very  good  character  for  running  up 
expenses,  and  a  very  bad  character  for 
expediting  business,  and  I  am  afraid  a 
great  deal  of  toll  will  be  paid  by  the 
clergy  for  the  work  transacted  for  them. 
En  regard  to  the  redemption  clauses  of 
the  Bill,  I  should  like  to  ask  why  it  is 
that  when  the  landlords  are  unable  to  pay 
the  capital  amount  of  redemption,  they 
are  asked  to  pay  4  per  cent,  on  mortgage 
to  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  for 
I  find  in  another  part  of  the  Bill 
that  the  Tithe  Receiver  gets  3|  per  cent. 
What  becomes  of  the  other  five-eighths 
paid  by  the  landlord?  Surely  that 
should  not  be  allowed  to  fall  into  the 
jaws  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners. 
Surely  it  would  be  better  if  matters  were 
carried  on  as  now,  and  that  landowners 
might  pay  direct  to  the  Tithe  Receiver  an 
amount  say  of  3  J  or  3  J  per  cent.  It  would 
be  a  saving  to  landowners  and  to  the 
tithe  receiver,  and  the  only  people  who 
would  lose  by  the  arrangement  would  be 
the  officials  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sion, with  whom,  I  confess,  I  have  no 
.sympathy.  Then  I  would  call  attention 
to  Section  3,  Sub-section  1,  under  which 
[)Ower  is  given  to  provide  that  all  lands 
in  the  possession  of  the  same  owner  shall 
be  liable  for  the  tithe  due  upon  part  of  the 
Jand.    Now  I  cannot  seo  wbv  these  words 


should  be  included.  Surely  whether 
a  man  is  a  large  or  a  small  landowner, 
or  whether  his  occupancy  is  small  or 
large,  he  should  be  dealt  with  on  the 
same  terms.  But  under  this  clause  a 
man  might  have  a  large  farm,  part  of 
which  might  be  of  great  value,  and  part 
very  poor  land,  paying  badly,  yet  the 
grass  land  might  be  made  liable  and 
brought  under  the  Receivership  for  the 
tithe  not  paid  on  the  clay  land.  I  make 
these  remarks  with  a  view  to  assist  the 
Government  in  the  Bill.  I  cordially 
support  the  Bill,  and  hope  that  every  one 
who  can  assist  in  making  it  a  perfect 
measure  and  a  benefit  to  all  concerned 
will  vote  for  the  Second  Reading. 

(11.40.)  Mr.  PHILIPPS  (Lanark, 
Mid)  :  I  have  been  very  much  interested 
in  the  reasons  assigned  for  supporting 
the  Bill,  but  most  of  all  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  told  us  generally  that 
the  Bill  was  for  the  benefit  of  tithe 
owners  and  tithepayers  ;  but  nine-tenths 
of  his  speech  was  devoted  to  the  Bill  as 
it  would  afEect  the  people  of  Wales. 
Wales  was  in  the  mind  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  throughout.  The  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  has  told  us  of  some 
imaginary  opponent  of  the  Bill,  whose 
picture,  as  the  right  hon.  Baronet  drew  it, 
was  like  Henry  VIII.  Well  Henry  VIII. 
was  a  Welshman,  and  I  can  assure 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  there  are 
still  Welshmen  who  would  strike  as  big 
blows  at  the  Ecclesiaatical  Establishment 
as  ever  Henry  VIII.  did.  It  is  plain 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech 
that  he  has  in  his  mind  the  interests  of 
tithe  owners  only.  He  wants  the  tithe 
owners  in  England  to  have  the  same 
facilities  for  borrowing  money  from  the 
taxpayers,  as  he  and  his  Party  are  ready 
to  give  to  the  landowners  of  Ireland.  To 
describe  the  Bill  as  a  Tenant  Farmer's 
Relief  Bill  is  to  describe  it  quite  wrongly. 
How  will  the  tenant  be  benefited  ?  If 
the  obligation  to  pay  tithe  is  shifted 
on  to  the  landlord,  but  if  the  tenant 
in  his  turn  has  to  pay  the  amount 
to  the  landlord,  how  will  the 
tenant  be  better  off  than  before? 
When  the  hon.  Member  opposite  argued 
that  tithe  is  the  property  of  the  Church, 
I  think  he  ought  to  have  consulted  his 
leaders  on  the  Front  Bench.  The  First 
Lord  has  explained,  I  think,  that  when 
lie  said  tithe  was  national  property  ho 
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did  not  mean  exactly  what  others  did  ; 
but  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
had  admitted  the  same  thing. 

*SiR    MICHAEL     HICKS     BEACH: 
No. 

Mr.  PHILIPPS  :  I  do  not  wish  to  mis- 
represent the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but 
I  thought  he  used  the  expre&sion 
"  national  property,"  though  he  qualified 
it  with  other  words. 

*Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS  BEACH  :  I 
never  used  it.  What  I  did  say  was  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea  had 
described  the  property  as  national,  but 
that  I  did  not  agree  with  him. 
"  Mb.  DILLWrN :  When  did  I  do  so  ? 
•Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS  BEACH  :  In 
the  terms  of  the  Motion  of  which  the 
hon.  Member  gave  notice. 

Mb.  PHILIPPS  :  I  find  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  use  the  words 
"national property," but  the  words  ** public 
property  " ;  so  there  is  not  a  great  distinc- 
tion. Then  the  hon.  Member  for  Hants 
said  that  he  did  not  wish  to  be  relieved 
of  his  awn  burdens  at  the  expense  of  the 
Church.  Well,  I  can  assure  the  hon. 
Member  that  the  tenant  farmers  of 
Wales  ittive  no  such  wish  either.  They 
protest  against  the  payment  of  tithes  on 
public  grounds,  and  not  from  any  notion 
of  private  benefit.  The  agitation  in 
which  they  have  taken  part  has  landed 
the  farmers  of  Wales  in  very  heavy 
expenses.  Then  we  had  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Lord  (Viscount  Wolmer),  which, 
I  suppose,  was  directed  to  showing  that 
be  has  '  inherited  a  legal  mind, 
but  really  it  amounted  to  no  more 
than  the  assertion  of  absurd  ^  legal 
quibbles.  Then,  from  a  Linoolnshire 
Member  we  had  quite  a  pathetic  appeal 
to  the  Government  to  make  the  thing  a 
little  sweeter  to  tithepayers,  for  there 
were  2,000  such  among  his  constituents. 
Anddoubtlessthe  Government  will  dothis, 
and  the  assistance  of  the  British  taxpayer 
will  be  asked  tolend  money  at  2|  per  cent. 
Night  after  night  we  have  heard  taunts 
in  this  House  of  speeches  being  paid 
for ;  but  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bradford  is  delivered  almost  nightly 
at  30ff.  and  seoond-class  return  fare.  We 
have  heard  the  speech  often^  and  I  sup<> 
poise  often  shall  hear<  it  again.  Then  we 
had .  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
from  Shropshire  (Mr.  Stanley  Leigh* 
ton).  It  amused  us,  coming  among  some 
Mr.  Philipjia^ 
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very  dull  speeches ;  but  who  is  the 
authority  Prothero  he  quoted?  Is  lie 
another  of  the  SOs.  speakers  ?  Hon.  Mem- 
bers think  such  allusions  are  bad  form, 
perhaps,  but  let  them  remember  this 
when  they  use  taunts  against  us  on  thi^^ 
side.  There  are  four  Conservative  Mem-* 
bars  for  Wales,  but  they  are  not  in  the 
House,  and  they  will  not  dare  td  speak 
in  support  of  the  Bill,  although  they  may 
vote  for  it.  The  Bill  will  not  put  down 
agitation,  which  will  be  carried  on  by 
farmers  who  own  their  farms.  Agita- 
tion is  not  the  cause  but  the  effect  of  a 
resd  grievance,  and  agitation  will  go  on 
until  the  Church  in  Wales  is  Disestab- 
lished. 


(11.55.)  Debate  adjourned  till  to- 
morrow. 

SOUTH  INDIAN  RAILWAY  PURCHASE 
BILL.— (No.  195.) 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee). 

Clause  1. 
;  Mr.  a.    O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  K.)  :. 
XJppn  this  Bill  I  desire  to  offer  a  few 
observations,  general  and  particular.     In 
tne  first  place 

The  chairman  :  This  first  clause 
contains  only  the  short  title,  and  I  do  not 
think  the  hon.  Member  would  be  i^  order 
in  discussing  the  merits  of  the  Bill  upon 
this  clause. 

Db.  tanner  (Cork,   Mid):   Seeing- 
that  on  a  recent  occasion  when  this  Bill 
wa8  before  us,  and  at  some  such  an  hour 
as  this,  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  - 
cut  short  the  discussion  with  the  Closure' 
Motion, andseeingthat there isno  time  now 
for  del»te,  I  trust  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  agree  to  postpone  the   Bill  to 
afford   opportunity  for  raising  the  few 
points  that  require  discussion.     In  order  • 
that    this    stage    may   not    be  .hurriied'' 
through,  as  the  Second  Beading  was,  I 
move  that  you  now  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That    the    Chainnan   do  now    report. 
Pi;6gress,    ^d    ask  leave   to  sit  again. 
—(J)r.  Tanner). 

Sm  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy): 
The.'  other  i  night,  in  *th^  couraef  of 
a-  10  minutes  discussion^  I  ventored 
to>  ask  lor  an  explanation  which,  how- 
ever, I  did  not  get,  arid  the  First  Lord 
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stopped  all  discussion  with  the  Closure. 
I  hopej  therefore,  the  Government  will 
not  attempt  to  press  the  Bill  further  now, 
but  will  accept  the  Motion  and  report 
Progress. 

♦The  FIBST  LORD  of  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  Westminster) : 
I  have  no  objection  to  the  Motion,  but 
let  nie  remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
an  explanation  was  given  to  the  effect 
that,  Under  an  arrangement  entered  into 
20  years  ago,  the  Indian  Government 
paid  five  per  cent,  on  the  company's 
capital,  and  that  payment  would  continue 
for  a  long  term  of  years,  unless  the 
Government  availed  themselves  of  the 
right  of  purchase  which  the  agreement 
gives  them  this  year.  By  the  exercise 
of  that  power  the  Government  will  effect 
an  economy  of  ,£36,000  a  year  in  Indian 
expenditure.  If  the  Bill  is  defeated,  the 
effect  will  be  that  the  Government  of 
India  will  pay  ,£36,000  a  year  more  for 
the  entire  period  of,  the  agreement. 
However,  I  consent  to  the  Adjournment 
now. 

Mb.  a.  O'CONNOR  :  I  wish  to  explain 
that  I  am  opposing  the  Bill,  not  from 
any  motives  of  obstruction,  but  because 
T  believe  the  Bill  is  a  mistake  financially 
and  in  other  respects. 

It  being  12  o'clock,  the  Chairman  left 
the  Chair  to  report  to  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit 
again  to-morrow. 

HERRING  FISHERY  (SCOTLAND)  ACT 
((1889)  AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  196.) 

Bill  considered  in  Committee,  and 
reported,  without  Amendment ;  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

INFECTIOUS  DISEASE    (PREVENTION) 
BILL.- (No.  210.) 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  19. 

*(12.11.)  Captain  VERNEY  (Bucks, 
N.)  :  One  point  appears  to  have  escaped 
the  attention  of  the  Committee,  in 
connection  with  the  clause  relating 
to  the  method  in  which  penalties  shall  be 
recovered  before  the  Court  instead  of  in 
a  summary  manner.  This  Bill  is  so 
framed  that  what  are  generally  meant 


by  contagious  diseases  are  all  brought 
under  its  operation.  Under  the  Bill 
there  is  no  clause  defining  particular 
diseases,  but  the  Public  Health  Act, 
Clause  6,  names  a  (^ertain  number  of 
diseases,  and  the  following  clause  states 
that  the  Local  Authorities  may  add  to 
them  as  many  as  they  choose.  Con- 
sequently, a  particular  class  of  disease, 
which  I  need  not  especially  mention, 
might,  if  the  Local  Authority  so 
decided,  come  under  the  operation 
of  this  Bill,  which  would  constitute 
a  tremendous  weapon  and  enormous 
power  in  dealing  with  these  matters. 
By  Clause  .132  any  Justice  of  the  Peace, 
acting  in  and  for  a  district,  may 
i  direct  the  detention  in  hospital  of 
}  parsons  suffering  from  these  diseases  with 
a  view  to  preventing  the  spread  of  the 
disorder.  Now,  that  virtually  means 
imprisonment  in  a  hospital ;  and  if  the 
powers  under  the  Bill  are. taken  in  the 
sense  to  which  I  liave  alluded,  they 
legalise  a  course  which  ought  not  to  be 
sanctioned  by  a  Committee  of  this  House 
without  full  intention  and  knowledge  of 
what  it  is  about. 

*(12.14.)  Mk.  F.  S.  POWELL 
(Wigan)  :  I  think  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  entirely  failed  to  comprehend  the 
purpose  and  principle  of  this  Act  No 
extension  of  the  list  of  diseases  can 
take  place  without  the  consent  of  the 
Local  Government  Board ;  and  if  the  list 
were  extended  in  an  improper  manner, 
tliat  Authority  would  be  summarily  called 
to  account.  Nothing  is  further  from  the 
intention  of  those  who  framed  the  Act 
than  to  extend  the  list  in  the  direction 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Member. 

•Captain  VBRNEY:  But  it  may  be 
done. 

*(12.15.)  Me.  POWELL:  I  have  never 
heard  any  suggestion  of  the  kind, 
and  feel  greatly  surprised  that  such  wild 
observation^  jshou Id  be  uttered  by  the  hon. 
Member,  I  j  hope  that  the  Bill  will  be 
allowed  to  proceed. 

♦CAjPTAiJf  VERNEY:  I  entirely  agr^ 
with  the  hon.  Member  that  this  was 
never  conte^lplated ;  but  still  it  may  be 
done,  and  that  is  my  reason  for  bringing 
the  matter:  before  the  ^ouse. 

•(12.16.)  Mb.  M'LAREN  (Cheshire, 
Crewe):  Will  the  Local  Goven^inent, 
Board  give  us  some  assurance  that  this 
will  be  made  impossible  ?  There  may^  be 
no  intention  on  the  part  of  the  promoters 
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i>f  the  Bill  to  do  this  thing,  and  to  bring 
ill  these  other  diseases ;  but  so  long  as 
there  is  any  possibility  of  its  being  done, 
it  behoves  us  to  guard  against  it.  We 
have  been  taken  in  several  times  in  the 
piist,  and  we  do  not  wish  to  be  taken  in 
again.  Surely  the  Government  or 
the  hon.  Member  in  charge  of  the 
Bill  can  insert  words  expressly  limiting 
the  effect  of  the  measure. 

(12.17.)  Mr.  W.  H.  long  (Wilts, 
Devizes)  :  I  cannot,  in  the  absence  of  the 
President  of  the  Local  GovemmentBoard, 
give  any  such  assurance ;  but  I  may  point 
out  that  the  list  of  these  infectious  diseases 
cannot  ba  extended  except  with  the  con- 
sent of  the  Local  Government  Board,  and 
that  implies  that  extension  cannot  be 
made  without  the  knowledge  of  Parlia- 
ment. 

*Mr.  MCLAREN :  Why  not  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  long  :  AH  I  can  say  is 
that  I  will  undertake  to  lay  this  matter 
before  the  President  of  the  Local 
(xovernment  Board  before*  the  Report 
stage  is  reached. 

(12.19.)  Mr.  H.  H.  fowler 
(Wolverhampton) :  I  do. not  think  we  can 
proceed  any  further.  This  is  too  serious 
a  matter  to  be  left  merely  on  the  under- 
standing that  it  is  to  be  dealt  with  on 
the  Report  stage.  Wo  must  clearly 
understand  that  there  is  no  possi- 
bility of  doubt  on  this  question.  Under 
these  circumstances,  I  move  to  report 
Progress. 

Mr.  lees  KNOWLES  (Salford,  W.)  : 
May  I  point  out  that  this  Amendment  is 
one  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  St.  Pancras,  and  that  I  had  merely 
[iroposed  it  in  the  absence  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  Of  course,  if  there  is  any 
objection  to  it  I  am  quite  willing  to  ^-ith- 
draw  it. 

(12.21.)  Mr.  H.H.  FOWLER:  My 
position  is  simply  this :  A  difficulty  has 
arisen  which  the  responsible  Representa- 
tive of  the  Government  is  not  able  to 
clear  up.  This  Bill  has  been  advanced 
with  startling  rapidity.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
nian  in  charge  of  it  cannot  complain  of  any 
nlelay  in  putting  it  forward,  and  I  think  it 
is  only  due  now  to  the  House  that  we 
should- not  proceed  any  farther. 

.  Committee   report    Progress;    to    sit 
jvgain  to-morrow. 

Mr,  McLaren 


TREES  (IRELAND)  BILL.— (No.  70.) 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  2. 

,  Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 

9,  after  the  word  "  shall,"  to  insert  the 

words  "subject  as  hereinafter  mentioned." 

— {Mr.  Macartney.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

(12.23.)  Dr.  TANNER:  I  have 
already  explained  this  matter  to  the 
Committee.  The  hon.  Member  desires 
to  introduce  Amendments  which  were 
introduced  in  the  Bill  by  the  House  of 
Lords  on  a  prior  occasion,  and  inasmuch 
as  our  constituents  decline  to  accept  this 
Amendment  because  it  will  practically 
emasculate  the  measure,  I  must  object  to 
further  progress  being  made. 

Objection  being  takento  Further  Pro- 
ceeding, the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to 
make  his  Report  to  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  to-morrow. 

SMALL  HOLDINGS. 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee  on  Small 
Holdings  be  re-appointed  to  ioqaire  into  the- 
facilities  which  exist  for  the  creation  of  Small 
Holdings  in  Land  in  Great  Britain  ;  whether, 
either  in  connection  with  an  improved  system 
of  Local  Government  or  otherwise,  those 
facilities  may  be  extended :  whether,  in  recent 
years,  there  has  been  any  diminution  in  the 
number  of  Small  Owners  and  Cultivators  of 
Land ;  and  whether  there  is  any  evidence  to 
show  that  such  diminution  is  due  to  legislation. 

The  Committee  was  accordingly  nominated 
of, — Sir  Edward  Birkbeck,  Mr.  Broadhnrst, 
Sir  George  Campbell,  Mr.  Joseph  Chamberlain , 
Mr.  Chaplin,  Mr.  Jesse  Ceilings,  Visoount 
Curzon,  Sir  Charles  Dalrymple,  Sir  William 
Hart  Dyke,  Sir  Walter  Foster,  Mr.  Llewellyn, 
Mr.  James  William  Lowther,  Mr.  Scale- Hayne, 
Mr.Halley  Stewart,  and  Mr.  Angus  Sutherland, 
with  power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and 
records. 

Ordered,  That  five  be  the  quorum. 

Ordered,  That  the  Minutes  of  Evidence  taken 
before  the  Select  Committee  on  Small  Holdings 
in  1 889,  be  referred  to  the  Committee. — ( Jfr. 
Aktrt' Doug  las.) 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 
Twelve  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OP    L0ED8, 

Fz-iday,  28ifi  March,  1890. 


APPEAL  COMMITTEE. 
First  Report  from ;  read,  and  agreed  to. 

EARL   ERNE    (CLAIM    TO    VOTE    FOR 
REPRESENTATIVE    PEERS  FOR    IRE- 
LAND). 

Ordered  and  Directed,  That  a  Certi- 
ficate be  sent  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Parlia- 
nients  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in 
Ireland,  stating  that  the  Lord  Chancellor 
of  the  United  Kingdom  has  reported 
to  the  Honse  of  Lords  that  the  right  of 
the  Earl  Erne  to  vote  at  the  elections  of 
Representative  Peers  for  Ireland  has 
been  established  to  the  satisfaction  of  him 
the  said  Lord  Chancellor ;  and  tliat  the 
House  of  Lords  has  ordered  such  Report 
to  be  sent  to  the  said  Clerk  of  the  Crown 
in  Ireland ;  and  it  is  hereby  also  ordered, 
that  the  said  Report  of  the  said  Lord 
Chancellor  be  sent  to  the  Clerk  of  the 
Crown  in  Ireland. 

COUNTY  COUNCILLORS   (QUALIFICATION   OF 
women)   BILL. 

A  Bill  to  enable  women  to  be  elected  nnd  to 
act  as  Goanty  Coaucillors— was  presented  by 
the  Lord  Chaworth  ( E.  Jifeath)  ;  read  I" ;  and 
to  be  printed.    (No.  50.) 

BILLS   OF   SALE   BILL. 

A  Bill  to  exempt  certain  letters  of  hypotbe- 
cation  from  the  operation  of  the  Bills  of  Sale 
Act,  1882 ~was  presented  by  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor ;  read  I* ;  and  to  be  printed.    (No.  51.) 

INDUSTRIAL  SCHOOLS  BILL.      (No.  52.) 
A.  Bill  to  amend  and  consolidate  tho  Acts 
relating  to  industrial  schools  in  Great  Britain  : 

REFORMATORY  SCHOOLS  BILL.      (No.  53.) 

A  Bill  to  amend  and  consolidate  the  Acts 
relating  to  reformatory  schools  in  Great 
Britain  : 

JUVENILE  OFFENDERS  BILL.      (No.  54.) 
A  Bill  to  amend  the   Summary  Jurisdiction 

Acts  with  respect  to  the  punishment  of  javenile 

ofifendera  : 

Were  presented  by  the  Viscoant  Gross ;  read 

1*  ;  to  be  printed,  and  to  be  read  2"  on  Monday 

the  21st  of  April  next. 

VOL.  OCCXLIII.     [third  series.] 


TRUST   COMPANIES    BILL,— (No.  4t.) 
THIRD  READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Read- 
ing, read. 

♦The  Earl  of  MORLEY  :  My  Lords,  I 
had  not  an  opportunity  of  saying  any- 
thing upon  thiis  Bill  when  in  Committee, 
and  I  take  this  opportunity  of  express- 
ing my  regret  that  the  clause  as  to 
carrying  on  other  businesses  was  altered 
in  the  manner  in  which  it  was  in  Com- 
mittee. The  result  of  that  alteration 
will,  I  think,  be  to  render  the  Bill  abso- 
lutely nugatory.  It  is  evident  that  no 
company  at  present  exists  which  has  for 
its  sole  business  the  performance  of  the 
offices  of  executor  administrator  or 
Trustee,  and  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
possible  to  establish  a  company  which 
should  have  as  its  only  object  the  under- 
taking of  those  duties.  I  think  if  it  is 
desirable  to  enable  companies  to  act 
as  Trustees  or  executors,  it  is  essential 
that  these  companies  should  also  be 
permitted  to  undertake  other  business  of 
a  remunerative  character. 

Lord  HERSCHELL:  I,  of  course, 
agree  entirely  with  all  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  has  said.  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  go  over  the  ground  again  which 
I  traversed  when  the  Bill  was  in  Com- 
mittee. I  cannot  think  the  alteration 
then  made  will  afford  any  real 
protection  to  the  public  ;  because 
while  it  empowers  such  a  company 
only  to  undertake  the  performance 
of  the  duties  of  executors  and  trustees,  it 
in  no  way  limits  the  investment  of  its 
funds  by  such  a  company,  and  does  not 
prevent  it  involving  itself  in  the  very 
speculative  investments  which  were  the 
ground  of  objection  to  companies  which 
undertook  not  only  that  business  but 
other  businesses  as  well.  The  Amendment 
which  I  have  on  the  Third  Reading  is 
upon  Clause  24,  which  is  taken  verbatim 
from  my  noble  and  learned  Friend's  Bill 
relating  to  Public  Trustees,  and  I  have 
merely  made  the  Amendment  to  bring  it 
into  the  final  shape  which  that  Bill 
assumed.  It  is  in  line  25,  after  "  of*  to 
insert  "any  of,'*  and  to  leave  out  the 
words  **or  of  any  such  persons."  Then 
in  line  27  to  leave  out  the  words  after 
"  l>a,nk"  and  insert  words,  so  that  it  shall 
read  "  that  the  company  or  bank  shall 
F 
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not  be  deemed  liable  by  reason  of  having 
had  notice  thereof." 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

I3ill  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

PUBLIC  TRUSTEE  BILL. -(No.  43.) 
THIRD   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Read- 
ing read. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  :  My  Lords,  I  do 
not  propose  at  this  stage  to  revive  the 
discussion  which  took  place  in  Committee 
upon  this  Bill,  or  to  ask  your  Lordships  to 
re-consider  it  in  any  way.  My  proposal 
to  omit  certain  words,  which  I  will 
allude  to  in  a  moment,  was  defeated  in 
this  House,  and,  of  course,  here,  where  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  can  count  upon 
the  big  battalions,  it  would  have  been 
mseless  to  divide.  But  I  desire  to  call 
your  Lordships*  attention  to  the  Bill  as  it 
stands,  because  I  cannot  think  it  is  really 
appreciated,  or  that,  when  appreciated,  it 
<3an  be  permitted  finally  to  pass  in  its 
present  form.  The  Bill  provides  that 
where  any  property  which  is  subject  to 
■any  liability,  such  as  shares,  on  which 
calls  may  be  made,  is  vested  in  the  Pub- 
lic Trustee,  the  Public  Trustee  shall  not 
bo  liable  to  the  payment  of  any  such 
calls.  Whatever  may  be  said  for  limiting 
the  liability  of  Trustees,  I  think  it  ought 
only  to  be  done  under  careful  safeguards. 
Here  the  proposal  applies,  of  course,  only 
to  a  Public  Trustee,  and  I  must  invite 
jour  Lordships'  attention  to  what  will 
be  the  effect  of  the  Bill  as  it  at  present 
stands.  If  the  owner  of  shares  in  a  com- 
pany, upon  which  large  calls  still  remain 
to  be  paid  or  can  be  claimed,  thinks  fit  to 
vest  those  shares  in  the  Public  Trustee 
upon  trust,  we  will  say  for  a  member  of 
his  family,  the  effect  would  be  that  the 
"beneficiary  would,  under  that  trust, 
obtain  all  the  advantages  of  belonging  to 
the  company  in  the  way  of  receiving 
■dividends  in  common  with  all  the  rest  of 
the  shareholders ;  but  should  the  com- 
pany go  into  liquidation,  neither  the  bene- 
iciary  nor  the  Trustee,  nor  anybody 
else,  will,  in  respect  of  those  shares,  be 
liable  to  make  a  penny  of  payment 
towards  satisfying  the  claims  of  creditors, 
and,  of  course,  that  will  have  the  effect 
of  throwing  the  whole  of  the  burden 
upon  the  other  shareholders.  Now,  this 
is  not  merely  a  question  of  the  liability 
Lard  HerscJCdl 


of  Trustees,  public  or  otherwise  ;  it  is  a 
question  in  which  every  public  company 
and  everybody  who  holds  shares  in  a 
public  company  is  interested,  because,  of 
course,  in  the  event  of  liquidation  or 
loss,  they  are  all  liable  ;  that  is  to  say,  if 
there  are  debts  of  the  company  they  will 
fall  to  be  paid  by  all  the  shareholders 
alike,  and  if  any  shareholder  is  freed 
from  that  liability  it  throws  a  greater 
burden  upon  the  others.  If  you  say  that 
the  Public  Trustee  shall  not  be  liable 
beyond  the  amount  of  the  property  which 
he  holds  under  the  trust,  the  creditors 
will  still  have  to  be  satisfied,  and  there- 
fore heavier  calls  will  have  to  be  made 
on  the  other  shareholders.  That  will  be 
the  result  of  freeing  the  Public  Trustee 
from  liability  under  this  Bill.  I  cannot 
think  that  that  is  the  intention  of  your 
Lordships'  House,  or  that  it  ought  to  be 
carried  into  effect.  What  reason  is  there 
for  it  ?  Simply  the  result  will  be  that 
if  a  man  makes  the  Public  Trustee  his 
Trustee  in  regard  to  shares  in  a  company, 
he  thereby  wipes  out  that  portion  of 
the  capital  of  the  company.  Suppose 
that  the  capital  of  the  company  is 
£1,000,000,  and  a  large  number  of  the 
shares  representing  that  capital  are  put 
in  the  hands  of  the  Public  Trustee,  the 
result  will  be  that  whereas  the  capital  of 
that  company  appears  to  be  £1,000,000, 
it  is,  in  reality,  so  much  less.  That  result 
is  brought  about  simply  because  one  of 
the  shareholders  chose  to  vest  his 
shares  in  the  Public  Trustee.  It  may 
be  said  that  may  not  be  done  to  any 
great  extent ;  but  there  will  be  every 
temptation  for  people  holding  shares  to 
do  so.  Suppose  a  man  vests  shares  in 
the  Public  Trustee  for  his  son's  or  his 
daughter's  marriage,  he  will  get  all  the 
benefit  of  being  a  shareholder,  and  be  at 
the  same  time  freed  from  all  burdens. 
Your  Lordships  know  there  are  m^ny 
prosperous  companies  who  may,  never- 
theless, get  into  trouble.  Suppose  the 
capital  of  a  company  is  in  £25  snares,  on 
which  £5  may  have  been  paid,  so  that 
a  liability  of  £20  remains  upon  them. 
We  will  suppose  1,000  of  those  shares 
settled,  and  that  the  Public  Trustee  is 
made  Trustee.  £5,000  has  been  paid 
upon  them,  and  of  course  that  is  the 
amount  of  the  property  settled.  The  com- 
pany goes  into  liquidation ;  the  other 
shareholders  can  be  called  upon  to  the 
extent  of  £20  per  share  on  the  amount 
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of  their  shares,  but  no  call  can  be  made 
upon  the  1,000  shares  settled  in  the 
hands  of  the  Public  Trustee,  and  the 
result  is  that  that  unpaid  £20,000  is  as 
much  wiped  out  of  the  capital  of  the 
company  by  the  action  of  the  shareholder 
investing  it  in  the  Public  Trustee  as  if 
the  company  had  been  started  with  a  so 
much  smaller  capital.  I  have  spoken 
only  so  far  of  a  company  being  wound 
up ;  but  I  hardly  know  what  is  to  happen 
if  a  company  is  still  a  going  concern. 
The  Public  Trustee  is  not  to  be  bound 
to  meet  a  call  that  is  made — can  the 
shares  he  holds  be  forfeited?  K  an 
ordinary  shareholder  does  not  pay  his 
calls,  the  company  can  forfeit  his  shares; 
but  could  the  company  forfeit  the  shares 
hold  by  the  Public  Trustee,  who,  the 
Legislature  has  said,  shall  not  be  liable  to 
pay  beyond  the  amount  of  the  property 
he  holds  ?  I  think  that  is  a  matter  which 
is  at  least  open  to  grave  doubt.  I  will 
only  add  that  I  have  thought  it  right  to 
call  attention  to  the  matter  in  order  that 
it  may  be  considered  elsewhere.  Here  it 
is  quite  hopeless  now  to  expect  a  con< 
sideration  of  it ;  but  if  the  Bill  passed  in 
its  present  form  I  think  it  will  be  found 
hereafter  very  difficult  to  justify  such 
legislation.  The  truth  is  that  the  Public 
Trustee  ought  not  to  take  shares  in  trust 
unless  he  has  ample  property  in  his 
hands  to  meet  the  liabili^  upon  them,  or 
gets  an  indemnity  which  shall  be 
sufficient  to  satisfy  him  that  he  is  secure. 
No  Trustee  need  hold  shares  in  trust ; 
and  it  seems  to  me  that  if  the  Public 
Trustee  does  so  it  would  be  right  that  the 
shares  he  holds  should  remain  subject  to 
the  same  liability  as  other  shares, 
because  otherwise  they  are  at  once,  by 
that  difference  in  liability,  in  fact  de- 
ducted from  the  capital  of  the  company. 
This  is  a  matter  which  will  not  only 
affect  future  transactions,  but  will  affect 
existing  companies,  which  may  be  in  that 
way  deprived  of  part  of  their  share 
capital  in  some  cases,  and  in  others  have 
to  throw  greater  burdens  upon  their 
other  shareholders. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  My 
Lords,  I  do  not  desire  to  argue  the 
question  over  again  ;  but  it  seems  to  me 
that  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
entirely  forgets  the  difference  be- 
tween the  positions  of  the  Public 
Trustee  and  an  ordinary  Trustee. 
Unless   some    such    provision    as    this 


were  incorporated  in  the  Bill,  the 
Public  Trustee  could  never  accept  a 
trusteeship  or  executorship  which  in- 
volved taking  over  shares/.  The  extent 
to  which  he  will  be  liable  is  the  full 
amount  of  the  trust  property,  and  no 
more.  Being  only  a  public  official  and 
not  a  private  Trustee,  there  is  an  entire 
difference  between  his  position  and  that 
of  an  ordinary  Trustee.  Practically,  the 
effect  of  the  alteration  which  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  desires  to  make 
would  prevent  the  Public  Trustee  ever 
undertaking  any  trust  or  executorship  in 
which  there  were* shares  at  aJl ;  and  I 
hope  your  Lordships  will  not  allow  the 
effect  of  the  measure  to  be  defeated  by 
altering  this  excellent  provision,  as  it 
seems  to  me,  for  limiting  the  liability  of 
the  Public  Trustee. 
♦The  Earl  of  MORLEY:  I  would 
venture  to  suggest  that,  if  it  is  desirable 
to  relieve  the  Public  Trustee  from  all 
liabilities  in  respect  of  shares,  it  would 
be  a  simpler  plan  to  prohibit  the 
Public  Trustee  from  holding  any  but  fully 
paid-up  shares.  I  confess  it  seems  to  me 
that  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  behind 
me  has  made  a  very  strong  point  in 
pointing  out  the  unfairness  with  which 
companies  would  be  treated  under  such 
a  Bill  as  this. 

Bill  read  3*  (according  to  order)  ; 
Amendments  made;  Bill  passed,  and 
sent  to  the  Commons. 

IKELAND— THE  SPECIAL  COMMISSION 
ACT,  1888. 

Earl  GRANVILLE:  My  Lords,  the 
Lord  President  of  the  Council  and  the  Lord 
Privy  Seal  yesterday,  on  behalf  of  the 
Government,  read  quite  correctly  the 
words  of  two  Standing  Orders.  I 
naturally,  feeling  that  I  was  responsible, 
and  being  perfectly  aware  that  your 
Lordships  have  a  right  to  enforce  any 
Standing  Order,  immediately  gave  way, 
and  I  took  the  cours3  ivhich  was  sug- 
gested by  those  two  noble  Lords.  My 
only  compensation  at  the  time  was  that 
I  thought  it  would  call  even  a  little 
more  attention  than  would  otherwise 
have  been  paid  to  the  objections  which 
a  small  number  of  Members  of  this 
House  desire  to  record,  and  whose 
example  it  was  just  possible  a  larger 
number  might  follow.  Upon  further 
inquiry,  I  find  that  there  was  no  error 
F  2 
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committed  at  all  ^^esterday.  That 
entirely  relieves  me,  and  I  may  state  now 
what  happened.  The  chief  officer  at 
our  Table,  with  that  courtesy  with  which 
he  always  assists  Peers  on  both  sides  of 
the  House,  undertook  to  put  the  notice 
in  exact  form.  He  advised  that  some 
notice  should  be  given,  and  those  were 
the  words  which  he  adopted.  I  have 
here  a  list,  with  which  I  need  not 
trouble  your  Lordships,  of  instances 
during  the  last  seven  or  eight  years, 
where  Motions  of  this  kind  .have  been 
made,  absolutely  without  any  notice  at 
all,  and  therefore,  if  notice  had  been 
given  in  the  way  proposed,  it  would 
have  been  an  innovation,  and  contrary  to 
the  practice  of  your  Lordships'  House.  I 
do  not,  in  the  slightest  degree,  retire 
from  the  position  I  then  took. 

The  secretary  op  STATE  for  thi 
COLONIES  (Lord  Knutsford)  :  I  thought 
it  was  contrary  to  the  Standing  Orders. 

The  lord  PRIVY  SEAL  (li:arl 
Cadogan)  :  There  is  one  question  which 
I  would  like  to  ask  the  noble  Earl, 
whether  he  is  now  alluding  to  the  first 
or  second  of  his  Motions?  The  noble 
Earl  will  remember  that  he  has  made 
two  Motions.  The  first  Motion  is  now 
for  the  suspension  of  the  Standing 
Order. 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  I  am  talking  of 
the  objection  which  was  raised  yesterday 
to  my  question  proceeding  without 
notice  previously  given  of  the  suspension 
of  the  Standing  Order.  Upon  that,  I 
say  at  once  it  is  quite  clear  that  any  Peer 
has  a  right  to  say  the  Standing  Orders 
shall  be  carried  out  to  the  letter ;  but 
that  the  constant  practice  has  been,  and 
the  authorities  are  not  aware  of  any 
single  exception  to  it,  that  such  permis- 
sion has  been  given  to  Members  of  the 
House  without  any  notice  whatever. 
Therefore,  what  I  propose  now  to  do 
with  regard  to  the  first  Motion  is  to  ask 
your  Lordships  to  do  exactly  what  the 
Lord  President  of  the  Council  and  the 
Lord  Privy  Seal  requested  should  be 
done.  My  second  Motion  is  of  a  diJBFerent 
sort.  It  is  that  owing  to  a  misunder- 
standing, and  to  a  change  having  taken 
place  in  the  practice  of  the  House,  the 
names  of  some  Lords,  who  yesterday, 
under  a  misapprehension,  signed  the 
Protest,  be  permitted  to  stand.  I  think, 
considering  that  it  is  an  innovation 
which  your  Lordships  have  introduced 
Earl  Granville 


into  our  practice,  and  considering  the 
alacrity  which  I  showed  to  meet  the 
wishes  of  the  House,  it  would  only  be  in 
cognisance  with  the  usual  good  feeling 
of  the  House  if  that  iiermission  were 
given. 

Moved, '*  That  Standing  Order  No. 
XXXV.  be  dispensed  with.''— (TA^  Earl 
Granville.) 

•The  Earl  of  MILLTOWN  :  My  Lords, 
I  am  quite  sure  that  the  noble  lirl  will 
understand  it  is  not  with  any  desire  to 
be  discourteous  to  him  that  I  say  I  hope 
you  will  not  accede  to  the  Motion  he  has 
made.  The  Standing  Orders  of  your 
Lordships'  House  are  not,  as  it  seems  to 
me,  made  to  be  broken.  They  are,  I 
think,  of  some  value ;  and  if  your  Lord- 
ships accede  to  this  Motion,  all  that  noble 
Lords  need  do  on  another  occasion  when 
they  wish  to  evade  them  will  be  to  get 
up  and  move  their  suspension.  If  that  ift 
so  I  fail  to  see  what  use  Standing  Orders 
can  be.  I  recollect  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  Herschell  saying  on  one  occasion 
that  the  difference  between  the  Standing 
Orders  of  the  House  of  Commons  and 
those  of  your  Lordships'  House  is  chiefly 
this — 

'*  That  those  of  the  House  of  Commons  are 
not  so  severe,  but  they  are  always  in  force  ; 
whereas  those  of  your  Liordships'  House,  though 
muoh  more  severe,  are  very  seldom  enforced.' ' 

No  doubt  the  Government  may  from 
time  to  time  move  the  suspension  of  the 
Standing  Orders  in  order  to  enable  Bills 
to  pass  quickly  through  the  House  during 
the  Session.  That  is  a  privilege  which  I 
think  everybody  will  agree  that  Gk)vem- 
ments  of  whatever  shade  politically 
ought  to  possess.  There  may  be  cases 
where  it  is  necessary  to  exercise  that 
privilege  ;  but  in  this  instance,  neither 
yesterday  nor  to-day,  has  the  noble  Earl 
given  your  Lordships  a  single  reason  for 
suspending  the  Standing  Orders.  He 
has  now  explained  why  he  did  not  give 
notice  of  his  Motion  in  the  form  which 
was  suggested  by  Lord  Cranbrook  and 
Lord  Cadogan  ;  but  why  your  Lordships 
should  allow  the  Standing  Orders  to  be  sus- 
pended and  should  accede  to  the  proposal 
he  makes  for  allowing  those  noble  Lords, 
some  of  whom  were  not  present  at  the 
debate  at  all,  and  some  of  whom,  I  am 
told,  were  not  even  in  England,  to  sign 
this  Protest,  he  has  not  given  a  single 
reason.     I  need  only  refer  to  Sir  Erskine 
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May's  Parliamentary  Practice  to  show 
what  the  custom  of  your  Lordships' 
House  is  Tvith  regard  to  these  Protests. 
He  says  this — 

*<  Sometimes  leave  is  giyen  to  Lords  to  enter 
Protests  against  any  Tote  of  the  House  some 
time  after  the  period  limited  by  the  Standing 
Order." 

And  that  is  part  of  the  proposal  of  the 
noble  EarL  I  have  looked  back  to  see 
what  other  occasions  there  were  of  this 
kind  :  they  are  not  numerous,  but  there 
were  undoubtedly  two  upon  the  Irish 
Church  Bill.     Then  he  says — 

<'By  the  usage  of  the  House  of  Lords  the 
privilege  of  entering  a  Protest  is  restricted  to 
those  Lords  who  were  present  and  voted  when 
the  question  to  which  they  desire  to  express  their 
dissent  was  put ;  but  leave  is  sometimes  given 
to  Lords  to  sign  the  Protest  of  another  Peer, 
although  they  were  not  present  when  the 
^question  was  put.*' 

But  not  a  word  about  their  not  being 
present  when  the  debate  took  place,  and 
I  can  find  no  instance  of  any  Peer  being 
allowed  to  sign  a  Protest  who  was  not 
present  during  the  debate. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  :  Before  the  noble 
Earl  proceeds  I  should  like  to  call  his 
attention  to  a  few  instances.  On  the 
21st  July,  1882,  without  any  notice  of 
Motion  Avhatever  being  placed  on  the 
Paper,  it  was  ordered  that  Lord  Strath- 
«den  and  Campbell  be  allowed  to  sign  a 
Protest,  and  *Hhat  he  sign  the  same 
before  the  rising  this  day."  This  Protest 
was  entered  and  signed  by,  among  others, 
Lord  De  L*Isle  and  Dudley,  who  was  not 
present  that  day.  Then,  upon  the  Army 
JDiscipline  Bill,  in  1881,  it  was  ordered 
that  Lord  Stewart  of  Garlics  have  leave 
to  enter  a  Protest  "  before  2  o'clock  to- 
morrow," he  and  such  Lords  as  desired  ; 
and  the  Protest  was  entered  and  signed 
by,  among  others,  Lord  Hylton  and  Lord 
Waveney,  who  were  not  present.  I 
really  do  not  think  I  ought  to  trouble 
your  Lordships  by  going  through  all  the 
precedents  which  1  have  here. 

♦The  Eabl  op  MILLTOWN  :  This  is 
rather  a  long  interruption,  and  I  think 
it  would  have  been  better  if  the  noble 
Earl  had  given  those  precedents '  to  the 
House  when  he  made  his  Motion  ;  but  I 
do  not  gather  from  them  that  the  Peers 
mentioned  were  not  present  at  the  de- 
bates. 


Eabl  GRANVILLE : 
them  were  present. 


Yes :    none   of 


♦The  Earl  of  MILLTOWN  :  How- 
ever that  may  ba,  I  will  presently 
call  attention  to  an  authority  to 
whom  I  think  some  of  your  Lordships, 
at  all  events,  will  pay  respect — Lord 
Brougham — showing  that  this  is  not  tho 
practice  of  the  House.  In  1823  the  Ehike 
of  Somerset,  who  had  not  voted  on  the 
question,  nevertheless  protested,  and  upon 
Motion,  he  having  been  present  at  the 
debate,  though  he  had  not  voted,  the  Pro- 
test was  allowed  to  stand  on  the  Journals ; 
but  that  was  an  extremely  exceptional 
case,  and  was  made  dependent  on  the 
fact  that  though  he  had  not  voted  he  was 
present  at  the  debate  and  had  then  pro- 
tested against  the  Motion.  Now  some  of 
these  noble  Lords  were  not  present  at  the 
debate.  Then  there  is  reported  in  //an- 
sard  another  occasion  which  occurred  in 
this  House  on  the  16th  July,  1846.  That 
instance  was  with  regard  to  a  Protest 
against  the  Corn  Importation  Bill.  On 
that  occasion  the  Earl  of  Radnor  was 
allowed  to  call  their  Lordships'  attention 
to  a  question  of  some  importance  as  he 
conceived.  He  alluded  to  the  Protest  of 
certain  noble  Lords  against  the  Third  Read- 
ing. Tliat  Protest  was  signed  by  93  Peers ; 
and  he  always  understood  that  only  those 
Peers  who  were  present  could  enter  their 
protest,  and  that  was  a  salutary  rule.  He 
was  present  when  the  question  was  put, 
and  he  denied  that  more  than  one-third 
of  those  Peers  were  present. 

'*It  appeared  on  an  examination  of  the 
Journals  of  the  House  that  10  or  12  Peers  had 
put  their  names  to  the  Protest  against  the  Third 
Heading  of  the  Corn  Importation  Bill,  who  were 
not  in  the  House  during  any  part  of  the  dis- 
cussion of  that  measure.  He  (the  Earl  of 
Radnor)  was  not  desirous  that  any  Peer  who 
wished  to  have  his  name  handed  down  to  pos- 
terity as  professing  the  opinions  expressed  in 
that  Protest  should  bo  deprived  of  that  honour  ; 
but  he  tibought  that,  under  the  circumstances  he 
had  stated,  it  was  a  matter  for  their  Lordships' 
consideration,  and  he  would  leave  the  House  to 
deal  with  it  as  it  thought  proper.  He  found, 
on  comparing  the  number  of  Peers  in  attend- 
ance on  tho  discussion  of  the  Bill  with  the 
number  of  names  affixed  to  the  Protest,  that 
the  names  of  10  or  12  Peers  who  were  not  pre- 
sent at  the  time  were  appended  to  that  Pro- 
test. Now,  if  their  Lordships  overlooked  the 
first  objection,  he  hardly  thought  they  would 
overlook  the  second;  because  the  inference 
would  be  that  any  Peer,  at  any  time,  whether 
he  took  part  in  the  discussion  or  not,  might 
come  down  and  protest  against  it,  even  althou^ 
his  arguments  and  reasons  had  been  refuted  m 
the  course  of  the  debate." 
Upon  that  occasion  Lord  Brougham,  an 
authority,   I   think,  as  I  have  already 
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said,  to  whom  your  Lordships  will  pay 
some  attention,  said  that  he  conceived 
his  noble  Friends  had  done  great  service 
by  calling  attention  to  this  irregularity, 
which  he  believed  was  no  doubt  uninten- 
tional, and  arose  from  those  noble  Lords 
not  having  attended  to  the  Rule  of 
the  House.  After  what  I  have  ventured 
to  say  to  your  Lordships,  I  think  you 
will  see  that  the  irregularity  in  this  case 
cannot  have  arisen  from  that  cause,  and 
the  E*ule  is,  undoubtedly,  that  no  person 
who  was  not  present  could  protest.  He 
lays  that  down  without  reservation,  and 
he  concludes — 

'*  It  was  not  80  in  the  Irish  Parliament,  for  in 
the  Irish  Parliament  they  could  vote  by  proxy 
and  protest  by  proxy." 

But  clearly,  where  that  is  not  done 
in  the  Parliament  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  this  cannot  be  done.  Now, 
my  Lords,  I  will  ask  whether  we 
are,  for  no  reason  whatever,  to  abolish 
that  undoubted  custom  of  ParHament 
in  favour  of  these  noble  Lords,  some 
of  whom  I  am  credibly  informed  were 
not  even  in  England  when  the  debate 
took  place,  and  one  of  whom  has  not 
yet  even  taken  his  seat  in  this  House. 
If  that  noble  Lord  had  been  foolish 
enough  to  gratify  the  noble  Earl  by 
signing  this  Protest,  he  would  have 
rendered  himself  liable  to  a  penalty  of 
£500. 
♦The  Earl  of  MORLEY  :  I  should 
like  to  say  a  few  words  on  the  question 
of  procedure  in  reference  to  the  Standing 
Orders  of  this  House.  It  appears  to  me 
that  two  questions  have  been  somewhat 
confused  in  this  discussion :  the  first  is 
whether  Peers  have  ever  been  allowed 
to  sign  a  Protest,  not  having  been  present 
at  the  debate,  and  the  second  is  the 
manner  in  which  that  leave  has  been 
given.  I  believe  my  noble  Friend  be- 
hind me  (Lord  Granville)  is  perfectly 
right  in  stating  that  Peers  have  been 
allowed  to  sign  such  Protests  ;  but  the 
method  by  which  that  leave  has  been 
given  has  been  to  enter  it  simply  on  the 
Minutes,  without  bringing  it  before  the 
House  at  all.  In  this  case  the  question 
of  suspending  the  Standing  Orders  did 
not  arise  at  all.  When  &e  question 
is  brought  before  the  House,  as  it  was 
by  my  noble  Friend  yesterday,  the 
question  of  the  Standing  Orders  at  once 
arises.  There,  again,  my  noble  Friend 
opposite  (Lord  Cadogan)  was  right  in 
TJie  Earl  of  MUltoum 


saying  that  notice  should  be  given  be- 
fore Standing  Orders  are  suspended ; 
and  I  think  your  Lordships  will 
agree  with  me  that  there  is  no  case 
in  which  it  is  of  so  much  import- 
ance that  notice  should  be  given 
as  the  suspension  of  Standing  Orders. 
Under  these  circumstances,  it  seems  to 
me  the  noble  Earl  is  now  quite  in  order, 
and  if  the  noble  Lord  goes  to  a  Division 
I  shall  certainly  vote  with  him. 

The  Eakl  of  FEVEESHAM  :  I  think 
the  course  we  are  asked  to  take  is  rather 
an  unusual  one.  We  are  asked  to  suspend 
the  Standing  Orders  in  order  to  relieve 
certain  noble  Lords  who  were  not  present 
during  the  debate  and  enable  them  to 
enter  this  Protest.  Why  are  we  to  be 
asked  to  act  contrary  to  the  Standing 
Orders  of  this  House?  What  is  the 
intention   of   this   Standing  Order  1     It 


"  Sach  Lords  as  shall  make  protestations  or 
enter  their  dissents  to  any  votes  of  this  House, 
as  they  have  a  right  to  do,  without  askisic 
leave  of  the  House,  either  with  or  without 
their  reasons,  shall  cause  their  protestation  or 
dissents  to  be  entered  into  the  Clerk's  Book 
the  next  sitting-day  of  this  House,  before  the 
hour  of  2  o'clock,  otherwise  the  same  shall 
not  be  entered,  and  shall  sig^  the  same  before 
the  rising  of  the  House  the  same  day." 

Now  the  debate  took  place  this  day  a  week 
ago,  and  the  Protest  was  not  entered  in 
the  Clerk's  Book  before  2  o'clock  of 
the  next  day  of  the  House  sitting: 
on  the  contrary,.  I  believe  it  was 
not  entered  until  Tuesday  week,  and  the 
noble  Lords  did  not  6ign  on  that  same  day. 
What  was  the  object  of  this  Standing^ 
Order  ?  It  was,  I  apprehend,  to  ensjire 
that  noble  Lords  should  be  present  at 
the  debate,  or  should  be,  at  all  eyents, 
attending  in  Parliament.  Of  course,  the 
Protest  could  not  be  drawn  up  until  the 
result  of  the  debate  was  known ;  but 
the  Rule  points  out  that  the  Protest 
shall  be  entered  on  the  very  next 
day  of  the  sitting  of  the  House,  and 
shall  be  signed  the  same  day,  that  is  to 
say,  the  very  next  day  afterwards.  We 
are  now  asked  to  say  that  thisEule  shall  be 
suspended  nearly  a  week  after  the  debate 
occurred,  and  in  favour  of  noble  Lords 
who  were  not,  in  some  instances^ 
as  the  noble  Earl  has  stated,  even  present. 
He  has  stated  that  they  were  to  have 
signed  on  the  morrow,  and  he  now  asks 
us  to  suspend   this  Eule  in  order  that 
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these  noble  Lords  shall  sign  it.  I  think 
it  is  a  verj  irregnlar  conrse,  and  there- 
fore I  ask  yonr  Lordships  not  to  assent 
to  it. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  :  I  should  like 
to  call  attention  to  a  precedent  in  this 
matter.  On  the  7th  April,  1881,  on 
the  occasion  of  the  Third  Reading  of  the 
Army  Discipline  Bill,  a  Protest  was 
entered  nearly  a  month  afterwards.  On 
the  5th  May  it  was  ordered  that  Lord 
Stewart  of  Grarlies  should  have  leave  to 
sign  a  Protest.  The  Protest  was  entered 
accordingly,  and  was  signed  by  several 
noble  Lords  who  had  not  been  present. 

Lord  KNUTSFORD  :  The  Easter 
holidays  may  have  had  something  to  do 
with  it. 

Earl  CADOGAN  :  As  the  noble  Lord 
has  mentioned  my  name  in  connection 
with  the  proceedings  of  yesterday  I  will 
take  this  opportunity  of  stating  that  it 
was  i&T  from  my  intention  either  to  act 
with  discourtesy  towards  the  noble  Earl 
or  to  take  advantage  of  the  forms  of  the 
House  to  obstruct  the  Motion  which  he 
then  made.  But  I  would  remind  your 
Lordships  that  in  proceedings  yesterday 
two  Motions  were  made  by  the  noble 
Earl.  First,  there  was  a  Motion  brought 
forward  contrary  to  one  of  the  Standing 
Orders  of  this  House,  without  any  notice 
to  suspend  that  Standing  Order  for  the 
purpose  of  the  Motion;  and  the  second 
was  a  Motion  to  suspend  the  Standing 
Order  at  once  without  any  notice.  1 
felt  that  the  last  state  of  the  noble  Earl 
was  worse  than  the  first;  because  however 
inadvisable  it  was  for  the  noble  Earl  to 
take  the  course  of  moving  in  opposition 
to  a  Standing  Order,  as  he  did  in  his  first 
Motion,  at'all  events  it  might  be  said  that 
he  gave  notice  of  that  Motion  ;  but  the 
Motion  for  the  suspension  of  the  Stand- 
ing Order  which  he  subsequently  made 
was  given  without  any  notice  whatever. 
I  quite  agree  that  the  practice  of  this 
House  with  reference  to  matters  of  order 
is  at  all  times  lax,  and  especially  so  in 
comparison  with  the  practice  of  the 
other  House.  I  cannot  say  that  1  regret 
that  laxity  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  I  am 
bound  to  remind  the  House  that  it  is — 
and  I  speak  subject  to  correction — ^very 
uniusual  to  move  a  suspension  of  Standing 
Orders  without  notice. 

Earl  GRANVILLE:  Certainly;  we 
are  all  agreed  about  that. 


Earl  CADOGAN  :  I  think  the  noble 
Earl  will  agree  that  it  is  not  only  an 
unusual  but  an  extremely  undesirable 
course.  It  was  for  that  reason  that  I 
ventured  to  protest  yesterday  against 
the  course  which  the  noble  Earl  took. 
With  reference  to  the  Motion  which  he 
has  this  day  placed  upon  the  Paper,  it  is^ 
not,  in  my  opinion,  a  matter  for  Govern-* 
ment  to  decide ;  it  is  a  question  which 
the  House  must  decide  for  themselves. 
I  venture  to  think  that  perhaps 
too  much  importance  and  too  much  stress 
has  been  laid  upon  this  Protest,  of  which 
we  have  now  heard  so  much ;  and,  for  my 
own  part,  I  can  only  say  that  if  my  noble 
Friend  behind  me  goes  to  a  Division  I 
shall  deem  it  my  duty  to  vote  with  the 
noble  Earl  opposite,  and  in  saying  that  I 
believe  I  am  expressing  the  opinion  of 
my  Colleagues  who  sit  on  the  same  Bench 
with  me.  I  have  risen  chiefly  to  explain 
to  the  noble  Earl  the  reasons  for  the 
course  I  took  yesterday,  and  to  explain 
that  I  shall  not  be  prepared,  in  case  of  a 
Division,  to  vote  against  him. 

♦Earl  FORTESCUE  :'K  seems  obvious, 
notwithstanding  the  precedents  which 
have  been  cited,  that  a  blot  is  often  not 
hit  until  the  matter  raising  the  question 
has  been  brought  conspicuously  into> 
notice ;  but  I  think  it  is  a. sort  of  reditctioad 
ahsurdrun  with  regard  to  the  privilege  of 
signing  a  Protest  which  is  to  be  presei^^ed 
to  these  noble  Lords,  of  whom  I  am  told 
one  is  not  in  England  and  others  heard 
not  a  word  of  the  debate,  to  enter  a  week 
afterwards  their  names  on  the  Protest. 
No  doubt,  in  times  past,  very  remarkable 
Protests  have  been  made  and  signed  by 
men  of  great  eminence  ;  but  eveiy  argu- 
ment that  applied  to  the  disuse  of  the 
practice  of  giving  proxies,  which  your 
Lordships  agreed  to  within  my  recollec- 
tion as  being  one  that  was  unseemly, 
seems  to  me,  at  least,  as  applicable  to  the 
signing  of  Protests  Irjr  absentees  a  week' 
after  the  debate  has  taken  place. 
Whether  the  privilege  of  signing- 
Protests  is  worth  maintaining  I 
do  not  know:  I  have  no  very- 
strong  .  opinion  on  the  subject ;  but, 
I  do  say  that  if  ever  there  was  a  redue- 
tio  cbd  ahsurdum  of  a  practice  I  think 
we  have  had  a  sample  of  it  to-day,  and 
therefore  I  shall  vote  against  the  Motion 
of  the  noble  Earl.  I  think  its  effeci 
would    be    to    abolish    practically    the 
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sv^^ning     of    Protests    incidentally  and 
in  an  ignominious  way. 

On  Question,  their  Lordships  divided : 
—Contents  34  ;  Not  Contents  23. 

Resolved  in  the  aflfirmative. 

Moved,  "  That  the  following  Lords  be  at 
liberty  to  sign,  before  the  rising  of  the  House 
for  the  Easter  Recess,  the  Protest  entered 
against  the  Resolution  of  the  House  of  Friday 
21st  March,  although  their  Lordships  were  not 
present  when  the  question  was  put : — 

M.  Breadalbane. 
E.  Chesterfield. 
£.  Ashbumham. 
L.  Camoys. 
L.  Wentworth. 
L.  Vernon. 
L.  Thurlow. 
L.  Leigh. 

And  that  the  names  of 


L.  Acton. 

L.  Aberdare. 

L.  Hothfield. 

L.  Northbourne. 

L.  Hobhouse. 

L.  Burton. 

L.  Hamilton  of  Dalzell 

L.  Thring. 


V.  Hampden, 
L.  Colendge, 
L.  Kensington, 

who  signed  yesterday  (27th  March)  under  a 
misapprehension,  be  permitted  to  stand  {Earl 
Oranville) ;  agreed  to." 


LIGHT  RAILWAYS  (IRELAND)  ACT, 

1889. 
♦The  Earl  op  LEITRIM  :  My  Lords, 
before  proceeding  with  my  Motion,  I 
should  desire  to  give  notice  that  as  soon, 
as  possible  after  Easter  I  will  introduce 
a  Bill  to  amend  the  Tramways  (Ireland) 
Act,  1889.  With  regard  to  the  applica- 
tion of  the  Light  Railways'  Act  to 
Ireland  generally,  I  need  make  no 
explanatory  statement  as  to  my  reasons 
for  bringing  forward  this  Motion.  As 
far  as  it  applies  locally,  and  as  far  as  my 
Motion  applies  to  the  Grand  Jury  of  the 
County  of  Donegal,  I  should  like  to  state 
what  steps  I  have  taken  before  intro- 
ducing this  Motion  to  your  Lordships. 
I  have  given  private  notice  to  the  fore- 
man of  the  Grand  Jury,  to  the  mover 
of  the  resolution  of  the  Grand  Jury, 
with  reference  to  the  Letterkenny  and 
Dunfanaghy  Line,  to  the  Duke  of  Aber- 
com,  who  was  foreman  of  the  Grand 
Jury  of  Donegal  for  many  years  ;  I  have 
put  notices  in  the  county  papers,  and 
I  convened  a  meeting  in  the  dis- 
trict to  which  the  second  part  of  my 
Motion  refers  in  the  County  of  Donegal, 
through  which  the  Letterkenny  and 
Dunfanaghy  Line  would  run.  I  have 
circulated  among  your  Lordships  a 
Earl  Fortescue 


report  of  what  took  place  at  that  xneetiiig 
and  it  should  be  in  your  hands.  I  know 
it  was  in  the  hands  of  many  of  your  Lord- 
ships this  morning.  I  desire,  a«  far  as 
possible,  to  deal  with  general  principles, 
and  also  to  avoid,  as  far  as  possible,  all 
names  of  individuals  or  of  places.  My 
Lords,  taxation  without  representation 
stinks  in  the  nostrils  of  taxpayers  of  the 
United  Kingdom ;  but  in  the  case 
of  the  Tramways  of  Ireland  Act, 
the  pill  was  gilded  with  the 
grant  of  £1,250,000  from  the  Trea- 
sury, and  it  was  shipped  to  Ireland  as  a 
remedy  for  the  congested  districts.  I 
should  like,  before  I  pass  on,  to  say 
something  about  the  definitions  which 
have  been  given  of  what  are  called 
"  congested  districts."  I  have  never  seen 
any  intelligible  definition  of  what  a  con- 
gested district  is.  The  Commissioners 
under  the  Tramways  Act  asked  some  of 
the  witnesses  what  their  idea  of  a  con- 
gested district  was,  and  nne  witness 
would  say  that  it  was — 

"  A  district  in  which  there  were  a  great 
number  of  people  ;  " 

another  gentleman  would  say  that — 

**  The  number  of  acres  to  the  unit  of  popula- 
tion might  represent  what  would  be  a  congested 
district." 

But  when  tested,  I  find  that  that  defini- 
tion does  not  work  at  all ;  on  the  con- 
trary, it  gives  exactly  the  inverse  ratio : 
that  is  to  say,  that  in  these  congested 
districts  large  areas  exist  per  unit  of 
population,  but  the  land  is  worth  nothing. 
It  may  be  worth  6d.  or  Is.,  sometimes 
nothing  an  acre,  for  it  is  nothing  but 
stones  and  rocks.  Therefore,  that  will 
not  work.  Another  gentleman,  the 
foreman  of  the  Grand  Jury,  seems  to 
have  endeavoured  to  define  a  cong^ested 
district  by  a  negative  process.  He 
says — 

"  We  have  the  most  civilised  district  in  the 
county,  and  we  are  seven  miles  from  the 
nearest  railway,  and  no  chance  of  getting  any 
nearer." 

A  civilised  district  appears  to  be  his 
idea  of  what  is  not  a  congested  district. 
The  writer  of  a  letter  to  a  newspaper 
from  the  Parish  of  Bossgull  takes  the 
trouble  to  answer  that  definition,  and  he 
says  that  it  would  be  curious  and 
interesting  to  know  by  what  criterion 
this  gentleman  judges  the  different 
degrees  of  civilisation.     Do  they,  in  his 
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district,  all  use  tooth-brushes,  or  do  they 
wipe  their  noses  with  pocket-handker- 
chiefs, or  have  they  reached  that  stage 
which  a  writer  of  note  says  is  character- 
istic of  the  highest  culture — "  Do  they 
take  jam  with  their  mutton  V*  I  do  not 
think,  my  Lords,  that  one  will  work  any 
way.  But  I  will  endeavour  to  give  you 
my  idea  of  a  congested  distrtct.  My 
definition  of  a  congested  district  is  this : 
that  the  degree  to  which  a  district  is  con- 
gested may  be  estimated  by  the  propor- 
tion that  the  population  of  a  given  area 
bears  to  the  valuation  of  that  area  in 
pounds  sterling.  I  have  tested  it,  and  I 
should  like  to  give  a  few  examples  to 
illustrate  it  in  the  County  of  Donegal.  I 
have  taken  the  parish  as  my  area.  Of 
course,  you  can  apply  it  to  electoral  divi- 
sions ;  you  can  apply  it  to  a  Petty  Session 
district,  or  a  Union,  or  any  other  district 
you  choose ;  I  have  taken  the  parish. 
Now,  the  most  congested  district 
in  the  County  of  Donegal  is  what  is 
called  the  Bosses,  that  is  to  say,  the 
parish  of  Templecroome,  and  the  popu- 
lation there  is  just  three  and  a  half  times 
the  valuation.  The  next  are  the 
parishes  of  Lettermacward  and  Tullaho- 
begley,  and  there  the  population  is  two 
and  a  half  times  the  valuation  ;  and  so  it 
goes  on  until  you  get  down  to  the  valua- 
tion and  population  on  a  par,  when  it 
goes  on  until  the  valuation  exceeds  the 
population,  and  there  we  find  a  healthy 
and  prosperous  state  of  things.  Now, 
my  Lords,  coming  to  the  working 
of  the  Tramways  Act;  the  defect 
in  the  Act,  as  far  as  I  have 
been  able  to  lay  my  finger  upon 
it,  seems  to  be  that  the  congested  districts 
must  in  every  case  make  themselves 
responsible  for  the  whole  of  the  working 
expenses  of  these  lines.  I  desire  to 
point  out  to  your  Lordships  the  very 
serious  and  grave  danger  that  I  foresee, 
and  that  is  that  in  certem  cases  this  pill 
will  leave  such  a  nauseous  after- taste 
that  the  patient  will  vomit.  In  other 
words,  the  congested  district  will  turn 
upon  the  political  physician,  who  will 
have  produced  an  excretion  which  will 
have  germinated  into  a  white  elephant, 
the  burden  of  the  working  expenses  will 
be  greater  than  the  relief  to  the  taxpayers. 
The  next  defect  that  I  would  refer  to  in 
the  working  of  the  Act  is  this,  as  I 
understand  it :  The  Board  of  Works  have 
decided    that  no  new   lines  should  be 


scheduled  for  the  Summer  Assizes.  That, 
in  my  opinion,  would  be  a  very  wise 
policy ;  but  I  differ  with  the  Board  as  to 
what  may  be  considered  new  lines  of 
railway.  I  hold  that  where  the  Board 
of  Works  have  provisionally  allocated  a 
certain  sum  to  reach  a  certain  objective 
point,  adeviation  or  entirely  new  method  of 
reaching  that  objective  point  should  not 
be  considered  a  new  line,  but  should  be 
investigated  between  this  and  the 
Summer  Assizes,  and  have  its  merits 
weighed  against  any  alternative  route 
that  may  have  been  scheduled.  Let 
me  illustrate  this.  Point  Z  is  your 
objective  point  in  a  congested  district, 
and  P  is  fl  terminus  of  an  existing  line. 
A  sum  of,  say,  £200,000  has  been  pro- 
visionally allocated  for  a  line  from  P  to  Z. 
But  it  is  now  discovered  that  A  is 
really  your  base,  and  that  a  line  from 
A  through  P  to  Z,  your  objective  point 
— that  is  to  say,  from  your  base  to  your 
objective  point — would  be  10  miles  longer, 
and  therefore  at  £5,000  permile  would  cost 
£50,000  more  than  a  line  from  A,  your 
base,  through  a  point  Q,  to  Z.  That  is  to 
say,  line  A  P  Z  would  be  10  miles 
longer  than  A  Q  Z  ;  and  supposing  you 
can  show  that  there  are  existing  com- 
munications from  A  to  Q,  as  well  as 
from  A  to  P,  why  not  make  this  line, 
which  is  10  miles  shorter,  and  connect 
with  existing  communications  from  A 
to  Q  ?  Why  not  make  this  bit  of  line 
from  Q  to  Z  ?  Supposing,  also,  that  that 
line  would  better  open  up  the  congested 
districts  ;  supposing  that  that  shorter  line 
was  supported  by  a  large  and  representa- 
tive body  of  the  ratepayers,  I  ask  would 
it  be  wise,  would  it  be  business- 
like, would  it  be  politic,  to  treat 
such  a  line  as  a  new  line  and  refuse 
to  schedule  it  ?  I  do  pray  the  Govern- 
ment not  to  allow  such  red-tape  notions 
to  prevail.  Other  advantages  may  also 
be  derived  from  the  shorter  line — there 
would  be  reduction  in  working  expenses,' 
and  reduction  in  the  rates  per  mile ;  there 
may  be  even  lower  rates  from  A  to  Q 
than  there  are  from  A  to  P.  All  those 
considerations  may,  I  say,  if  such  a  line 
were  scheduled,  be  then  taken  into  con- 
siderati'^n  by  the  Commissioners  and  be 
duly  weighed,  and  thus  you  will  get  the 
best  value  for  your  money,  or  whatever  part 
of  the  £1,250,000  you  are  granting  from 
the  Treasury.  There  might  be  a  further 
advantage  in  this  shorter  line.   £200,000 
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was  the  stun  which  I  stated  might  he 
tiie  full  amount  required  to  construct  the 
line  ;  £50,000  would  be  saved  by  the  10 
miles  at  £5,000  a  mile,  and  if  that 
£50,000  were  placed  to  a  reserve  fund 
for  that  line  it  might  be  applied 
to  meet  one  of  the  very  great  defects  of 
the  working  of  this  Tramways  Bill,  that 
is  to  say,  it  might  be  applied  towards 
defi'aying  the  deficit  in  the  working  ex- 
penses. A  short  one-clause  amending 
Bill  might  be  necessary,  but  see  what 
you  would  save !  You  would  save  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  taxation  upon  a  con- 
gested district  which  already  is  struggling 
to  live.  Those  are  the  remarks  I  desire 
to  make  to  your  Lordships  as  far  as  the 
Act  may  be  applicable  to  the  whole  of 
Ireland.  In  regard  to  the  latter  part  of 
my  Motion,  I  desire  to  call  attention 
particularly  to  the  resolution  of  the 
Grand  Jury  of  the  County  of  Donegal, 
with  reference  to  the  Letterkenny  and 
Dun&inaghy  lin*.  I  should  like  to  read 
to  the  House  the  resolution  of  the  Grand 
Jury,  or  that  part  of  it,  at  all  events, 
which  says — 

"And  owiog  to  the  ratepayers  and  the 
Chrand  Jury  unanimously  condemning  the 
deviation  recommendisd  by  the  Board  of 
Works," 

and  so  on.  Now,  to  state  that  thousands 
and  thousands  of  ratepayers  -^ere  unani- 
mous seems  to  me  absurd  on  the  faci^  of 
it ;  but  was  that  statement  warranted  by 
facts  ?  The  mover  of  the  resolution  was 
a  land  agent  on  the  Grand  Jury  ;  and  at 
the  time  he  framed  the  resolution 
he  had  in  his  possession  a  letter  from  one 
of  the  largest  cesspayers  in  the  district, 
which  said  this — 

« I  do  not  think  the  lines  proposed  interest 
Milford  or  Mulroy  at  all ;  nobody  in  these  parts 
cares  in  the  least  which  of  the  proposed  routes 
is  adopted.  Of  course,  if  taxation  is  proposed 
on  these  districts  they  will  be  very  much  inter- 
ested, and  I  think  you  will  find  they  will  be  to 
a  man  against  either  route." 

That  letter  was  in  the  possession  of  the 
mover  of  the  resolution,  which  says  that 
the  ratepayers  were  in  favour  of  the 
route  that  was  condemned  in  that  letter, 
and  the  writer  of  that  letter,  I  think, 
made  good  his  case,  for  at  the  public 
meeting  which  I  have  already  referred 
to,  this  resolution  was  adopted — 

"  That  thi«  meeting  regrets  that  the  Grand 
Jury  should  have  resolved  that  the  rate^Miyers 
are  unanimous  in  condemning  the  deviation 
recommended  by  the  Board  of  Works.  That, 
believing  this  meeting  to  be  representatiYe  of 
The  Earl  of  Leitrim 


£20.000  of  the  £48,000  proposed  to  be  taxed  in 
the  barony  of  Kilmacrenan,  we  desire  to  support 
the  Commissioners  of  the  Board  of  Works  in 
their  deviation  from  Creeslough  viA  Carrigart 
to  Milford,  and  we  protest  agairst  the  Ghrand 
Jury  resolving  that  the  Letterkenny  and 
Gweedore  scheme  met  with  the  approval  of  the 
ratepayers  proposed  to  be  taxed." 

Now,  my  Lords,  that  meeting  was  a 
public  meeting,  and  was  in  every  way 
representative.  Land-owners,  priests, 
parsons,  ministers,  doctors  and  the  masses, 
were  all  represented  there,  and  what 
took  place  has  been  fully  reported  in 
the  county  papers.  I  have  circulated 
it  to  your  Lordships  this  morning. 
Three  other  resolutions  were  passed,  but 
I  will  only  trouble  the  House  with  one 
more.  One  was  praying  the  Govern- 
ment to  send  Commissioners  to  hold  an 
inquiry  in  Milford,  so  that  the  cess- 
payers in  these  districts  may  have  the 
same  opportunity  of  expressing  their 
opinions  as  has  been  granted  to  Letter- 
kenny, Dunfanaghy,  Bunbeg,  places  all 
on  one  side  of  the  barony.  Another 
resolution  was  praying  that  the  line 
which  I  have  sketched  by  the  letters 
A  Q  Z  should  be  scheduled  and 
inquired  into  on  its  merits.  Now, 
my  Lords,  I  would  only  make  further 
one  or  two  short  references  to  the  Grand 
Jury,  and  I  desire  to  do  so  with  every 
courtesy  that  I  can.  In  the  first  place, 
the  Grand  Jury  was  summoned  by  the 
High  Sheriff,  who  was  a  promoter  of 
the  line  that  was  disapproved  of  by  the 
Commissioners,  and  which  the  Grand 
Jury  appear  to  have  adopted.  I  do  not 
think  the  High  Sheriff  should  have  acted 
as  a  promoter ;  but  I  believe  that  it  was 
an  unintentional  blunder.  I  do  not 
wish  to  imply  that  he  packed  the  jury 
in  any  way,  I  merely  mention  it  as  a 
fact.  The  mover  of  the  resolution  was 
also  a  promoter  of  a  line  opposing  the 
Commissioners'  line  ;  and  in  promoting 
hiE  line  he  used,  as  he  had  a  pei^fect  right 
to  do,  every  technical  means  that  his  skill 
could  devise  to  impede  the  advantages 
of  this  Act  in  the  district  in  which 
this  great  meeting  which  I  have  spoken  of 
was  held.  In  taking  that  course  he  was 
endeavouring  to  secure  his  own  interests 
and  the  interests  of  his  neighbourhood  as 
he  had  a  perfect  right  to  do ;  but  when 
he  carried  his  promoters'  tactics  into  the 
Grand  Jury,  I  think  he  committed  a  very 
grave  and  serious  error  of  judgment; 
and  I  would  ask  your  Lordships,  who  are 
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^miliar  with  the  practice  of  magistrates, 
whether  we  hare  not  got  precedents 
against  such  a  course  ?  Take  the  Bench, 
or  take  first  of  all  your  own  Parliamentary 
Committees.  I  apprehend  that  the 
Grand  Jury  is,  as  nearly  as  possible, 
analagous  in  the  work  it  has  to  preform 
on  this  occasion  to  your  Parliamentary 
Committees.  Would  it  be  allowed  for 
a  moment  that  a  Peer  or  Member  of  the 
other  House  should  be  deeply  interested 
in  promoting  a  line,  and  yet  should  be 
sitting  upon  one  of  your  Parliamentary 
Committees  ?  I  apprehend  not,  my  Lords. 
Parliament  has,  to  a  certain  extent,  lost 
control  over  the  working  of  this  Light 
Railways  Act  by  committing  it  to  the 
Grand  Jury.  We  have  no  control  over 
the  Grand  Jury,  and  I  am  not  aware  that 
there  is  any  Executive  control  in  any 
way  over  the  Grand  Jury.  The  Grand 
Jury  which  acted  in  this  case  is, 
so  to  speak,  dead.  The  matter  will 
possibly  be  dealt  with  again  by  the  same 
Grand  Jury,  but  not  necessarily  so,  at  the 
Summer  Assizes.  Therefore  it  is,  my 
Lords,  that  I  have  endeavoured  to 
influence  the  great  voice  of  public 
opinion  in  this  matter,  so  that  it  shall 
not  be  possible  for  a  promoter  to  act  in 
the  face  of  public  opinion  as  a  judge  in 
his  own  cause.  I  fear  the  Grand  Jury 
have  not  risen  to  the  occasion.  Parliament 
has  confided  to  them  a  great  responsi- 
bility, and  I  trust  that  some  good 
may  come  at  the  Summer  Assizes  from 
this  Motion.  Before  T  sit  down  I  should 
like  to  say  that  I  think  the  Government 
should  exercise  the  greatest  supervision 
that  is  possible  over  the  administration 
of  this,  as  1  believe,  great  healing 
measure.  My  desire  is  that  it  should 
reach  not  merely  the  homes,  but  that  it 
should  reach  the  hearts  of  the  people  in 
the  congested  districts.  I  desire  to  move 
that  the  Beport  and  the  Evidence  taken 
before  the  Commissioners  be  laid  upon 
the  Table. 

Moved — 

"  That  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners  and 
the  Evidence  taken  before  them,  under  the 
Light  Railways  (Ireland)  Act,  1889,  with 
rerarence  to  the  Letterkenny  and  Dunfanaghy 
Line  be  laid  upon  the  Table."— (The  Lord 
Clements,  JE.  Leitrim,) 

Eabl  CADOGAN  :  My  Lords,  I  think 
the  House  will  hardly  wish  me  to  follow 
my  noble  Friend  into  all  the  subjects 
upon  which  he  has  touched  in  his,  it  he 


will  forgive  me  for  saying  so,  discursive 
speech.  I  think  it  lyould  hardly  assist  us  in 
arriving  at  a  conclusion  upon  the  question 
he  has  raised  if  I  were  to  discuss  with 
him  what  is  the  real  meaning  of  the  term 
**  congested  districts."  No  doubt  that  is 
a  matter  which  it  is  somewhat  difficult  to 
explain  to  the  satisfaction  of  all ;  and,  as 
I  understand,  he  merely  alluded  to  the 
congested  districts,  because  he  considered 
that  the  Light  Bailways  Act  of  the 
Gk>vemment,  was  intended,  to  some  extent 
at  all  events,  to  benefit  those  districts. 
Therefore,  I  do  not  think  I  need  allude 
any  further  to  that  matter.  But,  my 
Lords,  the  noble  Earl  made  some  general 
remarks  upon  the  working  of  the  Light 
Railways  Act,  and  he  came  after  a  time 
to  the  discussion  of  the  particular  case 
to  which  I  think  he  intended  in  the 
main  to  direct  the  attention  of  the 
House. 

*Thb  Earl  of  LEITRIM :  No ;  to  its 
working. 

Earl  CADOGAN:  The  noble  Earl 
gave  as  an  instance  certain  railways,  the 
points  of  which  he  defined  by  letters  of 
the  alphabet,  and  in  a  later  portion  of  his 
speech  he  reminded  us  that  those  letters 
of  the  alphabet  which  he  had  previously 
named  stood  in  reality  for  two  places 
which  he  has  named  in  the  notice  of  his 
question.  Therefore,  I  thought  I  was 
justified  in  imagining  that  the  real  object 
of  my  noble  Friend  was  to  call  attention 
to  the  particular  railway  in  which  I 
believe  he  has  an  interest.  He  has 
called  attention  specially  to  the  con- 
stitution of  the  Grand  Jury,  whose  duty 
it  was  to  decide  upon  the  railway  which 
is  mentioned  in  the  notice  paper,  and  he 
referred  to  one  of  the  members  of  that 
Grand  Jury,  who  was  pers6nally,  to  a 
large  extent,  as  I  understood,  interested 
in  the  alternative  line  which  at  that  time 
was  discussed ;  and  he  told  us  that,  in  his 
opinion,  it  was  exceedingly  improper  that 
a  man  should  in  such  an  inquiry  as  that 
be  a  judge  in  his  own  cause,  and  should 
be  called  upon  to  decide  a  question  in 
which  he  had  a  large  pecuniary  interest. 
I  believe  that  is  the  argument  really  of 
my  noble  Friend.  1  cannot,  of  course, 
for  one  moment  differ  from  my  noble 
Friend's  view  in  that  matter ;  but  I  think 
he  will  admit  it  is  not  one  in  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  competent  to 
interfere.  Nobody  knows  better  than 
my  noble   Friend  that  the  Gk)vernment 
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have  nothing  to  do  with  the  striking  of 
u  Gi*and  Jury.     There  is  no  power  even 
of  challenging  members  of  a  Grand  Jury ; 
and  it  is  impossible  for  the  Government, 
in   the  review    which   thej   must   ulti- 
mately make  of  these  proceedings,  to  take 
into  account  the  personal  predilections  or 
circumstances  of  any  persons  who  serve 
upon  the  Grand  Jury.     Therefore,  I  am 
afraid  to  that  extent  I  cannot  offer  my 
noble   Friend  any  satisfaction.     But   I 
think  perhaps  the  House  will  allow  me, 
as    the  noble   Earl   hsus   alluded  to  the 
general  working  of  the  Act,  to  state,  in 
a  few  words,  for  the  benefit  of  those  who 
may  not  understand  the  matter  as   well 
as  my  noble  Friend  does,  what  has  been 
the   course    adopted  in    deciding    upon 
the  various  lines  which  are  to  be  carried 
out  under  the  Act.     The  several  schemes 
which  have  been  brought  to  the  attention 
of  the    Government   were   sent  to  the 
Commissioners  of  Public  Works   on  the 
2nd  September,  and  further  Memorials 
were  forwarded  to  the  Commissioners  as 
they  were  received.    A  notice  was  issued 
on  the  25th  October  calling  upon  persons 
interested    in   any   lines   who    had   not 
already  submitted  Memorials  or  State- 
ments to  send  them  in  before   Novem- 
ber 1.     A  list  of  lines   to  be   scheduled 
was   subsequently   made   out    and   em- 
bodied in  an  Order    in    Council    passed 
on  November  1.      Immediately    on   re- 
ceipt of  the  plans  from  the  promoters  of 
thi  several  schemes  the  Board  of  Works 
summoned  the  several  persons  selected 
to  make  the  public  inquiries  to  a  confer- 
ence, when  the  most  minute  and  detailed 
instructions  were  given  to   them   as  to 
the  manner  in  which  they  should  conduct 
their  inquiries,  and  the  nature  of  the  Re- 
port to  be  furnished  thereon.     On  Janu- 
ary 6  formal  appointments  were  issued  to 
the  several   Inspectors   to  hold  the  in- 
quiries, as  set  forth  in  an  advertisement 
notice,  which  was  published  in  the  Local 
as  well  as  in  the  Metropolitan  papers,  and 
all  the  plans  and  other  documentary  in- 
formation furnished  by  the  promoters,  in 
accordance  with  instructions,  were  trans- 
mitted to  the  several  Inspectors,  with  a 
request   that  their    Report    should    be 
handed  in  not  later  than  February  17,  in 
order  to  enable  the  Board  to  complete 
their  communications  with  the  Treasury, 
and  have  the  cases  laid  before  the  Grand 
Juries  of  the  several  counties  concerned 
at  the  approaching  Spring  Assizes.  They 
Earl  Cadogan 


were  also  furnished  with  special  maps 
showing  the  baronies  and  electoral  divi- 
sions of  the  scheduled  districts,  and  the 
fishery  piers  and  harbours  therein,  to- 
gether with  statistics  of  population,  taxa- 
tion, and  other  matters  bearing  upon  the 
subject  of  their  inquiries.  The  last  of 
the  public  inquiries,  which  were  of  a 
most  exhaustive  character,  was  closed 
on  February  3.  The  Board  of  Works 
subsequently  communicated  to  the  pro- 
moters the  result  of  the  inquiries.  But 
they  have  not  yet  furnished  a  General 
Report  to  the  Government,  who  are, 
therefore,  not  yet  in  a  position  to  come  to 
a  final  decision  in  the  matter.  There- 
fore, I  think  my  noble  Friend  will  see 
that  inasmuch  as  the  Government  have 
not  yet  received  the  General  Report,  it  is 
impossible  for  them  to  deal  piecemeal 
with  one  Report  at  a  time  from 
the  different  districts.  It  is  quite 
obvious  that  if  my  noble  Friend  suc- 
ceeded in  inducing  the  Government  to 
discuss  with  him  this  particular  proi>osal 
with  regard  to  his  district,  other  noble 
Lords  who  are  interested  in  other  parts 
of  Ireland  will  feel  themselves  entitled  to 
call  in  question  the  decisions  of  the 
Grand  Juries  throughout  the  country.  I 
think  the  noble  Lord  will  see  that  it  is 
impossible  for  the  Government  to  en- 
courage that  method  of  procedure.  He 
has  also  told  us  that  there  were  no 
possible  means  of  revision  or  control 
over  the  proceedings  of  the  Grand  Jur}-. 
I  think  in  that  he  was  inaccurate. 

♦The  Earl  op  LEITRIM:  No;  the 
noble  Earl  is  referring,  I  suppose,  to  the 
Treasury  ? 

Earl  CADOGAN:  At  all  events,  if 
what  is  done  does  not  meet  with  the 
approval  of  the  Lord  President  in  Council 
there  is  further  power  given  in  that 
respect.  Under  those  circumstances,  I 
hope  my  noble  Friend  will  not  be  dis- 
satisfied when  I  say  that  we  are  unable 
to  lay  this  particular  Report  to  which  he 
alludes,  with  the  evidence  relating  to  it, 
on  the  Table  of  the  House;  but  I  can 
assure  him  that  as  soon  as  the  Govern- 
ment have  received  the  Reports  from  all 
the  various  districts,  information  relative 
to  them  all  will  be  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment. 

♦The  Earl  of  LEITRIM:  My  Lords, 
the  statement  of  the  noble  Earl  is  entirely 
satisfactory  to  me.  It  is  just  what  I 
desired.     I  may  say  that  the  concludmg 
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part  of  the  Motion  was  really  formal  in 
order  to  afEord  me  an  opportunity  of 
speaking  in  reply.  My  speech  was 
directed,  perhaps,  qnite  as  much  outside 
this  House  as  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  I  will  not  trouble  your 
Lordships,  therefore,  with  any  further 
remarks. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn. 

HERRING    FISHERY    (SCOTLAND)   ACT 
(1889)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  CommoQS ;  read  1", 
and  to  be  printed.     (No.  55.) 

House  adjourned  at  Six  o'clock,  till 
To-morrow,  Ten  o'clock 


HOUSE   OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  28th  March,  1890. 


NATIONAL  DEBT. 

E*3turn  ordered — 

"  Showing  at  the  close  of  each  financial  year, 
from  1836-6  to  1889-90,  both  inclusive,  the 
aggregate  Gross  Liabilities  of  the  State  as 
represented  bj  the  Nominal  Funded  Debt,  esti- 
mated Capital  Value  of  Terminable  Ajinuities, 
Unfunded  Debt,  and  other  Liabilities  in  respect 
of  Debt,  the  estimated  Assets,  and  the  aggregate 
Net  Liabilities,  also  the  Exchequer  Balances ; 
and,  showing  at  the  close  of  each  financial  year, 
from  1835-6  to  1889-90,  both  inclusive,  the 
Gross  and  Net  Expenditure  charged  on  the 
Consolidated  Fund  on  account  of  the  National 
Debt,  and  other  payments  in  respect  of  Debt/' 
— (^iV  W,  Sareaurt,) 

EAST  INDIA  (CRAWFORD  CASE.) 
Address  for — 

''  Copies  of,  or  Extracts  from,  Correspondence 
relating  to  Memorials'  from  Members  of  the 
Civil  Service  as  to  the  Mamlutdars  incriminated 
in  the  Crawford  Case."— (Afr.  BradUugJi,) 


SELECTION  (STANDING  COMMITTEES). 

Sir  John  Mowbray  reported  from  the 
Committee  of  Selection ;  That  they  had 
added  to  the  Standing  Committee  on 
Trade  (including  Agriculture  and  Fish- 
ing), Shipping,  and  Manufactures,  the 
following  Fifteen  Members  in  respect  of 
the  Bankruptcy  Bill :  Mr.  T.  H.  Bolton, 
Mr.  Caine,  Mr.  J.  A.  Campbell,  Mr. 
Chance,  Mx.  Handel  Cossham,  Sir  Robert 


Fowler,  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler,  Mr.  Gedge, 
Mr.  Haldane,  Sir  E.  Harland,  Colonel 
Hill,  Mr.  Kelly,  Sir  Joseph  M^Kenna, 
Mr.  J.  Lloyd  Morgan,  and  Sir  Albert 
RoUit. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

QUESTIONS. 


MINUTE  OF  LORD  DUFFERIN  OF  6th 
NOVEMBER,  1888. 
Me.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  he  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  the  whole  of  the  Minute  of  the 
Marquess  of  Dufferin  and  Ava,  as  Vice- 
roy and  Governor  General  of  India,  dated 
6th  November,  1888,  portions  of  which 
Minute  have  been  already  presented  to 
Parliament? 

•The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  Wes<^ 
minster)  :  No,  Sir  ;  in  view  of  the  confi- 
dential nature  of  the  circumstances,  the 
Secretary  of  Sfcats  cannot  lay  the  Minute 
upon  the  Table. 

Mr.  BUCHANA.N  (Edinburgh,  W.)  : 
May  I  ask  whether  the  object  with 
which  this  Paper  has  been  asked  for  both 
in  this  and  the  other  House,  and  the 
object  with  which  it  was  granted,  was 
not  to  communicate  to  the  House  the 
views  of  the  Governor  General  and 
other  Indian  Authorities  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  am  unable  to 
follow  the  argument  of  the  hon.  Gentle 
man  ;  but  speaking  upon  the  responsi- 
bility of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  I 
am  prepared  to  say  that  it  is  not  in  the 
public  interests  that  this  Paper  should  be 
given. 

.Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  whole  of  this 
Minute  has  been  printed  in  India,  and 
that  the  withholding  of  it  on  the  jiart 
of  the  Government  may  place  in  an 
unfortunate  position  the  discussion  which 
is  likely  to  arise  upon  the  Indian  Council 
BiU? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  think  it  is 
possible  that  by  a  serious  breach  of  con- 
fidence on  the  part  of  some  one  in  the 
Public  Service,  what  purports  to  be  the 
Minute  may  have  been  given ;  but  that 
would  not  justify  me,  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  in  laying  the 
Paper  on  the  Table. 
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THE  LATE  MAHARAJA  SCINDIA, 
.  Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  the  telegram  of  the  Governor 
of  India,  on  the  19th  June,  1886,  to  the 
late  Maharaja  Scindia,  was  in  reply  to 
the  dying  request  of  His  Highness,  that 
his  son  should  not  be  placed  for  instruc- 
tion under  a  European  tutor ;  and  whether 
the  Secretary  of  State  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  the  complete  text  of  the  letter  the 
late  Maharaja  referred  to  in  the  previous 
answer  of  the  Under  Secretary,  and  of 
any  reply  thereto  ? 
♦The  UNDERSECRETARY  or  STATE 
FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J.  Fer- 
oussON,  Manchester,  N.E.)  :  I  shall  be 
much  obliged  to  the  hon.  Member  if  he 
will  postpone  this  question.  I  have  not 
been  able  to  communicate  with  the 
Secretary  of  State  to-day. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  Will  Monday  do  ? 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  Yes  ;  I  think  I 
shall  be  able  to  answer  it  on  Monday. 

MERCANTILE  SHIPPING  REGULATIONS 
IK  INDIA. 
Sir  ROPER  LETHBRIDGE  (Ken- 
eington,  N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  whether  the 
provisions  of  the  Merchant  Shipping  Act 
Amendment  Bill,  so  far  as  they  affect 
foreign  vessels  loading  or  discharging  in 
British  ports,  will  apply  (should  they 
become  law)  to  foreign  vessels  loading  or 
discharging  in  Indian  ports;  and,  if  not, 
whether  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
will  call  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  to  the  point,  so  that 
British  subjects,  whether  English  or 
Indian,  may  not  be  put  at  a  disadvan- 
tage? 

•The  president  of  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
W.)  :  Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to  answer 
this  question.  The  Bill  would  not  apply 
to  foreign  vessels  in  Indian  ports.  It 
would,  however,  be  open  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  to  enact  analogous  pro- 
visions. 

Sir  R.  LETHBRIDGE :  Arising  out 
of  that  answer,  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  is  now  repre- 
senting the  India  Office  here  if  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  will  communicate  with  the 
Government  of  India  upon  the  subject  1 


♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  I  think  my  hon. 
Friend  had  better  wait  and  see  what  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  are. 

IRELAND— DISTRICT  INSPECTOR 
BIGLEY. 

Mr.  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  representations 
have  reached  him  that  District  Inspector 
Bigley,  of  Lurgan,  lodged  a  complaint 
with  the  superior  officer  of  a  member  of 
the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary,  named 
Dennis  Burke,  that  he  had  been  seen 
walking  in  company  with  a  Nationalist 
car  owner,  named  John  Byrne,  of  Porta- 
down,  and  that,  in  consequence  of  the  re- 
port, Burke  was  removed  to  another 
station  ;  and  whether  the  Government 
will  take  any  action  in  the  matter  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.) :  The  Constabulary  Authorities 
report  that  the  constable  named  was  not 
transferred  to  another  station  on  the 
grounds  mentioned  in  the  question,  but 
because  of  his  having  absented  himself 
from  his  station  without  leave. 

IRISH  FISHERIES. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  his  attention 
has  been  directed  to  the  Report  of  the 
Inspectors  of  Irish  Fisheries  dealing  with 
the  damage  done  by  the  drainage  works 
to  the  spawning  grounds,  and  to  the 
statement  of  the  Inspectors  that  the 
works  at  Lough  Allen  and  Killaloe  will 
have  an  injurious  effect  on  salmon  and 
trout  fishing  in  the  Shannon,  as  the 
excavations  will  destroy  the  spawning 
beds,  and  that  the  same  result  will  ensue 
on  continuation  of  the  works  at  Battle 
Bridge ;  and  whether  any  modification 
or  alteration  will  be  adopted  in  connec- 
tion with  the  drainage  works  which  will 
prevent  such  damage  to  the  important 
fishing  interests  ? 

Mr.  PATRICK  JOSEPH  O'BRIEN 
(Tipperary,  N.)  also  asked  whether 
several  communications  have  been  re- 
ceived from  the  "Limerick  Board  of 
Fishery  Conservators,"  requesting  to  be 
furnished  with  the  Report  of  the  Evi-. 
dence  taken  by  the  Inspectors  of  Irish 
Fisheries  last  year  in  the  inquiry  held 
by  them  along  the  Shannon  as  to  the 
alleged  injuries  to  the  fisheries  by  the 
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**  Shannon  draiuage  works,"  and  the 
wholesale  destruction  of  the  salmon  fry 
by  the  too  sadden  lowering  of  the  sluice 
gates  at  KiUaloe  as  also  alleged;  what 
was  the  nature  of  the  Report  on  this 
inquiry,  and  will  it  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  ;  and  what  is  the  objection  to  the 
Report  of  the  Evidence  being  supplied 
to  the  Board  of  Conservators  at 
Limerick  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  Inspectors 
of  Lrish  Fisheries  have  reported  that  the 
drainage  works  on  the  Shannon  will 
injure  the  fisheries.  The  .  Board  of 
Works  hold  an  opposite  opinion.  The 
Fishery  Inspectors*  Report,  and  the  ob- 
servations of  the  Board  of  Works  thereon, 
have  been  communicated  to  the  Conser- 
vators of  the  river,  who  originally  moved 
in  the  matter,  and  whose  reply  is  now 
awaited. 

De.  tanner  :  Will  no  attentiou  be 
paid  to  this  Report  by  the  Inspectors  of 
Irish  Fisheries ;  will  the  suggestion  of 
the  Board  of  Works  be  adopted;  are 
the  representations  of  the  Inspectors  to 
be  ignored? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  My  answer 
could  not  possibly  have  conveyed  such  an 
idea. 

ballycotton  pier. 

Dr.  TANNER:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  if  he  is  aware 
that  the  Grand  Jury  of  the  County  of 
Cork  have  again  refused  to  take  over 
Ballycotton  Pier  from  the  Irish  Board  of 
Works  ;  whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  Report  of  Mr.  Kirkby,  M,A., 
C.E.,  that  he  found  all  the  defects 
previously  complained  of  more  damaging 
to  the  structure,  and  that  the  pier  was 
in  a  much  worse  condition,  there  being  a 
distinct  and  appreciable  settlement  in  the 
pier  head,  and  the  filling  of  the  interior 
of  the  pier  was  also  settling  down  and 
being  washed  away;  and  to  the  state- 
ment of  General  Thackwell,  that  he  had 
also  visited  the  pier  and  found  it  to  be  in 
a  most  unsatisfactory  condition ;  and 
whether  any  steps  will  be  talsen  during 
the  coming  season  to  remedy  the  defects 
and  prevent  further  damage  to  the  pier 
in  question  ? 

♦Thb  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.)  :  I  have 
not  seen  the  Report  of  the  County  Sur- 
veyor, or  heard  of  any  action  of  the 
Grand  Jury.     I  am  informed  that  the 


pier  was  examined  by  the  Board  of 
Works'  District  Engineer  on  the  22nd 
of  January  last  He  reported  that  on  a 
comparison  of  the  levels  at  several 
well-defined  points  he  could  find  no  differ- 
ence since  they  were  measured  in  1888, 
nor  in  the  batter  of  the  walls.  With  the 
exception  of  differences  in  a  few  points, 
which  are  of  no  structural  importance, 
the  pier  and  breakwater  were  in  a  com- 
plete state  of  preservation.  No  repairs 
whatever  have  either  been  made  or 
required  since  the  transfer  to  the  county 
on  the  31st  January,  1888. 

Db.  tanner  :  Am  I  to  understand 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  heard 
that  the  Grand  Jury  has  irefused,  for  the 
fifth  time,  to  take  this  pier  over  ? 

♦Mb.  JACKSON  :  I  had  not  heard,  until 
the  hon.  Member's  question  appeared 
upon  the  Paper,  that  any  further  action 
had  been  taken  by  the  Grand  Jury.  As 
I  have  said,  careful  measures  have  been 
taken  from  time  to  time,  and  I  believe 
that  there  has  been  no  change  in  the 
condition  of  tlie  pier. 

Db.  TANNER:  If  the  Grand  Jury 
persist  in  their  refusal  to  take  the  pier 
over  will  the  Treasury  endeavour  to  get 
the  defects  complained  of  remedied  1 

♦Me.  JACKSON  :  Either  last  year  or 
the  year  before  I  told  the  hon.  Member, 
in  answer  to  a  question,  that  the  pier  had 
been  handed  over  in  consequence  of 
the  Act,  and  it  is  not  in  the  power  of  the 
Treasury  or  the  Board  of  Works  to 
interfere. 

ALLEGED  SEVERE  SENTENCE. 
Db.  TANNER:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  his  attention  has 
been  directed  to  the  report  of  the  sentence 
inflicted  on  a  young  boy  named  Thomas 
Keefe,  of  Youghal,  by  Mr.  Frank  Hodder, 
R.M.,  from  which  it  appears  that  Keefe 
was  convicted  on  the  unsupported 
evidence  of  a  man  named  Josh  Desmond ; 
whether  Mr.  Hodder  is  correctly 
reported  in  Cork  papers  to  have  stated 
that  he  would  sentence  Keefe  to  six 
months'  imprisonment  with  hard  labour 
were  it  not  for  his  youth ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  offence  complained  of 
was  Keefe  telling  a  man  who  spoke  to 
and  consulted  him  about  the  purchase  of 
some  cattle  at  Midleton  Fair  that  the 
cattle  were  the  property  of  a  man  who 
had  occasioned  the  arrest  of  a  mutual 


159 


Sliannon 


{COMMONS} 


friend  of  theirs  ;  and  whether  an  inquiry 
will  be  made  into  the  circumstances  of 
the  case  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  informed 
that  Keefe  is  not  a  young  boy.  He 
admitted  in  Court  that  be  is  17  years  of 
age,  and  that  he  was  a  dealer  in  cattle 
on  his  own  account.  He  was  repre- 
sented by  a  solicitor  at  the  hearing  of 
the  charge.  The  statement  in  the  third 
paragraph  does  not  accurately  represent 
the  offence.  The  man  who  was  intimi- 
dated by  Keefe  from  buying  Desmond's 
cattle  did  not  consult  Keefe  on  the  sub- 
ject, nor  was  an  attempt  made  at  the 
trial  to  show  that  Keefe  had  any  pre- 
vious knowledge  of  the  man.  Desmond 
deposed  to  these  facts  in  Court  and  his 
testimony  was  unshaken  on  cross-exami- 
nation by  the  solicitor  for  the  defence. 
No  evidence  was  brought  forward  on 
behalf  of  Keefe.  TJie  magistrates,  on 
the  evidence  produced,  ordered  Keefe  to 
find  bail  for  his  future  good  behaviour, 
or,  in  default,  three  months'  imprison- 
ment. The  Court  had  judicial  know- 
ledge of  the  prevalence  of  boycotting  at 
Midleton  Fair.  The  presiding  magis- 
trate did  announce  that  only  for  the 
youth  of  the  defendant,  and  that  it  was 
his  first  offence,  the  magistrates  would 
have  inflicted  a  sentence  of  six  months' 
imprisonment.  Keefe  has  given  the 
required  bail. 

Dr.  tanner  :  Was  he  convicted  on 
the  unsupported  evidence  of  Desmond  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  said 
that  Desmond  was  a  witness  against 
him. 

Dr.  tanner  :  The  only  witness  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  know ; 
but  Desmond's  evidence  was  unshaken 
on  cross-examination. 

Dr.  tanner  :  Was  it  not  the  simple 
fact  that  the  man  who  wished  to  purchase 
the  cattle  asked  the  boy  Keefe  whose 
cattle  they  were ;  that  the  boy  told  him ; 
and  it  was  upon  that  that  the  charge 
was  made  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  That  does  not 
appear  to  have  been  the  fact,  but  contrary 
to  the  absolute  fact. 

Dk.  TANNER:  What  evidence  was 
there  against  Keefe  except  that  of 
Desmond  ? 

[No  reply.] 

Dk.  TANNER  :  Tliis  is  j^sitivoly  dis- 
graceful. 

Dr,  Tanner 
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Mr.  PATRICK  JOSEPH  O'BRIEN  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  how  soon  will 
the  Land  Sub-Commissioners  sit  again  at 
Nenagh,  County  Tipperary,  no  Sub- 
Commission  having  been  held  for  the 
Unions  of  Nenagh,  Borrisokane,  and  por- 
tion of  the  Roscrea  Union  connected  with 
Tipperary,  since  the  month  of  November, 
1888;  and  whether,  having  i-egard  tothis 
fact,  and  considering  the  position  of  the 
tenants  in  these  districts,  in  many  of 
whose  cases  notices  have  been  served  for 
nearly  three  years,  the  tenants  being  still 
obliged  to  pay  the  old  rents,  and  that  in 
several  hundreds  of  cases  under  tht* 
Land  Act  of  1887  notices  have  been 
lodged  for  more  than  two  years,  in  which 
cases  the  tenants  would  be  entitled  to 
be  refunded  by  the  landlords  the  dif- 
ference in  the  sums  paid  by  them  since 
the  passing  of  the  Act,  and  the  amounts 
of  the  judicial  rents  when  fixed,  he  will 
facilitate  the  holding  of  the  Commission 
in  these  districts  at  an  early  date  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Land 
Commissioners  report  that  a  Sub- 
Commission  sat  to  hear  cases  from  the 
district  named  during  the  months  of 
January  and  February,  1889.  All 
originating  notices  received  before  31st 
October,  1887,  were  disposed  of  at  that 
sitting.  The  Commissioners  have 
arranged  for  a  Sub-Commission  to  sit 
for  this  district  at  an  early  date. 

SHANNON  DRAINAGE  WORKS. 
Mr.  PATRICK  JOSEPH  O'BRIEN  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Sicretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury, with  reference  to  an  answer  which 
he  gave  on  the  Ist  July  last,  in  reply  to 
a  question  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Huntingdonshire  (Mr.  Smith-Barry), 
relating  t  j  the  Shannon  Drainage  Works, 
namely — 

*'  That  the  Board  of  Works  are  of  opinion 
that  no  Heriou8  injuries  can  result  to  the 
fisheries  by  these  works," 

will  he  state  on  whose  authority  the 
Board  of  Works  was  guided  in  that 
opinion  ;  whether  the  Shannon  Conser- 
vators think  differently;  and  whether  the 
evidence  taken  by  the  Inspectors  of 
Irish  Fisheries  in  their  inquiry  tended 
to  disprove  the  statement  in  question  ; 
and  what  amount  of  money  was  sunk  in 
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the    drainage  works  at  Killaloe,  which 
were  washed  away  by  the  recent  floods  ? 

•Mr.  JACKSON :  I  think,  but  I  ato 
not  snre,  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chief  Secretary  has  promised  to  lay  cer- 
tain Papers  on  the  Table,  which  will,  I 
understand,  give  the  information  sought 
by  the  hon.  Member.  As  regards 
Killaloe,  I  would  only  refer  the  hon. 
Member  to  the  answer  I  gave  to  him 
3'est3rday  on  the  same  subject. 

Mr.  p.  J.  O'BRIEN :  WDl  the  hon. 
Gentleman  be  good  enough  to  answer 
the  last  part  of  the  question  ? 

•Mr.  JACKSON:  I  am  unable  to 
answer  it.     I  do  not  know. 

Dr.  tanner  :  Has  any  modification 
or  alteration  been  adopted  in  regard  to 
the  drainage  works  of  Killaloe? 

•Mr.  JACKSON  :  If  the  hon.  Member 
will  put  the  question  on  the  Paper  I  will 
inquire. 

POSTAL  ACCOMMODATION  AT 
NENAGH. 
Mr.  PATRICK  JOSEPH  O'BRIEN : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
what  is  the  cause  of  the  long  delay  in 
the  erection  of  the  postal  pillar  boxes 
decided  to  be  placed  at  certain  points  in 
the  town  of  Nenagh,  County  Tipperary  ; 
and  whether  he  will  be  pleased  to  have 
inquiry  made  ? 

•The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes,  University  of  Cambridge) :  I 
find  that  the  new  letter  box  in  Barrack 
Street,  Nenagh,  to  which  it  is  presumed 
the  hon.  Member  refers,  was  erected 
yesterday.  The  box  has  not  been  placed 
in  position  quite  so  quickly  as  usual, 
owing,  I  understand,  partly  to  delay  on 
the  part  of  the  contractors  in  supplying 
it,  and  partly  to  a  difficulty  which  arose 
in  r^ard  to  the  site. 

THE  STATUTE  OF  EDWARD  III. 
Mr.  WILLIAM  CORBET  (Wicklow, 
E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  if  ho  can  state  when  the 
Return  of  the  Statute  of  Edward  III., 
ordered  on  3rd  instant,  will  be  issued  ? 

•Mr.  JACKSON :  It  is  not  a  matter 
within  the  control  of  the  Treasury ;  but  I 
have  made  inquiry,  and  I  am  informed 
that  this  Return  will,  it  is  hoped,  be 
issued  in  a  few  days. 
VOL.  CCCXLin.    [third  SERIES.] 


NET  RENTAL  IN  IRELAND. 

Mr.  JOHN  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush< 
cliffe)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  the  term  "  net  rental,"  used  on 
page  3,  Return  C.  5879,  Session  1889, 
and  also  on  page  3,  Return  C.5978  Session 
1890,  of  the  Sales  of  Land  (Ireland),  has 
the  same  meaning  as  that  given  to  it  in 
his  speech  in  introducing  the  Land 
Purchase  Bill;  and,  if  not,  what  is  its 
meaning  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Net  rent,  as 
used  by  the  Land  Commission,  excludes 
only  head  rent.  Crown  rent,  tithe  rent- 
charge,  and  drainage  charge,  but  includes 
rates  payable  by  landlord.  Under  my 
Bill  the  tenant  will  never  have  to  pay 
head  rent.  Crown  rent,  or  tithe  rent- 
charge;  and  net  rent,  or,  as  it  should 
rather  be  called,  net  value,  excludes  all 
rates  hitherto  paid  by  landlord,  but 
henceforth  to  be  paid  by  the  purchasing 
tenant. 

ALLBGED  BOYCOTTING  AT  CORK. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieuten- 
ant of  Ireland  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  statements  in  the  Irish 
newspapers  of  the  boycotting  of  the 
Reverend  Matthew  Kerr,  Presbyterian 
minister  of  Cork;  and  if  he  can  state 
whether  the  reports  are  accurate  ;  and,  if 
so,  what  the  nature  of  the  boycotting  is  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  There  has  been, 
and  is,  so  far  as  I  know,  no  boycotting, 
either  in  the  proper  acceptation  of  that 
word  or  in  the  modified  sense  of  exclusive 
dealing,  of  the  reverend  gentleman  in 
question.  I  understand  that  he  thought 
he  was  looked  coldly  on  by  his  clerical 
brethren,  and,  further,  that  he  was  not 
appdiited  to  a  prison  chaplaincy  to  which 
he  misidered  he  had  a  claim.  These 
would  seem  to  be  the  proceedings  which 
he  chooses  to  describe  by  the  very  inap- 
propriate term  of  boycotting. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Has  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  adopted  the  obvious  course  of 
inquiring  from  the  reverend  gentleman 
himself  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  No,  Sir. 

THE  RIVER  BARROW. 
Mr.  LEAHY  (Kildare,  S.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the   Chief    Secretary  to  the    Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  it  is  his  inten- 
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tion  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  the  drain- 
age of  the  River  Barrow  this  Session ; 
and,  if  so,  when  does  he  purpose  intro- 
ducing it,  and  if  it  will  be  on  the  same 
lines  as  the  one  of  last  Session  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  shall  bring.in 
a  Bill  if  I  see  a  reasonable  chance  of 
passing  it. 

EVICTIONS  IN  DONEGAL. 

Mb.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan» 
N.)  :  I  beg  toask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
the  lately-contemplated  evictions  on  the 
Stewart  and  Swiney  Estates  in  County 
Donegal  have  beenabandoned  in  deference 
to  anysuggestionsmadeon  the  part  of  the 
Irish  Executive ;  whether  like  suggestions 
were  made  to  the  agent  of  the  Olphert 
Estate ;  and,  if  so,  by  whom,  and  what 
was  his  reply  ;  how  many  families  have 
been  evicted  on  the  Olphert  Estate 
during  the  past  week;  how  many 
evictions  were  abandoned  and  by  whose 
authority,  and  for  what  cause  they  were 
abandoned ;  and  whether  the  Govern- 
ment will  propose  by  their  Land  Pur- 
chase Bill  to  enable  tenants  evicted,  and 
more  especially  tenants  evicted  in  con- 
gested (^tricts  on  the  seaboard  since  the 
Land  Purchase  Bill  was  introduced,  to 
avail  themselves  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  must  ask  the 
hon.  Member  to  repeat  the  question  on 
Monday. 

CHARGE  AGAINST  AN  IRISH  MAGIS- 
TRATE. 
Mb.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  any  com- 
plaints have  reached  the  Lord  Chanicellor 
of  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Hugh  Grahaiii|ij.P., 
of  Rahoney,  Dromore,  County  Tyrone, 
accusing  him  of  drunkenness  and 
threatening  to  assault  a  passenger  in  a 
railway  carriage  on  the  27th  of  March, 
1889,  of  being  under  the  influence  of 
drink  while  giving  evidence  in  a  Land 
Court  on  23rd  January,  1889,  when 
Mr.  Justice  Litton  had  him  removed 
from  court  by  a  policeman  ;  and  of  being 
on  another  occasion  drunk  at  the  Omagh 
Railway  Station  and  annoying  ladies, 
when  a  policeman  who  was  asked  to 
arrest  him  refused,  on  the  grounds  that 
he  was  on  railway  premises  ;  and  whether 
Mr.  LeaJiy 


the  Lord  Chancellor  has  inquired  into 
these  allegations,  and  with  what  re- 
sult? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  must  also 
ask.  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  repeat  this 
question  on  Monday,  and,  in  the  mean- 
time, I  will  obtain  iuformation. 

THE  EXPLOSIVES  ACT. 

Mb.  gill  (Louth,  S.) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
whether  it  is  competent  to  hold  a  secret 
Court  of  Inquiry  under  the  Explosives 
Act;  and,  if  so,  under  what  conditions 
and  restrictions  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GE'NERAL  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  MADDEN,University  of  Dublin) : 
It  is  qu^te  clear  that  a  magistrate  acting  in 
Ireland  under  the  6th  section  of  the  Ex- 
plosive Substances  Act,  1883,  may 
examine  witnesses  on  oath  and  take 
their  depositions  otherwise  than  in  open 
Court.  Should  the  examination  take 
place  in  the  presence  of  any  person 
charged  with  the  offence  his  counsel  or 
attorney  are  entitled  to  be  present  as  of 
right. 

MR.  M*DERMOTT. 

Mb.  gill  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  whether  Mr. 
M*Dermott,  an  evicted  tenant  of  the 
Clanricarde  Estate,  has  now  been  11 
weeks  in  prison  ;  and  whether,  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  he  has  been  brought 
wiihin  the  past  week  from  Gal  way  Gaol 
to  Ballinasloe,  and  remanded  for  the 
tenth  time  for  refusing  to  give  evidence 
before  a  secret  inquiry,  and  that  he  has 
on  this,  as  on  each  previous  occasion, 
offered  to  answer  any  questions  put  to 
him  in  open  Court,  under  these  circum- 
stances, and  considering  the  severe 
punishment  this  gentleman  has  now 
been  subjected  to,  and  the  cost  to  the 
taxpayer  involved  in  these  frequent 
remands,  he  will  now  direct  that  Mr. 
M*Dermott  be  released  ? 

Mb.  MADDEN:  This  is  a  matter 
entirely  within  the  discretion  of  the 
ma^trate,  with  whom  the  Executive 
cannot  interfere.  ,  • 

Mb.  GILL:  Considering  the  utter 
futility  of  this  proceeding  up  to  the 
present  moment,  the  great  expense  in- 
volved, and  also  the  fact  that  Mr.  M*Der- 
mott  has  repeatedly  offered  to  answer 
any  question  that  may  be  put  to  him  in 
open  Court,  will  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
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mftn  the  Chief  Secretary  exercise  the 
disci^tioii  vested  in  him  and  order  the 
man's  release  ? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  see 
anything  in  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  shonld  affect  the  decision 
of  the  Government  either  one  way  or  the 
other. 

RICHARD  PIGOTT. 

Mb.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rngby) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  the 
Gonmiissioner  of  Police  sent  an  officer  to 
Mr.  Soames  to  ask  him  whether  he  had 
paid  to  the  late  Richard  Pigott  any  of 
the  notes  which  he  sent,  jnst  before  his 
flight,  to  his  housekeeper  in  Dublin,  and 
could  he  state  what  was  the  purport  and 
date  of  Mr.  Soames'  reply  ;  whether  the 
police  traced  two  of  the  notes  for  JGIO 
and  £5  as  having  been  paid  to  Mr. 
Soames  by  his  bankers  upon  his  cheque ; 
whether  a  constable  then  saw  Mr.  Soames, 
and  upon  what  date,  and  with  what 
object;  whether  Mr.  Soames  wrote, 
and  on  what  date,  complaining  of  the 
language  used  to  him  by  the  con- 
stable ;  whether  any  reply  has  been  sent 
to  this  letter;  and  whether,  having  regard 
to  the  &ct  that  a  witness  before  the  Special 
Commission  absconded  while  under  cross- 
examination,  the  Home  Office  have  also 
ascertained,  or  will  ascertain,  to  whom 
and  when  Mr.  Soames  paid  the  two  notes, 
and  who  paid  them  to  Pigott,  and  when  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  The  answer  to  the 
first,  third,  fourth,  and  fifth  paragraphs 
is  in  the  negative.  The  answer  to  the 
second  paragraph  is  in  the  affirmative. 
The  police  did  endeavour  to  ascertain 
whether  any  person  was  responsible  for 
the  absconding  of  the  witness  Pigott. 
The  inquiries  made,  of  which  I  have 
already  given  the  hon.  Member  the  result, 
and  the  evidence  given  in  Court  having 
satisfied  the  police  that  Mr.  Soames  was 
not  so  responsible,  any  such  inquiry  as 
suggested  in  the  last  paragraph  would  be 
immaterial. 

Mb.  COBB  :  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  not  understand  that  it  has 
never  been  suggested  that  Mr.  Soames 
was  responsible  ?  But  have  not  the  Home 
Office  attempted  to  trace  the  notes  to  the 
actual  person  who  paid  them  to  Pigott  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  The  police  found 
that  the  two  notes  ultimately  came  from 
Mr.  Soames ;  but  whether  they  passed 


through  Mr.  Soames's  hands  or  through 
the  hands  of  some  of  his  clerks  was  not 
a  matter  for  the  police  to  inquire  into. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE:  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  these  notes 
were  drawn  by  Mr.  Soames  from  the 
bank  before,  according  to  his  own 
evidence,  he  knew  anything  about 
Pigott? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  have  given  as 
complete  an  answer  as  I  can.  Mr. 
Soames  drew  the  notes  from  the  bank ; 
they  were  subsequently  found  in  the 
possession  of  Pigott's  housekeeper ;  and 
therefore  no  further  inquiry  was 
necessary. 

Mb.  COBB :  The  point  is,  who  was  the 
individual  who  placed  those  notes  in 
Pigott's  hands? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  I  perfectly  under- 
stand what  the  hon.  Member  means,  and 
I  have  given  him  all  the  informatioiil 


INSPECTOR  JARVI8. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  he  will  cause 
Frederick  Jarvis,  now  and  in  1888  in  the 
service  of  the  Criminal  Detective  De- 
partment, to  be  asked  whether  he  was, 
in  November  or  December  of  1888,  at 
Kansas  City  with  two  persons  named 
Pinkerton,  who  have  a  private  detective 
agency  in  the  United  States ;  whether  he 
went  with  the  two  Pinkertons  to  Pueblo 
Colorado,  and  whether  he  went  himself 
to  Del  Norte,  which  is  close  to  the 
ranche  belonging  to  P.  J.  Sheridan ; 
whether  his  presence  in  Del  Norte  was 
in  any  way  connected  with  the  vicinity 
of  the  ranche  to  that  town;  and  whether 
the  Pinkertons'  agency  is  employed  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  repeat  once 
again  that  Inspector  Jarvis  has  never 
at  any  time  been  at  or  near  Kan- 
sas City,  or  Del  Norte,  Colorado.  The 
story  of  this  officer's  mission  to  Colorado 
is  an  absolute  fabrication,  I  make  this 
statement  on  the  information  of  Jarvis's 
superior  officer,  who,  of  course,  has  taken 
proper  means  to  satisfy  himself  of  the 
facts. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  :  Does  the  right 
hon.     Gentleman    himself    know    that 
Jarvis's  superior  officer  has  satisfied  him- 
self of  these  facts  ? 
G  2 
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Me.  MATTHEWS:  I  have  had  the 
iaformation  commanicated  to  me  by 
Inspector  Jarvis's  superior  officer  as 
authoritaiive. 

THE  HISTORICAL  MANUSCRIPT 
COMMISSION. 
Mr.  CRILLY  (Mayo,  N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  if  he  can 
explain  how  it  is  that  some  of  the  volumes 
issued  by  the  Historical  Manuscript 
Commission  in  1888  were  allowed  to 
appear  without  the  valuable  and  ex- 
haustive index  which  usually  accompanies 
these  interesting  collections  of  manu- 
scripts ;  and  if,  seeing  that  the  value  and 
usefulness  of  these  volumes  are  largely 
Mdbanced  by  such  an  index,  he  will 
x«i|«est  the  Historical  Manuscripts  Com- 
mission to  prepare  and  publish  an  index 
to  the  manuscripts  of  the  Duke  of  Hut- 
land,  the  manuscripts  of  Earl  Cowper, 
and  any  other  volume  of  the  series  that  is 
at  present  without  an  index  ? 

•Mr.  JACKSON  :  A  question  upon  this 
subject  was  answered  by  the  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department 
yesterday.  Perhaps  the  hon.  Member 
will  be  good  enough  to  repeat  the  ques- 
jfcion  to  my  hon.  Friend. 

SERIOUS   CHARGE  AGAINST  A 

WARDER. 

Dr,  tanner  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 

rtary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 

.  in    connection   with    the   murder  of  a 

prisoner  in  Strange  ways  Gaol,  whether, 

*in   view   of  the   fact  that   the   warder 

Mitchell  had  been  previously  charged  by 

rthe   Governor  of  the  Gaol   in  question 

>with  assulting  another  delirious  prisoner, 

r  any  steps  were  taken  by  the  Prison  Coni- 

imissioners  to  prevent  the  repetition  of 

.  >s«ch  an  offence ;  whether  Mitchell  will 

\he  re-admitted  into  the  prison  service ; 

whether,  as  Mr.  Justice   Grantham,  in 

his  charge  to  the  jury,  said  that  probably 

the  day  warder,  Rappley,  had  been  the 

.  cause  of  Gtitcliffe's  death,  it  is  the  inten- 

^ioTL  of  the  Government  to  proceed  against 

»ilappley;  and  whether  an  inquiry  will 

be  instituted  into  the  circumstances  of 

^•the  case,  and  take  into  consideration  the 

^ -suggestions  of  Inspector  Captain  Wilson  ? 

The    secretary   of  STATE    for 

THE      HOME      DEPARTMENT    (Mr. 

Maituews,  Birmingham,  E.)  :  It  is  not 

^e     fact    that     Mitchell     had      been 

previously     charged      with      assaulting 


a  prisoner,  and  he  was  charged  at 
the  Assizes,  not  with  murder,  but 
with  manslaughter,  and  was  acquitted. 
Mitchell  has  not  been  re-admitted  into 
the  prison  service,  and  will  not  be.  I  do 
not  understand  the  Judge  to  have  ex- 
pressed an  opinion  as  stated  in  the  ques- 
tion. There  is  no  evidence  against 
Rappley  which  would  justify  proceedings 
being  taken  against  him.  The  fullest 
inquiry  has  already  been  made  into  the 
whole  of  the  circumstances,  and  every 
precaution  will  be  taken  in  future  to  pre- 
vent the  possibility  of  such  an  occurrence. 

THE    NEW   FOREST. 

Mr.  COMPTON  (Hants,  New  Forest) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury if  his  attention,  or  that  of  the 
Commissioners  of  Woods,  <fec.,  has  been 
lately  directed  to  the  enclosure  of  some 
50  acres  of  the  open  lands  of  the  New 
Forest,  in  the  parish  of  Boldre,  in  or 
about  the  year  1832  ;  and  if  he  could 
state  under  what  powers  these  enclosures 
were  made ;  if  under  the  Act  of  1  and  2 
Will.  4,  cap.  57,  under  what  powers  the 
Office  of  Woods,  &c.,  now  claim  a  fee 
simple  in  such  land  free  of  commoners' 
rights,  and  charge  a  rack  rent  for  the 
same  under  a  lease  made  to  private 
Trustees  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON:  Yes,  Sir.  The 
attention  of  the  Treasury  has  been 
directed  to  the  subject  of  my  hon. 
Friend's  question.  These  enclosures 
were  made  under  the  Act  of  1  and  2 
Will.  IV.,  cap.  59,  not  57,  as  stated  in  the 
question ;  and  I  am  informed  that, 
inasmuch  as  this  land  has  been  enclosed 
for  more  than  20  years,  the  rights  of  the 
commoners  have  been  extinguished. 

In  reply  to  a  further  question  by  Mr. 
CoMFroN, 

Mr.  JACKSON  said:  I  understand 
that  a  record  is  kept  in  the  Inland 
Revenue  Department.  I  am  not  aware 
whether  a  record  is  also  kept  in  any 
other  office  ;  but  if  the  hon.  Member 
will  repeat  the  question  I  will  answer 
it  upon  another  day. 

THE  LAND  TAX. 
Mr.  HOBHOUSE  (Somerset,  E.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer if  the  quota  of  land  tax  for 
each  parish  is  permanently  fixed  by  law, 
subject     to     reduction    only    on    proof 
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of  redemptions  effected  within  the 
parish ;  if  the  Land  Tax  Commissioners 
for  the  division  have  power  to  i^dnce  the 
qtwta  on  such  proof  being  given,  or  if 
an  order  or  certificate  of  ^  the  Inland 
Revenue  Department  is  required ;  if 
there  is  any,  and  what,  appeal  in  cases 
where  the  full  quota  is  levied  after 
proof  of  redemption  has  been  offered; 
and,  if  there  is  a  record  access'ble  to  the 
public  kept  in  the  Inland  Revenue 
Department,  and  in  the  several  divisional 
offices,  of  the  various  proparties  which 
have  been  from  time  to  time 
exonerated  from  Land  Tax  by  redemp- 
tion, and  of  the  quotas  as  they  at 
present  stand  ? 

♦The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GosCHEX,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square):  The  answer  to  the 
first  question  is,  yes.  As  to  the  second 
question,  the  quota  can  only  be  reduced 
upon  receipt  of  an  authority  under  the 
hand  of  the  Registrar  of  Land  Tax  or 
his  deputy,  who  are  officers  of  the 
Inland  Revenue  Department.  As  to  the 
third  question,  an  appeal  can  be  made  to 
the  Land  Tax  Commissioners  of  the 
district,  and  their  decision  is  final.  The 
answer  to  the  fourth  question  is,  yes. 
A  record  is  kept  in  both  cases  in  the 
Inland  Revenue  Department. 

ARMENIAN  OUTRAGES. 
Mb.  LEVESON  GOWER  (Stoke- 
upon-Trent) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether 
the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment has  been  drawn  to  the  account  in 
the  Daily  News  of  24th  March,  describ- 
ing the  continued  ill-treatment  of  the 
Christian  population  of  Armenia;  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  taken, 
or  propose  teking,  any  steps  to  ascertain 
the  truth  of  these  reports;  and  whether, 
in  the  event  of  their  proving  substantially 
correct,  the  Government  are  prepared  to 
make  any  representations  to  the  Turkish 
Government  with  a  view  to  protecting 
the  Armenians  from  a  continuation  or 
recurrence  of  such  outrages  ? 

*SiR  J.  FERGUSSON  :  The  account 
given  in  the  Daily  News  of  the  24th 
states  from  Vienna,  on  the  authority  of 
intelligence  from  Constantinople,  that 
the  Patriarch  has  received  from  the  chief 
Armenian  ecclesiastical  authority  in  Van 
a  letter  giving  full  details  of  several 
cases  of  murder,  piUage,  and  outraging 


of  women  ;  as  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  not  seen  the  letter  referred  to  they 
are  at  present  without  the  particulars 
which  are  necessary  for  them  to  consider 
whether  any  fresh  instructions  should  be 
sent  to  Her  Majesty's  Ambassador.  The 
hon.  Member  will  find,  at  the  last  page  of 
Turkey  No.  1,  1890,  the  instructions 
sent  to  Sir  W.  White  on  the  24th  of 
January,  which  direct  his  Excellency  to 
take  every  fitting  opportunity  to  impress 
upon  the  Government  of  the  Sultan  the 
danger  of  allowing  the  continuance  of 
such  a  state  of  things  as  had  been  shown 
to  exist  in  the  districts  of  Van,  Bitlis,  and 
Mush.  Reports  have  been  received  that 
the  lately  appointed  Vali  of  Bitlis,  Raouf 
Pasha,  haa  exerted  himself  greatly  to 
check  disorders. 

Mb.  LEVESON  GOWER :  Do  the 
Government  propose  to  inquire  into  the 
truth  of  the  newspaper  account  to  which 
my  question  refers  ? 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON;  We  cannot 
undertake  to  make  inquiry  into  the  truth 
of  all  newspaper  statements'  which  are 
made  in  an  anonymous  paragraph  and 
professedly  at  third  hand. 

Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  :  Is  there 
any  reason,  when  statements  of  this 
character  have  been  made,  why  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  not  communicate 
with  the  Ambassador  and  inquire  from 
him  whether  they  have  been  confirmed  ? 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  Reports  of 
this  character  have  been  contradicted 
and  shown  to  be  without  foundation 
repeatedly.  If  the  occurrences  referred 
to  in  the  newspaper  have  taken  place  I 
feel  sure  that  they  will  be  brought 
to  the  notice  of  the  Government  in  the 
ordinary  course. 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  hope  my  hon.  Friend 
will  repeat  the  question. 

SCOTCH  SALMON  FISHERIES 
COMMISSION. 
Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  tkc.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate 
whether  the  Royal  Commission  on  Scotch 
Salmon  Fisheries  have  concluded  their 
proceedings ;  whether,  in  addition  to 
examining  those  who  are  officially  re- 
sponsible for  what  has  been  done,  they 
have  given  the  fishermen  round  the 
coasts  and  fishers  on  the  rivers  full 
opportunity  of  explaining  their  griev- 
ances ;  and  how  many  of  them  have  been 
examined  ? 
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A  LORD  OF  THE  TREASURY  (Sir  H. 
Maxwell,  Wigtonshire) :  As  I  had  the 
honour  of  being  Chairman  of  this  Com- 
mission, perhaps  the  hon.  Member  will 
allow  me  to  answer  the  question.  The 
Commissioners  have  concluded  their  in- 
quiry, and  will  shortly  meet  to  consider 
their  Report.  Every  opportunity  was 
given  to  fishermen  interested  in  the 
question  to  give  evidence,  notice  having 
been  inserted  in  the  newspapers  of  the 
meetings  and  inviting  the  attendance  of 
witnesses.  None,  however,  came  for 
ward,  except  at  Berwick-on-Tweed  and 
Dumfries,  at  each  of  which  places  the 
Commission  held  a  meeting.  The  evi- 
dence of  12  fishermen  was  cfEered  and 
taken. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  Where  did  the 
Commissioners  sit  ?  Did  they  visit  the 
localities  along  the  coast  in  order  to  give 
an  opportunity  to  the  fishermen  to  be 
heard  t 

Sir  H.  MAXWELL:  The  Commis- 
sioners held  sittings  in  Edinburgh,  and 
also  at  any  other  place  where  they  were 
invited  to  go. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  Were  they  in- 
vited to  go  to  any  place  on  the  East 
Coast? 

Sir  H.  maxwell  :  Yes.  My  riglit 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Berwick- 
shire (Mr.  Marjoribanks)  invited  them 
to  visit  Berwick,  and  they  went  there. 
They  were  also  invited  to  go  to  Dumfries, 
on  the  West  Coast. 

FEMALE  OLEKKSHIPS  IN  THE  POST 
OFFICE. 
Mr.  BLANE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  if  the  Civil 
Service  Commissioners  can  state  the 
shortest  period  within  which  they  will 
hold  the  next  examination  for  female 
clerkships  in  the  General  Post  Office; 
and  if-  the  Commissioners  will  consider 
the  advisability  of  holding  these  examina- 
tions at  regular  stated  intervals,  so  that 
candidates  may  not  lose  time  and  money 
in  preparing  for  an  examination  which 
may  not  be  held  till  after  they  have 
passed  the  limits  of  age? 

•Mr.  JACKSON:  The  CivU  Service 
Commissioners  inform  me  that  they  are 
unable  to  state  within  what  period  the 
next  examination  for  female  clerkships 
in  the  General  Poet  Office  will  be  held. 
The  date  must  depend  on  the  require- 
ments of  the  Service. 


THE  MEDICINE  STAMP  ACT. 
Mr.  BUCHANAN :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
varying  decisions  that  have  been  given 
by  the  Inland  Revenue  Department  as 
to  what  medical  preparations  need  the 
patent  medicine  stamp  and  what  do  not ; 
and  whether  he  can  take  steps  to  amend 
the  Medicine  Stamp  Act,  or  to  secure  its 
more  uniform  administration,  or  other- 
wise  endeavour  to  allay  the  dissatisfac- 
tion felt  amongst  chemists  and  druggists 
on  the  subject  ? 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  My  attention  has 
been  from  time  to  time  called  to  com- 
plaints of  varying  decisions  given  by  the 
Inland  Revenue  Department  in  this 
matter,  but  there  appears  to  be  no 
general  dissatisfaction,  and  the  trade  has 
manifested  no  general  desire  for  the 
amendment  of  the  Medicine  Stamp  Act. 
Every  attempt,  however,  has  been  made 
to  secure  its  uniform  administration.  In 
addition  to  issuing  a  summary  of  the 
Medicine  Stamp  liw  with  observations 
thereon  for  the  guidance  of  chemists, 
the  Inland  Revenue  Department  has 
undertaken  at  the  request  of  the  trade 
to  advise  as  to  the  liability  involved  by 
the  use  of  labels.  These  labels  number 
some  thousands  per  annum,  and  it  is 
almost  unavoidable  that  varying  deci- 
sions should  occasionally  be  given  con- 
sidering the  many  relaxations  from  the 
comprehensive  charge  imposed  by  law. 

CHARGE  AGAINST  PUBLICANS. 
Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land, Cockermouth)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  a  case  at  the  Derby  Borough 
Court  on  Thursday  20th  Msux^h,  when 
two  publicans  were  summoned  for 
supplying  liquor  to  a  drunken  man, 
Alfred  Hall,  who  died  shortly  after,  and 
in  whose  case  the  verdict  was  ''death 
from  apoplexy,  caused  by  excessive 
drinking;"  whether  the  magistrates, 
having  come  to  the  unanimous  decision 
tliat  both  of  the  defendants  were  guilty, 
fined  one  of  them  40  shillings,  and  the 
other  one  20  shillings,  without  endorsing 
either  of  their  licences ;  and  if  this  be 
correct,  whether  he  -will  consider  the 
expediency  of  legislating  to  provide  more 
efficient  measures  for  preventing  this 
class  of  ofEences  ? 
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was  not  noticeable  to  them  or  to  their 
servants  that  the  deceased  was  the 
worse  for  drink,  and  they  gave  evidence 
themselves  and  called  witnesses  to  prove 
that  the  man  was  not  drunk.  The 
magistrates  considered  the  case  proved  ; 
but,  having  regard  to  the  previous  good 
character  of  the  defendants,  and  to  the 
foct  that  they  did  not  know  the 
deceased  was  drtink,  they  did  not 
endorse  their  licences.  I  think  the 
discretion  of  the  Justices  can  be  safely 
trusted  in  such  cases ;  and  I  do  not  see 
any  necessity  for  an  amendment  of  the 
iaw. 

Sir  W.  LAWSON  :  Is  it  not  the  duty 
of  a  publican  to  know  when  a  man  is 
drunk? 

[No  reply.] 

ENFIELD  SMALL  ARMS  FACTORY. 

Captain  BOWLES  (Middlesex,  En^ 
field)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether,  considering  that  the 
inhabitants  about,  and  the  workmen 
employed  in,  the  Government  Small 
Arms  Factory  at  Enfield  have  subscribed 
largely  towards  public  baths  and  wash- 
houses  for  the  use  of  the  Government 
hands,  and  that  Trinity  College, 
Cambridge,  has  given  the  site,  also  that 
when  completed  the  Local  Board  have 
signified  their  willingness  to  take  them 
over,  the  Gt)vemment  can  see  their  way 
to  give  a  small  grant  towards  the  cost  of 
their  erection  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  This  question  has 
been  most  carefully  considered  at  the 
Treasury  with  a  view  to  meet,  if  possible, 
the  wishes  of  the  inhabitants  at  Enfield, 
and  the  Treasury  would  have  been  glad, 
had  the  Local  Board  adopted  the  Public 
Baths  and  Washhouse  Acts,  to  con- 
tribute the  Government  qtwta  towards 
the  rates.  The  Treasury,  however,  in 
view  of  the  number  of  places  at  which 
the  Oovernment  employs  large  numbers 
of  workpeople,  were  compelled  to  the 
conclusion  that  they  ought  not  to 
contribute  to  the  capital  cost  of  the 
baths.  I  am  glad  to  observe  that  my 
hon.  Friend  states  that  the  baths  when 
complete  will  be  taken  over  by  the  Local 
Board,  and  if  there  is  power  and  a  rate 


is  levied  for  the  cost  of  maintenance  the 
Government  will  gladly  contribute  its 
qtiota. 


MILITIA  CAPTAINS*  CONTINGENT 

ALLOWANCE. 
Mb.  SEALE-HAYNB  (Devon,  Ash- 
burton)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  in  reference  to  Army 
Order  No.  84,  which  deprives  Captains  of 
Militia  of  their  contingent  allowance,  how 
armourers*  charges  for  repairing  and 
oiling  arms,  company  stationery,  and 
other  nainor  charges  will  in  future  be 
met ;  and  if  he  will  state  how  many  men 
in  course  of  the  training  of  their  regi- 
ments during  1889  died  or  deserted; 
what  was  the  total  amount  of  their 
debtor  balances  ;  and  what  was  the  total 
amount  of  the  contingent  allowance  paid 
to  Captains  of  Militia  for  that  year  1 

♦The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle) :  The  charges  for  repairing 
and  oiling  arms  will  fall  upon  the  allow- 
ance granted  to  the  oflBcer  commanding 
the  corps  under  Articles  774  and  775  of 
the  Militia  Regulations.  Company  sta- 
tionery will  be  provided  from  the 
Regimental  Contingent  Fund  allowance 
under  Article  770.  Other  minor  charges 
must  be  more  clearly  defined  before 
I  can  say  how  they  will  be  met. 
The  records  for  1889  are  not  yet 
sufficiently  complete  to  enable  me  to 
answer  the  latter  part  of  the  question  ; 
but,  practically,  captains  of  companies  are 
relieved  of  all  liability  on  account  of 
debts  contracted  by  their  men  while  out 
for  training,  and  also  of  the  debtor 
balances  of  men  who  die  or  desert.  They 
are  thus  gainers  rather  than  losers  by 
the  new  Regulations. 

SEVERE    SENTENCES  —  CASE    OF 
J.  THORNTON  AND  J.  HAIGH. 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY  (Northumber- 
land, Berwick) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  fact  that  Joseph  Thornton  and  John 
Haigh  were,  on  the  4th  of  March,  at 
Durham,  sentenced  by  Mr.  Justice  Day 
to  six  and  seven  years'  penal  servitude 
for  assaulting  a  gamekeeper;  and 
whether  he  is  aware  that,  though  the 
men  in  question  were  found  poaching  by 
the  gamekeeper,  it  was  close  to  the  road, 
and  in  the  day  time ;   that  no  previous 
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convictions  were  proved  against  them ; 
and  that  no  mora  dangerons  weapon  than 
a  turnip  was  used  in  the  assault ;  and,  if 
so,  whether  he  will  make  further  in- 
quiries with  a  view  to  considering  tlie 
justice  of  the  sentences  ? 

♦Mb.  MATTHEWS:  1  have  seen  a 
newspaper  report  of  this  case. from  which 
I  gather  that  the  gamekeeper  was 
brutally  ,illtreated  by  the  prisoners,  who 
knocked  him  down,  kicked  him,  tried  to 
strangle  him,  and  lx?at  him  about  the 
head  with  a  turnip  until  he  became  un- 
conscious and  received  injuries  from 
which  he  was  still  suffering  after  four 
months.  The  Juds^e,  in  summing  up, 
called  attention  to  the  fact  that  there 
was  ^o  provocation  whatever.  Unless 
the  hon.  Baronet  is  in  a  position  to  place 
before  me  any  new  facts  which  were  not 
before  the  Judge  at  the  trial,  I  should 
not  feel  jui-tifisd  in  interfering  with  the 
sentence. 

RIGHTS  OF  WAY  IN  SCOTLAND. 

Mr.  LENG  (Dundee)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Lord  Advocate  whether,  seeing  that 
the  Representatives  of  Scotland  in  this 
House  on  Tuesday  week,  in  the  pro- 
portion of  nearly  seven  to  one,  voted  in 
favour  of  entrusting  to  the  County 
Councils  the  duty  of  maintaining  and 
protecting  rights  of  way  in  Scotland, 
the  Government  will  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
give  effect  to  the  clearly  expressed  wishes 
of  the  Scottish  people  on  this  subject  ? 

*The  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.  P.  B. 
Robertson,  Bute)  :  The  Government  have 
given  their  attention  to  this  subject, 
with  every  desire  to  meet  the  wishes  of 
hon.  Members.  While  in  the  present 
state  of  public  business  the  Government 
are  not  prepared  to  pro[)Ose  legislation, 
they  will  be  ready  to  give  their  candid 
consideration  to  any  Bill  which  may  be 
introduced  by  a  private  Member. 

TORPEDO    PRACTICE    IN    THE    MED- 
WAY. 
Mr.      EDWARD     KNATCHBULL- 
HUGESSEN  (Rochester) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  what  is 
the  result  of  the  inquiries  promised  to 
be   made    regarding    the    explosions   of 
torpedoes  in  the  River  Med  way,  and  the 
consequent  injury  caused  to  the  fishing 
industry  in  that  river  ? 
Sir  Edward  Grey 


•Mr.  E.  STANHOPE :  Unfortunately  tor- 
pedo practice  cannot  be  carried  on  with- 
out injury  to  fish  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  the  experiments  ;  but  so  far  as  can  be 
ascertained  there  is,  and  for  many  year& 
has  been,  very  little  fishing  in  the  Med- 
way  so  far  up  as  the  mine-fields  of  the 
School  of  Military  Engineering.  No 
complaints  appear  to  have  been  made  at 
all  recently  to  the  Military  Authorities. 

RAILWAY  RATES. 
Mr.  ROBERT  SPENCER  (North- 
ampton.  Mid):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Tra&e  whether  the 
maximum  rates  which  the  Board  of 
Trade  may  agree  upon  with  the  Railway 
Companies  will  increase  the  actunl  rates, 
to  be  charged  for  the  conveyance  of 
agricultural  and  dairy  produce  ? 

♦Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  The  hon. 
Member  will  understand  that  the  whole 
question  is  now  under  consideration,  and 
that  it  is  not  possible  for  me  at  this 
stage  to  say  anything  as  to  the  relation 
of  bxturG  viaxiina  rates  to  present  actual 
rates. 

Mr.  COBB:  Can  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman say  when  the  Report  or  the  result 
of  the  Railway  Rates  inquiry  will  be 
laid  before  the  House  ? 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  I  am  not 
surprised  at  the  hon.  Member's  question. 
The  inquiry  has  lasted  a  great  deal  longer 
than  I  thought  it  would.  I  will  do  my 
best  to  bring  the  result  before  the 
House  in  the  present  Session,  in  the 
manner  contemplated  by  the  Act. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  :  May  I  ask  if  it  is  not  the  feet 
that  maximum  rates  do  not  affect  the 
actual  rates  charged  ? 

♦Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  I  thought 
that  everybody  understood  that. 

THE  NEWFOUNDLAND  FISHERIES. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  (Fer- 
managh, N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  A&irs 
whether  the  attention  of  the  Government 
has  been  directed  to  the  following  Renter's 
telegram  from  St.  John's,  Newfound- 
land : — 

''An  immense  demonstration  and  mass 
meeting  of  colonists  took  place  here  yesterday 
in  connection  with  the  Fisheries  Question. 
BcBolations  were  nnanimoosly  passed  indig> 
nantly  protesting  against  the  modus  vivendi 
recently  arrived  at  on  the  sabject  between 
France  and  England.    The  meeting  authorised 
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MemorlaJfl  to  be  drawn  np  to  the  Queen  and 
the  Imperial  Parliament,  demanding  the  ex- 
tinction of  French  claim s  in  the  island,  and 
appointed  delegates  to  urge  la  London  the 
importance  of  the  present  crisis ;" 

and  whether,  in  view  of  the  strong 
feeling  in  Newfoundland,  the  Govern- 
ment will  take  steps  to  open  up  fresh 
n^otiations  with  France,  in  order  that 
a  fresh  modus  vivendi  may  be  arrived  at 
on  the  Fishery  Question,  which  will 
meet  with  the  sanction  of  Newfound- 
landers ? 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  seen  the  Report  tele- 
graphed. The  House  will  see  that  no 
modus  vivendi  could  be  arrived  at  which 
would  satisfy  those  who  desire  the  ex- 
tinction of  French  claims  in  Newfound- 
land. The  matter  in  question  is  the 
respective  rights  of  British  and  French 
fishermen  under  a  certain  Treaty.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  the  French 
Grovemment  are  approaching  a  basis  of 
settlement ;  and,  in  the  meantime,  have 
agreed  that  without  compromising  prin- 
ciples or  rights  involved,  the  status  quo 
as  regards  lobster-fishing  and  factories 
on  the  so-called  French  shore  shall  be 
maintained,  thus  obviating  temporarily 
causes  of  dispute  and  possible  conflict. 
The  modus  vivendi  only  applies  to  the 
season  now  opening.  1  may  add  that 
three  days  ago  the  ttiodus  vivendi  was 
violently  attacked  in  the  French  Cham- 
ber, and  the  right  of  the  colonial  fisher- 
men to  catch  lobsters  on  the  French 
shore  at  all  was  energetically  dem'ed  by 
the  Minister.  A  modus  vivendi  is  there- 
fore necessary.  I  think  I  have  already 
stated  that  the  despatch  explaining  the 
steps  which  led  to  the  modus  vivendi 
and  giving  the  full  text  of  it  had  not 
reached  Newfoundland  when  the  meeting 
in  question  was  held.  It  will,  in  fact, 
not  reach  the  Colony  till  next  week.  The 
policy  of  the  arrangement  will  then  be 
better  understood. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND:  In  view  of  the 
extraordinarily  excited  state  of  public 
feeling  in  Newfoundland  over  this  ques- 
tion will  the  Government  take  the 
earliest  opportunity  of  cableing  the 
full  text  of  the  arrangement  with 
France  ? 

*SiR  J.  FERGUSSON :  Her  Majesty's 
Governmient  have  repeatedly  expressed  a 
wish  that  the  Premier  of  Newfoundland 
should  visit  this  country ;  and  they  think 


it  very  desirable  that  delegates  from  the 
Colony  should  attend  here,  in  order  that 
British  interests  may  not  be  injured  by 
action  hastily  taken  by  persons  in  the 
Colony  without  full  information. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND:  Is  not  the 
excitement  in  Newfoundland  due  to  the 
fact  that  the  full  nature  of  the  arrange- 
ment come  to  is  not  understood  ;  and,  if 
so,  will  Her  Majesty's  Government  send 
out  a  fall  account  ?  Will  the  Premier  of 
Newfoundland,  who  has  been  invited 
to  visit  this  country,  be  consulted 
before  any  final  arrangement  is  come 
to? 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  I  have  stated 
that  a  despatch  giving  aU  information  is. 
on  its  way  to  Newfoundland ;  but  I  cannot 
venture  to  indicate  what  may  be  done  in 
the  future.  No  doubt  the  feeling  of  the 
Colony  will  be  consulted. 

THE  REVEREND  J.  DOBIE. 
Mr.  MARJORIBANKS  (Berwick- 
shire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affoirs  whether  he 
has  now  received  information  with  regard 
to  the  imprisonment  of  the  Reverend  J. 
Dobie  at  Hodeidah ;  and  what  stepa 
have  been  taken  to  obtain  redress  for  the 
ill-treatment  he  has  undergone  1 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  No  information 
has  yet  been  received.  Inquiry  will  be 
made  of  Her  Majesty's  Ambassador  at 
Constantinople  as  to  what  are  the 
circumstances  of  the  case  1 

^     ^HE  FISHERY  BOARD  BILL. 

-  Mr.  MARJORIBANKS?  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Lord  Advocate  whether  the  Fishery 
Board  Bill  promised  by  the  Government, 
will  be  introduced  before  the  Easter 
Recess,  in  order  that  it  may  receive  due 
consideration  by  the  classes  interested 
therein  ? 

•Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  hope 
this  Bill  will  be  introduced  shortly  after 
Easter. 

EDUCATION    STATISTICS. 

Mr.  JOHN  TALBOT  (University  of 
Oxford)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Educa- 
tion when  the  Education  Statistics  for 
the  year  1889  will  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  ? 

The  vice-president  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.' Hart  Dyke,  Kent, 
Dartford)  :   The  statistics  to  which  my 
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hon.  Friend  refers  have  been  laid  npon 
the  Table  this  afternoon.  It  may  be  for 
the  convenience  of  the  House  to  know 
that  the  Revised  Instructions  to  Her 
Majesty's  Inspectors  in  connection  with 
the  new  Code  have  also  been  presented 
to-day,  and  will  be  in  the  hands  of  Mem- 
bers as  soon  as  possible. 

CIVIL  SERVICE,  SECOND  DIVISION. 

Mb.  COBB :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  with  reference  to  the 
Order  in  Council  of  21st  March  regu- 
lating the  future  position  of  the  Second 
Division  of  the  Civil  Service,  whether  it 
is  intended  in  future  to  promote  into 
the  higher  grade,  or  otherwise  specially 
remunerate  beyond  ordinary  members  of 
the  Second  Division,  clerks  whose  duties 
involve  the  superintendence  of  other 
clerks,  or  are  otherwise  of  a  more  respon- 
sible character  than  the  duties  of  the 
generality  of  their  colleagues  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  The  Order  in  Council 
of  March  21  makes  promotion  into  the 
higher  grade  of  the  Second  Division  of 
the  Civil  Service  dependent  on  positive 
merit.  Apart  from  such  promotion,  the 
Treasury  stated  in  their  Minute  of  August 
10  last  their  concurrence  with  the  Royal 
Commissioners  that  clerks  of  the  Second 
Division  of  proved  merit  should  be 
selected  for  a  certain  number  of  special 
posts,  and  should  be  eligible  also  for  ap- 
pointment to  the  Upper  Division  in  case 
of  exceptional  fitness.  The  condition  of 
not  less  than  10  years'  service  laid  down 
in  Clause  18  of  the  Order  in  Council  of 
February  12,  1876,  governing  such  pro- 
motions, has  been  altered  by  the  Order  in 
Council  of  March  21,  1890,  to  a  require- 
ment of  eight  years*  service.  These  are 
the  provisions  for  specially  rewarding 
clerli  of  the  Second  Division. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.) :  Will  the  hon.  Gentleman  lay 
the  Order  in  Council  upon  the  Table  1 

Me.  JACKSON  :  Yes ;  I  shall  be  glad 
to  do  so. 

REFORM  OF  THE  HOUSE  OF  LORDS. 
Mb.  BRYCE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  resume  the  attempt  on  which  they 
entered  in  the  Session  of  1888,  to  reform 
the  constitution  of  the  other  House  of 
Parliament? 

Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke 


•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  can  only 
speak  of  the  intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment so  fax  as  the  present  Session  is 
concerned.  I  must  remind  the  hon. 
Member  that  a  little  later  in  the  Session 
than  this  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  in  referr- 
ing to  a  proposal  which  was  before  the 
House  of  Lords  in  1888  for  the  reform  of 
that  Body,  remarked  that  it  was  a  subject 
which  "  in  its  natural  dimensions  would 
require  the  fresh,  unbroken,  and  virgin 
energy  of  the  House."  I  think  Qie 
business  already  before  the  House  for  the 
present  Session  is  not  of  a  character 
which  would  permit  of  "fresh,  unbroken, 
aud  virgin  energy "  being  giv€n  to  the 
consideration  of  the  important  measure 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers. 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man considers  the  question  still  of  such 
importance,  does  he  desire  the  House  to 
understand  that  he  proposes  to  resume  it 
in  another  Session  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  am  always 
extremely  reluctant  to  enter  upon  any 
indefinite  undertaking. 

CATTLE    DISEASE. 

Mr.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture,  whether  it  is  true  that  no 
cattle  disease  has  been  reported  to  exist 
in  the  Netherlands ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
he  will  instruct  the  authorities  to  relax 
the  restriction  placed  upon  cattle  and 
sheep  coming  from  those  ports  ? 

The  president  op  the  BOARD  of 
AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  Chaplin,  Lincoln- 
shire, Sleaford) :  There  is  no  disease  in  the 
Netherlands,  so  far  as  we  are  informed ; 
but  it  prevails  extensively  in  Grermany, 
and  at  no  great  distance  from  the  Nether- 
lands frontier.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
animals  from  the  Netherlands  are  now 
admitted  into  the  interior  of  this  country, 
and  are  not  even  subject  to  the  Order  to 
slaughter  at  the  port  of  debarcation. 
But,  in  view  of  the  danger  of  disease 
crossing  the  Dutch  frontier  in  spite  of 
the  precautions  of  that  Government,  the 
English  Inspectors  at  the  ports,  in  the 
exercise  of  the  duties  imposed  upon 
them  by  statute,  detain  the  animalfl  for 
a  certain  number  of  days  at  their  disoxe- 
tion,  so  as  to  insure  their  being  free 
from  contagious  disease,  before  they  are 
allowed  to  pass  into  the  interior  of  the 
country.    It  would  not  be  wise  or  desir- 
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able,  in  my  opinion,  to  relax  those  pre- 
cautions at  present. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  May  I  ask  why, 
if  there  is  no  disease  in  the  Netherlands, 
cattle  from  that  conntry  should  be  sent 
to  compulsory  slaughter  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  It  is  quite  true  that 
just  now  the  cattle  in  the  Netherlands 
are  free  from  disease,  and,  as  far  as  I 
know,  from  the  precautions  which  have 
been  taken,  they  have  been  free  from 
disease  for  a  considerable  period.  But, 
on  the  other  hand,  there  has  been  a  good 
deal  of  smuggling  of  animals  over  the 
frontier  from  Germany. 

P  RI  V I  L^E  G  E. 


SIR  W.  MARRIOTT  AND|MR.  PARNELL. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.):  Idesire,  Sir, 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Brighton  (Sir  W.  Marriott)  a  question 
of  which  I  liave  given  him  private 
notice,  namely,  whether  the  report  on 
the  leader  page  of  the  Times  of  yester- 
day of  a  speech  delivered  by  him  on 
Wednesday  evening  at  a  meeting  of  a 
body  called  the  United  Club,  held  at  St. 
James's  Hall,  is  correct  1 

Me.  J.  LOWTHER  (Kent,  Isle  of 
Thanet)  :  As  a  point  of  order.  Sir,  I  wish 
to  ask  you  whether  a  question  can  be  put 
by  one  hon.  Member  to  another  unless 
such  question  refers  to  some  Bill  or 
Motion  before  the  House  ? 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hou.  Member 
for  Brighton  holds  an  official  position, 
and  therefore  the  question  can  be  put. 

Sib  W.  MARRIOTT  (Brighton):  I 
have  only  a  few  minutes  ago  received 
notice  of  this  question.  Unlike  most 
Members  of  this  House,  I  do  occasionally 
read  the  report  of  my  speeches,  and  I 
have  read  the  report  of  my  speech  of 
last  Wednesday  in  the  Times  of  yester- 
day. Though  not  verbatim,  it  was, 
according  to  my  recollection,  a  very 
accurate  report. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  have,  then,  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  a  matter 
of  privilege.  In  order  to  ground  the  case 
of  breach  of  privilege,  I  hope  the  House 
will  allow  me  to  read  a  brief  extract 
from  the  Report  of  the  Special  Com- 
mission. The  Commissioners  say,  on 
page  58  of  the  Report — 

'*  The  third  ohaige  we  have  to  consider  is 
that,  when  on  certain  occasions  the  respondents 


thought  it  politic  to  denounce  and  did  denounce 
certam  crimes  in  public,  they  afterwards  led 
their  supporters  to  believe  that  such  denuncia- 
tion was  not  sincere.  This  was  chiefly  based 
on  the  letter  known  throughout  the  inquiry  as 
the  foe  iimile  letter.  We  find  that  all  the 
letters  produced  by  Pigott  and  set  out  in  the 
Appendix  are  forgerite,  and  we  entirely  acquit 
Mr.  Pamell  and  the  other  respondents  of  the 
charge  of  insincerity  in  their  denunciation  of 
the  Phwnix  Park  murders." 

Having  read  that  extract  from  the 
Report  of  the  Commission,  I  propose  to 
bring  to  your  notice,  and  the  notice  of 
the  House,  three  extracts  from  the 
report  of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Brighton,  on 
Wednesday,  at  the  United  Club,  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  just  ad- 
mitted in  the  presence  of  the  House  to 
be  substantially  correct.  This,  Sir,  is 
the  first  extract — 

'*  When  the  Report  of  the  Commission  came 
to  be  examined  in  all  its  details,  he  might  ven- 
ture to  say  that,  on  the  whole,  the  Times  had 
substantiated  the  points  upon  which  they 
started." 

I  denounce  that  statement  as  untrue. 
The  charges  upon  which  the  inquiry  was 
demanded  and  upon  which  it  was  con- 
ceded were  charges  of  complicity  in 
crime  on  the  Jpart  of  Members  of  this 
House.  These  were  the  only  charges 
in  which  the  Irish  Members  and  the 
country  were  interested — charges  of  in- 
timacy with  murderers,  of  payments  to 
criminals  for  the  commission  of  crime, 
and  to  secure  the  escape  of  criminals ; 
and  all  those  charges  have  been  repelled 
by  the  Commissioners.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  by  his  votes  in  this  House 
on  the  10th  and  11th  of  this  month,  con- 
curred in  the  adoption  of  the  Report  of 
the  Judges.  What,  then,  are  we  to 
think  of  the  man  who,  after  giving  his 
vote  concurring  in  such  Report,  within  a 
fortnight  afterwards  declares  that  these 
heinous  charges  have  been  proved  ?  He 
further  said — 

'*It  should  be  recollected  that  the  letters 
which  had  been  so  much  spoken  of  were  not 
the  charge  against  Mr.  Pamell  and  his  friends. 
They  were  only  evidence  of  the  charge.  Dis- 
proof of  the  letters  did  not  disprove  the 
charge." 

And  then  the  right  hon.  Glentleman  went 
on  to  say  that  the  charge  had  been  "  sub- 
stantiated." What  is  the  chaige  that  he 
says  has  been  substantiated  ? 

•Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  The 
hon.  Gentleman  has  asked  the  permission 
of    the    House    to    raise    a  matter    of 
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privilege ;  but  he  is  now  making  a 
statement  and  entering  into  arguments 
as  to  the  meaning  and  effect  of  a  speech 
delivered  by  an  hon.  Member  of  this 
House  outside  this  House.  Matters  of 
privilege  are  much  Restricted.  It  is 
usual  in  such  cases  to  read  the  incrimi- 
nated passages  to  the  House,  and  then  ,we 
have  to  see  whether  they  constitute  primd 
facie  a  case  of  privilege.  But,  so  far,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  is  stating  to  the  House 
his  version  of  wliat  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said.  If  he  will  hajid  the  passages 
of  the  report  to  the  Clerk  at  the  Table 
they  can  be  read  to  the  HouSe. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Then  I  move  that  the 
passages  which  I  have  marked  in  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton 
be  read  by  the  Clerk  at  the  Table. 
*Mr.  SPEAKER:  If  the  hon.  Member 
will  bring  the  paper  to  the  Table  the 
Clerk  will  read  the  passages  referred  to. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  have  only  one  copy, 
and  I  desire  to  have  it  back. 

Complaint  made  to  the  House  by  Mr. 
Sexton,  Member  for  West  Belfast,  of 
certain  passages  in  a  speech  delivered  at 
the  United  Club  by  the  Right  Hon.  Sir 
William  Marriott,  Member  for  Brighton, 
and  reported  in  the  Times  newspaper  of 
Thursday,  the  27th  March,  reflecting  on 
certain  Members  of  this  House,  which  he 
submitted  constituted  a  breach  of  the 
Privileges  of  this  House  : — 

The  said  newspaper  was  handed  in, 
and  the  passages  complained  of  were 
read,  and  therewith,  at  the  request  of  the 
Right  Hon.  Sir  William  Marriott,  the 
context  also,  as  foUoweth  : — 

"  When  the  Report  of  the  Commission  came 
to  be  examined  in  all  its  details  he  might 
venture  to  say  that,  on  the  whole,  the  Times 
had  substantiated  the  points  upon  which  they 
started,  and  the  result  of  the  Commission  was 
to  justify  the  action  of  the  Unionist  Party  in 
the  year  1886.  It  should  be  recollected  that 
the  letters  which  had  heen  so  much  spoken  of 
were  not  the  charge  against  Mr.  Parnell  and 
his  friends.  They  were  only  evidence  of  the 
charge.  Disproof  of  the  letters  did  not  dis- 
prove the  charge.  The  charge  which  was 
sought  to  he  proved  hy  the  letter  was  that 
Mr.  Parnell  was  insincere  in  his  denunciation 
of  the  Phoenix  Park  murders.  Of  what  was 
that  letter  evidence?  For  his  part,  he  never 
thought  so  much  of  the  letter  as  many  people 
did,  because  he  thought  it  a  very  natural  letter 
under  the  circumstances.  Mr.  Parnell  was  in 
alliance  with  these  people,  he  was  paid  from 
the  same  funds,  and  he  had  the  unpleasant 
ta^k  of  denouncing  his  allies.  He  believed 
that  Mr.  Parnell  had  a  perfect  horror  of  the 
murders,  and  that  he  might  have  known  they 
Mr.  Speaker 


did  more  harm  than  they  could  possibly  do 
good  to  his  cause ;  hut  he  was  bound  to  take 
off  the  rough  edg^  of  the  denunciation  he  was 
compelled  to  give  of  the  crime.  If  Mr.  Parnell 
had  written  the  letter  he  did  not  think  he  would 
be  in  a  bit  worse  position  than  he  now  was 
placed  in  by  the  Report  of  the  Judg^.  The 
Timet  had  entirely  established  its  case,  namely, 
that  Mr.  Parnell  was  acting  in  alliance  with 
others  wanting  separation,  that  he  and  his  Par- 
liamentary colleagues  had  no  complicity  in  the 
illegal  means  taken  to  advance  &eir  common 
end  by  his  allies,  and  that  the  letter  was  only 
one  proof  of  the  charge  brought  against  them, 
whidi  charge  had  been  substantiated  before  the 
Commission.  The  Report  was  very  satisfactory 
in  some  points,  but  with  regard  to  others  there 
was  still  a  mystery.  There  was  still  a  mystery 
over  the  letters,  and  there  was  still  a  mystery 
over  the  question  how  that  £100,000  had  been 
spent.  The  Report  found  that  the  letter  some- 
times called  the fac  timile  letter  was  a  forgery. 
What  was  a  fae  simile  letter  but  a  letter  like 
another  letter  that  had  been  written  ?  What 
was  a  forgery  ?  It  might  be  a  pure  invention , 
and  the  person  whose  name  was  used  hud 
never  si^ed  such  a  letter,  or  it  might  be  a  copy 
of  an  original  document.  That  subject  was  left 
in  the  dark  by  the  Report  of  the  Commission. 
The  Pameilite  Party  complained  that  thH 
Judges  d.id  not  denounce  the  Times  for  its 
negligence  with  regard  to  these  letters.  He 
knew  Her  Majesty's  Judges  extremely  well. 
and  he  would  undertake  to  say  that  they  had 
always  good  reason  for  either  saying  something- 
or  omitting  to  say  something.'* 

Mb.  SEXTON  :  I  respectfully  submit, 
Mr.  Speaker,  that  the  extracts  read  by 
your  direction  by  the  Clerk  at  the  Table 
from  the  report  of  a  speech  the  accuracy 
of  which  has  been  admitted  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  constitute  a  gross  breach 
of  the  privileges  of  the  House.  I  first 
call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  that  the  Times  has, 
on  the  whole,  substantiated  its  charges 
before  the  Commission.  I  denounce 
that  statement  as  unfounded,  and  1  say 
that  with  regai-d  to  all  these  heinous, 
charges  the  Irish  Members,  as  is  uni- 
versally admitted,  have  been  absolutely 
acquitted.  Now,  I  come  to  the  passage 
with  regard  to  the  forged  letters.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

"It  should  be  recollected  that  the  letters 
which  had  been  so  much  spoken  of  were  not  the 
charge  against  Mr.  Parnell.  They  were  only 
evidence  of  the  charge.  Disproof  of  the  letters  , 
did  not  disprove  the  charge.  The  charge 
which  was  sought  to  be  proved  by  the  letters 
was  that  Mr.  Parnell  was  insincere  in  his 
denunciation  of  the  Phcenix  Park  murders. 
Of  what  was  that  letter  evidence  P  .  .  .  .  The 
letter  was  only  one  proof  of  the  charge  brought 
against  them,  which  charge  had  been  sub- 
stantiated before  the  Commission.*' 

I  ask  the  House  what  charge  has  been 
substantiated  ?     I  ask  the  right  hon.  and 
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learned  Gentleman  to  define  it  in  precise 
terms. 

♦Mb.  speaker-.  I  have  listened  to 
the  hon.  Member,  and  I  am  bound  to 
Bay  that  this  is  not  a  case  of  privilege. 
It  is  the  first  time  I  have  heard  the 
passage  <5r  anything  connected  with  it ; 
but  it  is  not  a  case  of  privilege — that  I 
am  clear  about,  having  listened  to  the 
whole  statement.  It  is  a  matter  of 
argument  as  to  the  conclusions  drawn  by 
an  hon.  Member  from  a  certain  decision 
of  the  Judges,  as  to  which  every  hon. 
Member  is  at  liberty  to  affirm  his  own 
conclusions.  Whether  those  conclusions 
are  just  or  unjust  is  a  matter  of  opinion, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  advances 
this  statement  on  his  own  credit  and  on 
his  own  responsibility.  As  to  this  being 
a  matter  of  privilege,  the  passages  in 
question  do  not  relate  to  the  action  or  to 
the  conduct  of  any  hon.  Member  in  this 
House,  and  this  is  the  point  to  which 
privilege  is  restricted  in  cases  like  the 
present.  I,  therefore,  do  not  consider 
this  a  case  which  I  could  properly  submit 
to  the  House  as  a  breach  of  privilege*. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Allow  me  to  submit  a 
few  considerations.  This  speech  arises 
out  of  a  number  of  charges  now  ascer- 
tained to  be  false,  made  against  a  number 
of  Members  of  the  House.  Those  Mem- 
bers besought  the  Government  to  afford 
them  means  of  investigation,  and  the  Go- 
vernment appointed  a  Judicial  Tribunal. 
That  Judicial  Body  found  certain  charges 
to  be  false,  and  reported  to  that  effect. 
The  House  is  seized  of  the  Report  and  of 
the  findings  of  the  Commission  with 
regard  to  certain  charges ;  and  I  humbly 
ask  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  whether  it  is  still 
competent  for  a  Member  of  this  House 
to  declare  that  the  charges  found  by  the 
Commission  appointed  by  this  House  to 
be  false,  are  proved  ? 

•Mr.  speaker  :  That  does  not  in  the 
least  alter  the  case.  The  whole  of  the 
qutations  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
have  been  comments  on  the  decision  of  the 
Judges ;  and  provided  they  are  made  in 
§uch  a  way  that  they  do  not  reflect  upon 
the    action   of   Members  of  this  House 

[Mr.  W.  Redmond  :  Oh  !]    The  hon. 

Member  does  not  understand  what 
privilege  is  if  he  interrupts  me  in  that 
manner.  I  say  that  privilege  is  restricted 
in  this  House,  and  comments,  unjust  or 
unfair  though  they  may  be — I  say 
nothing    of    their    justice    or  fairness 


— it  is  competent  for  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  make,  and  to  state  the  judgment 
ho  has  formed  as  to  the  decision  of  the 
Commissioners.  If  every  hon.  Gentle- 
man's speech  commenting  on  the  Report 
of  the  Judges  is  to  be  brought  up  as 
a  question  of  privilege  the  time  of  the 
House  would  be  entirely  occupied  with 
such  questions. 

Mb.  SEXTON  :  I  wish  first  to  say  that 
I  was  not  the  Member  who  interrupted 
you. 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  I  am  quite  aware  of 
that. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOiro :  Mr.  Speaker 

♦Mb.  speaker     Order,  order  ! 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  now  beg  to  submit 
to  you  in  regard  to  the  forged  letters,  as 
to  which  hon.  Members  of  this  House 
from  their  places  here  have  declared 
their  innocence,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  maintaining  in  a  public 
speech  that  those  Members  were  guiHy 
has  made  an  imputation  against,  them  as 
Members  of  this  House. 

♦Mb.  speaker  :  I  do  not  gather  from 
the  extracts  read  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  state  that  there  was  any 
responsibility  attaching  in  regard  to  the 
forged  letters  to  those  hon.  Gentlemen 
acquitted  by  the.  Commission.  There 
was  no  charge  of  that  sort  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  I  understood  it. 

Mb.  sexton  :  The  learned  Gentle- 
man in  his  speech  said  that  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Cork  was  respon- 
sible for  the  forged  letters,  for  he  said — 

^'  What  W88  a  fac  simile  letter  but  a  letter 
like  another  letter  that  had  been  written? 
What  was  a  forgery  ?  It  might  be  a  pnre  in- 
vention :  and  the  person  whose  name  was  used 
had  never  signed  such  a  letter,  cr  it  might  be 
a  copy  of  an  original  doonment.  The  subject 
was  left  in  the  dark  by  the  Report  of  the 
commission.** 

I  humbly  submit  to  you  that  although 
the  learned  Gentleman  admits  that  the 
letter  forged  by  Pigott  was  a  forgery,  he 
suggests  that  it  was  the  reflection  of  a 
jj^enuine  letter  written  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork. 

♦Mb.  SPEAKER:  Perhaps  the  best 
way  would  be  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  an  explanation  on  that 
specific  point. 

Sib  W.  MARRIOTT' :  I  admit  fuUy 
the  accuracy  of  the  report ;  but  there  are 
some  points  omitted  which  would  afi6i*d 
an  explanation,  and  there  are  also  some 
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words  in  my  speech,  the  whole  of  which 
was  not  read,  which  would  give  the 
Honse  a  full  idea  of  what  was  said.  A 
great  deal  was  said  in  no  very  serious 
way,  but  rather  as  chafE  and  banter. 
What  I  did  say,  and  what  does  not 
appear,  was  this :  I  said  it  was  reported 
that  Mr.  Famell  was  going  to  ask  for  a 
Committee,  and  I  said  I  thought  that 
would  be  a  gi'eat  waste  of  time,  and  if  he 
would  take  a  friendly  hint  he  would  ask, 
not  for  a  Committee,  but  for  a  fnendly 
arbitration  with  the  Times,  with  Lord 
Herschell  as  arbitrator.  I  further 
suggested  that  if  Mr.  Pamell  was 
inclined  to  act  in  a  friendly  manner  to 
the  Titnes  he  should  let  the  Times  have 
the  services  of  Mr.  George  Lewis ;  and 
the  Times,  by  way  of  returning  the 
compliment,  might  let  Mr.  Parnell  have 
the  services  of  Mr.  Soames  ;  while  the 
senior  Member  for  Northampton  might 
come  in  as  amicus  curiee,  and  then  no 
doubt  they  would  get  at  the  facts  as  to 
the  letters  and  the  expenditure  of  the 
£100,000.  But  I  never  made  a  single 
charge  against  any  Irish  Member  or 
against  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.  I 
gave  my  interpretation  of  the  Report  of 
the  Commission ;  that  interpretation  I 
am  ready  to  maintain,  and  I  think  I  am 
as  well  entitled  to  my  opinion  as  other 
Members  of  the  House  are  to  theirs. 

Me.  sexton  :  I  will  not  add  another 
word.  The  right  hon.  Member,  having 
made  grave  and  deadly  charges  against 
Members  of  the  House,  now  shelters 
himself  behind  what  he  calls  chajff.  I 
leave  him  to  what  he  has  deserved — the 
contempt  of  the  House  and  the  country. 

Me.  W.  REDMOND :  As  a  matter  of 
personal  explanation,  I  should  like  to 
explain  that  the  involuntary  exclamation 
which  escaped  me  was  not  intended  in 
any  degree  to  interrupt  you,  Sir,  or  to 
cause  any  disrespect  to  you.  It  was 
merely  a  protest  against  the  action  of  the 
hon.  Member. 

♦Me.  speaker  :  I  am  glad  to  hear 
what  has  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member, 
and  I  quite  accept  his  explanation  that 
the  exclamation  was  involuntary,  and 
thank  him  for  his  courtesy. 


CHARITY  COMMISSIONERS. 
Return  ordered — 

"Of    Copies    of    certain     Objections     and 
Suggestions    received    by  the    Charity  Com- 
Sir  W,  Marriott 


missioners  from  Public  Bodief  and  othen 
relative  to  the  Central  Scheme  pnbliahed  by 
the  Charity  Commissioners  in  parsnanoe  ol 
'  The  City  of  London  Parochial  Charities  Act, 
1883/  for  the  regnlation  of  the  Charities  dom- 
prised  in  the  Second  Sc^iednle  to  that  Act, 
and  of  the  Replies  of  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners thereto  and  to  certain  other4ike  Olgeo- 
tiqns  and  Suggestions." 

"And,  of  certain  Memoranda  and  Reports 
prepared  by  the  Charit^r  Commissioners  or 
their  Assistant  Commissioners  on  Technical 
iDstroction  on  Institations  combining  Recrea- 
tion with  Education,  and  on  Free  Libraries.'* 
— {Mr.  Bnjce.) 

NEW  MEMBER  SWORN. 
James    Somervell,   esquire,    for    Ayr 
District  of  Burghs. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  agreed  to— Consoli- 
dated Fund  (No.  1)  BiU. 

Army  (Annual)  Bill,  without  Amend- 
ment : — 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled 
"An  Act  to  enable  Incorporated  Com- 
panies to  act  as  executors,  administra- 
tors, and  trustees,  and  in  other  fiduciary 
capacities."  [Trust  Companies  Bill 
[Lords.] 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled  "An  Act  for 
the  appointment  of  a  Public  Trustee." 
[Public  Trustee  Bill  [Lords.] 

MOTIOIf'S. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE  (ORDERS  OF 
THE  DAY,) 
Viscount  CRANBORNE  (Lancashire, 
N.E.,  Darwen) :  May  I  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he  can 
give  some  intimation,  in  the  event  of  the 
Tithes  Bill  being  read  a  second  time  this 
evening,  what  day  will  be  fixed  for  the 
Committee  stage  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  hope  on  Mon- 
day, the  2l8t;  certainly  not  before  that 
day. 

Mr.  OLDROYD  (Dewsbury):  Will 
the  Allotments  Bill  be  taken  on 
Monday  ? 

♦Me.  W.  H.  SMITH :  The  Government 
propose  to  take  Supply  on  Monday. 

Me.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.)  : 
I  think  the  reply  a. little  ambiguous. 
The  House  would  prefer  to  know  posi- 
tively whether  the  Allotments  Bill  will 
or  will  not  be  taken  on  Monday  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  think  my 
answer  was  sufficient.     Supply  is  likely 
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to  take  the  whole  evening.     The    Bill 
-will  not  be  taken. 

Stb  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy)  : 
What  bnsiness  will  be  taken  on 
Monday,  April  14  ? 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Supply  will  be 
taken. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL  :  What  Supply  ? 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith:  :  I  cannot  say,  but 
ample  notice  will  be  given. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Order  for  reBuming  the  Adjourned 
Debate  on  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Tithe 
Rent-charge  Recovery  and  f^demption  Bill 
have  precedence  this  day  of  all  Orders  of  the 
Day,  inclading  the  Committee  of  Supply." — 
{Mr,  WiUiam  Henry  Smith.) 

(4.50.)  Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (North- 
ampton) :  I  have  not  risen  to  oppose  the 
Motion,  but  I  wish  to  have  some  sort  of 
understanding  with  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  in  view  of  his  persistent  raids 
on  the  time  of  private  Members.  Ap- 
parently this  demand  is  made  in  order  to 
get  an  additional  day  for  the  discussion 
of  the  Tithes  Bill ;  but,  in  point  of  fact, 
it  really  is  asked  in  order  to  secure  to 
the  Government  an  additional  day  for 
the  Estimates.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man says  that  the  Easter  vacation  will 
not  take  place  unless  the  Tithes  Bill  is 
read  before  Easter.  Hon.  Members  in- 
tend to  limit  their  eloquence  on  the 
Second  Reading  in  order  to  secure  that 
object.  The  Bill  is  to  be  discussed  for 
two  days ;  but  no  sooner  had  this  arrange- 
ment been  come  to  than  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said — "  I  must  take  Friday, 
and  put  down  the  Tithes  Bill  on  that 
day,  in  order  that  I  may  be  able  to 
take  Monday  for  Estimates."  I  have 
been  unable  to  discover  why  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  thinks  it  necessary 
to  have  an  additional  amount  of  money 
before  Easter.  A  few  weeks  ago  he  asked 
for  a  Vote  on  Account,  and  took  a  private 
Members*  day.  The  Vote  was  for  two 
months,  an  excessive  term,  and  that 
amount  might  have  carried  the  Govern- 
ment over  Easter.  If  these  things  occur 
before  Easter  the  House  knows  what  will 
take  place  after  Easter ;  not  a  single  day 
will  be  left  to  private  Members.  I 
8Tigg©8t  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  it  would  not  be  more  reasonable 
when  he  wants  extra  time  to  have 
Morning  Sittings  on  Tuesdays  and 
Fridays  ?  What  causes  me  to  hate  the 
House  is  that  hon.  Members  never  can 


get  any  definite  knowledge  of  what  they 
are  going  to  do  a  week  in  advance.  I 
urge  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  have 
some  compassion  upon  hon.  Members,  to 
consider  that  we  are  very  long-suffering 
persons,  and  that  he  is  the  master  of 
many  legions.  He  might  at  least  make 
some  arrangement  whereby  hon.  Mem- 
bers could  have  time  to  themselves  at 
any  rate  after  9  o'clock  in  the  evening. 

(4.54.)  Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (North- 
ampton) :  I  know  it  is  of  no  use 
protesting  against  the  Resolution, 
although  I  have  on  the  Paper  to- 
day an  important  notice,  and  one  the 
appropriateness  of  which  will  cease 
unless  it  can  be  brought  on  before  the 
Budget  Statement  is  made.  I  do,  how- 
ever, want  to  point  out  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  he  is  hardly  dealing 
fairly  with  private  Members.  It  is  said 
that  private  Members  only  indulge  in 
destructive  attacks  on  the  Government, 
and  do  not  help  in  constructive  legisla- 
tion. I  have  introduced  a  small  Bill 
dealing  with  certain  small  points  of 
interest,  and  as  to  which  I  was  assured  by 
the  first  Law  OflScer  of  the  Crown  that 
it  met  with  the  approval  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  but,  notwithstanding  that,  progress 
with  it  has  been  stopped  by  a  mere  notice 
of  an  Amendment  put  on  the  Paper  by 
one  of  the  followers  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  Government,  by  their 
action  in  regard  to  private  Members,  are 
reducing  Membership  of  the  House 
almost  to  a  farce,  so  far  as  constructive 
work  is  concerned. 

*(4.56.)  Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  think 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  spoken 
will  admit  that  he  has  not  been  un- 
successful in  regard  to  legislation  as  a 
private  Member,  and  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  not  been  unwilling  to  render 
him  assistance.  As  to  the  Motion  which 
the  hon.  Member  has  on  the  Paper,  I 
think  that  if  he  will  wait  until  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  explains 
the  Budget,  he  will  find  that  no  oppor- 
tunity has  been  lost  by  the  postponement 
of  that  question.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
who  spoke  as  the  representative  of  the 
humble  and  long-suffering  Members  of 
this  House  complains  that  he  has  no 
definite  knowledge  of  what  the  House  is 
going  to  do  a  week  in  advance.  But  may 
I  point  out  that  more  than  a  week  in 
advance  I  stated  to  the  House  that  the 
Tithes  Bill  must  be  read  a  second  time 
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this  week,  and  that  Supply  would  be 
needed  before  adjournment  for  the 
Easter  holidays.  I  have  given  as  much 
notice  as  was  possible  in  the  circum- 
stances. The  senior  Member  for  North- 
ampton has  recommended  Morning  Sit- 
tings for  the  conduct  of  public  business. 
I  will  give  the  hon.  Member  an  oppor- 
tunity of  supporting  a  proposal  of  that 
kind  which  I  shall  make  immediately 
after  Easter.  I  think  it  is  my  duty  to 
ask  the  House  to  vote  Supply  as  rapidly 
as  it  can,  consistently  with  the  proper 
discharge  of  its  duties;  and  I  do  not 
think  at  any  time  the  House  has  ad- 
journed at  Easter  without  having  made 
43ome  progress  in  Supply.  I  should  like  to 
correct  one  statement  which  I  made  a 
few  moments  ago.  I  do  not  wish  it  to 
be  inferred  that  the  Committee  on  the 
Tithes  Bill  will  necessarily  be  taken  on 
the  2l8t  April,  because  the  Second 
Beading  of  the  Land  Bill  must  precede 
the  Committee  stage  of  the  Tithes  Bill. 

(5.1.)  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  the  Order  for  resuming  the 
Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recovery  and  Redemp- 
tion Bill  have  precedence,  this  day,  of  all 
Orders  of  the  Day,  including  the  Committee  of 
Supply.— (^r.  William  Henty  Smith,) 

SITTINGS  OF  THE  HOUSE  (SATURDAY 
SirriNG). 

Resolved,  That  this  House  do  sit  To-morrow 
at  Ten  o'clock  ;  and  that  Mr.  Speaker,  as  soon 
as  he  has  reported  the  Royal  Assent  to  the 
Bills  which  have  been  ag^ed  on  by  both 
Housed,  do  adjourn  the  House  without  Question 
put. — {Mr,  William  Henry  Smith.) 

NEGOTIABLE  SECURITIES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  Negotiable  Secu ti- 
tles, ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor,  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Colonel  Hill,  and 
Mr.  Salt. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  206.] 

MARRIAGE  (ACTIONS  FOR  BREACH  OF  PROMISE) 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Roper  Lethbridge,  Bill  to 
abolish  actions  for  breach  of  promise  of 
marriage,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir 
Roper  Lethbridge,  Mr.  Bryce,  Mr.  Caine,  Dr. 
Commins,  and  Colonel  Makins. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  207.] 

PUBLIC  HOUSES    (HOURS    OF   CLOSING)    (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Dr.  Cameron,  Bill  to  amend 
''The  Public  Houses  (Hours of  Closing)  (Scot- 
land) Act,  1887,"  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  W.  H.  Smith 


Dr.    Cameron,    Mr.     M' Lagan,     Mr.     Mark 
Stewart,  and  Mr.  John  Wilson.' 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  208.] 

PAROCHIAL   BOARDS   (SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  Cameron,  Bill  to  reform 
the  constitution  of  Parochial  Boards  in  Scot- 
land, and  the  mode  of  electing  the  Members  of 
such  Boards,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Dr. 
Cameron,  Mr.  Mackintosh.  Mr.  Shiress  Will, 
Dr.  Farquharson,  and  Mr.  Barclay. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  209.] 

ORDERS  OF    THE  DAY. 


TITHE  RENT- CHARGE  RECOVERY  AND 

REDEMPTION  BILL. 

SECOND   READING.      [ADJOURNED  DEBATE.]. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debats  on  Amendment  proposed  to  Ques- 
tion f  27th  March],  "  That  the  Bill  be  now 
read  a  second  time." 

And  which  Amendment  was,  to  leave 
out  the  word  "  now,"  and,  at  the  end  of 
the  Question,  to  add  the  words  "  upon 
this  day  six  months," — {Mr.  Picton,) — 
instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  the 
word  *  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Debate  resumed. 

*(5.7.)  Mr.  C.  W.  gray  (Maldon) : 
As  this  question  is  one  of  consider- 
able importance  to  the  constituency 
which  I  represent,  I  hope  the  House  will 
excuse  me  if  I  trespass  upon  its  attention 
for  a  somewhat  longer  time  than  usual, 
inasmuch  as  I  desire  to  review^  the 
history  of  the  tithes  question  before  I 
come  to  the  criticisms  I  have  to  make 
— I  hope  in  a  thoroughly  independent 
spirit — on  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
which  is  now  before  the  House.  This 
Bill  is  by  no  means  the  same  Bill  which 
was  before  the  House  last  Session.  The 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Horsham 
(Sir  W.  Barttelot),  gaid  last  night  that  I 
must  of  course  support  this  Bill  because 
it  contains  certain  provisions  for  which  I 
contended  last  Session,  and  I  cannot 
but  feel  the  force  of  that  remark.  At 
the  same  time  I  must  say  that  this  Bill 
takes  entirely  different  ground  in  regard 
to  other  provisions.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Lanarkshire  last  night  attacked  the 
Bill  from  a  religious  point  of  view,  but, 
as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  shall  deal 
with  the  measure  entirely  fi*om  an  agri- 
cultural point  of  view.     The  hon.  Mem- 
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ber  for  Lanark  stated  that  the  Bill  would 
confer  no  benefit  on  the  tenant  formers. 
That  is  a  statement  with  which  I  cannot 
agree,  and  as  to  which  I  shall  have  some- 
thing further  to  say  at  a  later  period. 
In  order  that  I  may  push  home  the  points 
I  wish  to  make,  it  will  be  necessary  for  me 
to  remind  the  House  of  the  position  of 
the  tithes  question  prior  to  the  passing 
of  the  Commutation  Act  of  1836.  At 
that  period  a  great  deal  of  irritation  had 
grown  up  between  tithepeyers  and 
tithe  owners.  As  long  as  tithe  was 
collected  in  kind,  it  was  only  natural 
that  continual  disputes  should  arise.  It 
had  even  occurred  that  a  farmer  who 
was  bound  to  contribute  one-tenth  of  the 
produce  of  his  land  to  the  clergyman, 
had  sent  his  flock  of  ewes  on  to  another 
farm  at  the  lambing  season.  That  led 
up  to  a  state  of  things  somewhat  similar 
to  that  observable  now  in  some  parts  of 
England — namely,  irritation  between  the 
tithe  owner  and  the  tithepayer.  Every 
hon.  Member  on  this  side  of  the  House 
agrees  that  the  irritation  is  to  be 
regretted,  and  that  the  Government  in 
bringing  the  Bill  before  the  House  hope 
to  remove  every  reasonable  grievance 
and  cause  of  irritation.  Another  reason 
for  the  passing  of  the  Act  in  1836  was 
to  prevent  the  tithe  owner  from  par- 
ticipating in  the  increased  production  of 
the  land,  owing  to  the  increased  capital 
and  extra  science  the  farmer  brought  to 
bear  on  the  cultivation  of  the  soil. 
The  repeal  of  the  Corn  Laws  after  the 
passing  of  the  Tithe  Commutation  Act 
seriously  afEected  the  interests  of 
tithepayers.  That  was  the  time  when 
the  question  of  tithe  ought  to  have 
been  taken  up  by  Parliament.  I  can 
hardly  imagine  how  the  landowners 
allowed  such  a  change  to  take  place 
without  re-opening  the  tithe  question. 
Possibly  the  reason  might  have  been 
that  the  advocates  of  Free  Trade  told 
the  people  of  England,  and  especially  the 
farmers,  that  the  change  would  not,  to 
wiy  great  extent,  interfere  with  the 
farming  interest.  It  will  be  in  the 
memory  of  hon.  Members  that  Mr. 
Cobden  and  others,  who  fought  so 
vigorously  the  battle  of  Free  Trade,  told 
the  landlords  and  farmers  of  England 
over  and  over  again  that  they  would 
always  have  the  natural  protection  for 
their  com  produce,  which  was  conse- 
quent on  the  post  of  transit  upon  the 
VOL.  COCXLIII.      [thibd  series.] 


corn  shipped  to  this  country  by 
foreigners  competing  with  us  in  our  own 
markets.  At  that  time,  this  doctrine 
was  regarded  as  sound  and  reliable,  and 
it  is  only  of  late  years  that  we  have 
found  how  mistaken  was  the  view  thus 
put  before  the  country.  But  it  may  be 
asked  how  any  relief  from  foreign 
competition  could  be  expected  from  a 
Tithe  Bill.  It  should  be  recollected  that 
the  scheme  of  the  Commutation  Act 
settled  the  matter  on  more  than  one  base. 
It  is  true,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
said,  that  there  was  a  field  or  farm 
apportionment  which  could  not  be. 
re-opened,  because  the  data  upon 
which  it  was  calculated  were  gone. 
This  first  base  was  derived  from  a 
consideration  of  what  the  tithes  had 
been  worth  on  the  average,  of  seven 
years  to  the  Tithe  Receivers.  That 
was  the  first  basis  of  the  legislation  intro- 
duced by  the  Commutation  Act.  The  next 
step  was  to  take  an  imaginary  hundred 
pounds'  worth  of  tithe,  made  up  of  equal 
quantities  of  wheat,  barley,  and  oats, 
and  the  price  of  that  imaginary  hundred 
pounds'  worth  was  to  increase  and  de- 
crease, as  the  market  prices  fluctuated. 
Why  was  that  barometer  set  up?  I 
maintain  that  it  was  for  the  sole  purpose 
of  showing  the  capability  of  the  land 
from  which  the  crops  were  derived,  for 
paying  in  the  future  larger  or  less  sums 
of  money  as  tithe.  For  years  that 
barometer  worked  well ;  there  was 
very  little  grumbling,  and  when  the 
tithepayer  and  tithe  owner  met,  it  was 
very  often  over  a  good  bottle  of  wine. 
There  was  no  ill-feeling  between  the 
two.  But  then  came  the  time  when 
the  barometer  ceased  to  do  the  work 
for  which  it  was  sst  up,  when  it 
registered  the  tithes  at  from  8  to  10 
and  12  per  cent,  above  par,  while  the 
tithepayer  felt  that  he  was  paying 
a  sum  of  money  which  was  not 
the  produce  of  his  business,  but  was 
eating  into  the  very  capital  with  which 
he  carried  on  his  business.  An  hon. 
Member  last  night  said  rather  than  do 
anj'thing  unfair  to  the  tithe  owner  he 
would  suffer  ruin.  I  do  not  come  here 
to  ask  the  House  of  Commons  to  save  me . 
and  my  brother  yeomen  from  ruin,  if 
they  can  only  do  that  by  being  unfair  to 
the  tithe  owner ;  but  if  the  barometer  set 
up  has  ceased  to  do  the  work  for  which 
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it  was  intended,  I  claim  the  right  to 
ask  the  Honse  to  put  something  in  the 
place  of  the  barometer,  that  will  act  in  a 
&ir  and  equitable  manner  between  the 
two  parties.  Last  night  we  heard  a  great 
deal  of  the  grievances  of  the  clergy 
in  Wales,  and  I  sympathise  with  them 
very  deeply.  We  have  heard  also  that 
the  tithepayers  in  Wales  have  a 
grievance.  If  so,  I  sympathise  with 
the  farmers  there.  When  it  is  asked 
that  the  law  should  be  strengthened  to 
insist  on  the  payment  of  a  legal  debt,  1 
must  say  that  I  have  no  objection  to 
that  proposal.  But  if  any  step  of  that 
sort  is  taken,  to  my  mind  it  is  a  re-open- 
ing of  the  settlement  of  1836.  If  you 
re-open  the  settlement  of  1836  for  one 
purpose,  then  I  say  you  must  also  listen 
to  the  demand  to  open  it  still  wider  for 
another.  Last  year  the  Bill  brought  in 
by  the  Government  merely  seemed  to 
recognise  that  there  was  a  grievance 
coming  from  the  tithe  owners,  but  there 
was  no  recognition  of  the  griev- 
ance of  the  tithepayer.  I  then 
contended  that  if  we  re-opened 
the  settlement  of  1836  for  the  benefit 
of  the  tithe  owners,  we  must  also,  at  least, 
go  a  little  further,  and  say  that  the  land- 
lord should  be  the  person  who  actually 
handed  over  the  cash  to  the  tithe  owner. 
The  Grovernment,  I  am  glad  to  say,  have 
adopted  that  principle,  and  it  is,  there- 
fore, impossible  for  me  to  be  very  hostile 
to  the  Bill.  I  will  pass  to  another 
provision.  I  contended  also  last  Session 
that  there  must  be  some  recognition  of 
those  cases  where  the  tithe  is  greater 
than  the  rent.  The  proposal  of  the 
present  Bill  is  that  where  the  tithe  is 
in  excess  of  the  rateable  value,  the 
landlord  shall  get  redress.  My  objec- 
tion to  the  proposal  is  this.  Very  rarely 
are  farms  of  300,  400,  500,  and  600 
acres  assessed  so  low  as  I  consider 
they  ought  to  be.  The  reason  is  that 
there  are  wheels  within  wheels.  Yeoman 
farmers  owning  land  of  that  description 
consider  the  advisability  of  trying  to 
get  their  assessment  knocked  down  to 
the  lowest  point.  In  the  first  place, 
lowering  the  assessment  would  have 
the  efEect  of  raising  the  poundage 
which  is  levied  from  that  assess- 
ment. And  then,  again,  farms  of 
this  description  are  frequently  mort- 
gaged ;  and  it  is  not  to  the  interests 
of  these  men,  farming  their  Jar.d 
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under  these  conditions,  to,  using  an 
old  phrase,  "  cry  stinking  fish  "  of  their 
own  farms  too  loudly,  because  that  would 
open  the  eyes  of  the  mortgagees,  and  the 
probability  is  that,  within  a  very  short 
time,  they  would  receive  a  letter  from 
the  solicitor  to  the  mortgagee  asking  for 
a  cheque  in  reduction  of  the  mortgage. 
When  you  come  to  such  a  state  of  things 
as  we  have  in  the  eastern  counties  it  is 
very  serious.  I  can  say,  without 
hesitation,  speaking  of  the  agricul- 
tural land  of  Essex,  that  the  tithe 
is  very  nearly  half  the  income  derived 
from  that  land  by  the  landlord. 
The  barometer  I  have  spoken  of  must 
have  worked  badly  when  such  a  state  of 
things  has  arisen  in  a  county  close  up  to 
the  very  suburbs  of  this  great  Metropolis. 
To  be  a  settlement  for  any  lengtii  of 
time  the  Bill  must  contain  provisions 
recognising  the  altered  state  of  things  I 
have  alluded  to.  I  am  convinced  that  if 
the  rateable  value  clause  was  not 
written  with  actual  clerical  ink,  if  there 
be  such  a  commodity,  there  was  a  tithe 
owner  not  far  away  when  the  clause 
was  drafted.  That  clause  will  not  get 
the  Government  out  of  the  diflBculty.  A 
good  many  intricate  questions  and  com- 
plications will  crop  up,  and  if  I  have  an 
opportunity  in  Committee  I  shall  ask  the 
Government  whether  the  Assessment 
Committees,  when  making  out  the  assess- 
ment of  agricultural  property  for  this 
purpose,  will  be  directed  to  divide  the 
assessment  under  two  specific  heads — one 
being  the  value  they  put  on  the  land  and 
the  other  being  the  value  they  put  on  the 
houses  and  buildings.  I  hope  I  am  not 
making  a  speech  that  is  unduly — I  must 
not  say  hostile  but  independent.  It 
is  only  right  I  should  be  frank  and  fair 
with  the  Government.  I  must  acknow- 
ledge that  they  have  behaved  most 
handsomely  to  me.  1  have  not  had  the 
slightest  pressure  put  upon  me.  I  am, 
therefore,  enjoying  my  independence,  and 
when  the  Bill  gets  in  Committee  I  shall 
raise  the  pointto which  I  have  justaliuded. 
In  equity,  the  tithe  owner  has  never  had 
an  atom  of  property  in  the  bricks  or  wood 
of  which  the  buildings  are  composed. 
["  Hear,  hear  !  "1  I  am  very  glad  to  find 
I  am  in  that  opmion  supported  by  Tory 
Members,  for  they,  like  Caesar's  wife,  are 
beyond  suspicion.  There  is  no  suspicion 
astotheirideaof  rights  of  property.  If  we 
are  to  be  treated  fairly  on  the  point,  if  we 
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are  told  that  it  will  be  admissible  to 
deduct  the  rateable  value  of  the  buildings, 
1  shall  b^in  to  look  much  more  favour- 
ably upon  this  clause,  which  is  an 
innovation  from  the  Bill  of  last  Session. 
Now,  one  of  the  Tithe  BiUs  of  the 
Government  proposed  to  give  5  per  cent. 
to  the  tithepayer  in  consideration  of  the 
strengtiiening  of  the  law  for  the  benefit 
of  the  tithe  owner.  There  seemed  some- 
thing very  fair  about  that  proposition, 
because  in  a  re-opening  of  the  settlement 
of  1836  for  the  benefit  of  the  tithe 
owner,  there  ought  to  be  given  a 
quid  pro  quo  for  the  tithepayer.  I  trust 
that  question  will  be  raised  in  Committee. 
I  now  pass  to  the  redemption  clauses. 
In  them  we  have  taken  up  entirely  new 
ground.  It  is  to  the  redemption  principle 
that  I  look  for  a  fair  settlement  of  this 
very  difficult  question,  and  the  Bill  goes 
so  far  in  its  scope  that  if  it  can  only  be 
hammered  into  a  reasonable  shape  when  it 
gets  into  Committee,  it  may  possibly  meet 
the  case  from  the  agricultural  point  of 
view.  Last  night  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  said  the  redemption 
scheme  provided  in  the  present  Act  of 
Parliament  was  a  dead  letter,  and  I 
entirely  agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen that  for  all  practical  purposes  it 
has  been  a  dead  letter  What  do  the 
redemption  clauses  in  this  Bill  do  for  us  ? 
Up  to  20s.  there  is  machinery  that  may 
possibly  be  operative,  but  directly  you 
get  beyond  that  amount  we  find  what,  to 
my  mind,  will  be  a  complete  blank.  First 
of  all,  before  you  can  move  a  step  the 
tithe  owner  and  the  tithepayer  have  to 
meet  and  agree  that  they  wil]  go  in  for 
redemption.  I  can  imagine  that,  under 
certain  circumstances,  they  may  be  able 
to  do  that,  but  that  will  not  advance 
them  much,  because  they  have  also  to 
agree  what  the  terms  of  the  redemption 
are  to  be.  Is  there  any  probability  that 
under  existing  circumstances  any  large 
number  of  tithe  owners  and  tithepayers 
will  be  abie  to  agree  as  to  the  number  of 
years'  pruchase  and  so  on  %  It  must  be 
borne  in  mind  that  the  clerical  tithe 
owner  has  only  a  life  interest.  I  know 
some  of  them  talk  about  being  the 
Trustees  of  the  Church,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  when  they  say  so  they  speak  per- 
fectly conscientiously.  There  are  excep- 
tions, but  the  great  majority  of  English 
landlords  have  met  these  depressed  times 
•in  a  spirit  of  fairness  that  will  do  them 


credit  as  long  as  the  name  English  land- 
lord lasts.  Knowing  what  has  been 
done  by  the  ordinary  landlord,  some 
farmers  have  approached  their  landlord 
No.  2,  the  clerical  tithe  owner.  In  a  few 
cases  landlord  No.  2  has  given  a  little 
remission,  but  I  know  cases  in  which  the 
clerical  tithe  owner  has  said  to  the 
farmer  asking  for  a  remission,  **My 
good  fellow,  I  should  be  only  toa 
delighted  to  give  you  a  remission.  It  is 
true  I  can  afford  it,  for  I  have  got  other 
property,  and  I  should  like  very  much 
indeed  to  do  what  you  want,  but  I  cannot 
do  it  because  I  look  on  tithe  as  a  sort  of 
trust,  and  it  would  be  unfair  to  those 
clergy  who  have  not  private  property  if 
I  were  to  do  it."  If  these  redemption 
clauses  are  to  be  more  than  dead  letters, 
there  must  be  some  pressure  brought  to 
bear  to  bring  the  two  parties  together. 
What  the  pressure  is  to  be  I  leave  to 
the  Gk)vernment.  [An  hon.  Member: 
What  would  you  do  ?]  I  am  asked  by 
a  hon.  Gentleman,  who  is  a  barrister, 
what  I  would  propose.  I  do  not  think  it 
is  fair  to  ask  a  yeoman  farmer  to  explain 
fully  on  the  spur  of  the  moment  what 
sort  of  a  scheme  should  be  adopted. 
Briefly,  I  should  say  there  should  btj 
some  time  allowed  for  redemption. 
I  think  it  would  be  well  if  redemp- 
tion, when  made  upon  the  applica* 
tion  of  the  landlord,  were  compulsory 
within  a  certain  number  of  years 
from  the  passing  of  the  Act.  I  believe 
that  if  redemption  were  made  upon  fair 
terms  the  tithe  owner  or,  I  would  prefer 
to  say  the  Church,  would  derive  a  great 
deal  of  benefit  and  become  a  far 
stix)nger  and  more  efficient  institution 
for  good.  Now,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Lanarkshire  stated  last  night  that  the 
tenant  will  get  no  benefit  whatever  from 
the  proposed  change.  I  know  that 
theoretically  the  landlord  pays  the  tithe 
now,  but  the  tenant  has  always  had  to 
bear  the  brunt  of  all  disputes  as  to 
whether  the  tithe  averages  were  being 
properly  taken.  He  will  no  longer  be 
interested  as  tenant  farmer  in  anything 
of  that  sort,  and  in  that  respect  he  will 
experience  certain  relief.  I  have  heard, 
and  I  think  there  is  a  great  deal  in  it, 
that  if  the  Bill  passes  the  tenant  will 
benefit  by  a  possible  re-arrangement 
with  his  landlord.  It  has  been  sug 
gested  that  in  many  parts  of  the 
coiuitry  land  being  so  unpopular  tenantB 
H  2 
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will  derive  advantage  from  a  new 
bargain,  that  is  to  say,  he  will  not  con- 
tract in  the  new  arrangement  or  agree- 
ment to  give  the  landlord  exactly  the 
same  amount  extra  in  rent  that  the  land- 
lord will  take  upon  himself  by  way  of 
tithe.  I  believe  it  is  very  likely  that  that 
will  happen  in  many  parts  of  the  country. 
At  any  rate  no  tenant's  cow  or  hay  stack 
can  be  restrained  upon,  and  he  would 
have  no  thought  as  to  corn  averages  and 
the  like.  I  thank  the  House  for  having 
listened  to  me  so  patiently,  and  I  have 
now  only  to  express  the  hope  that  the 
Bill  will  be  read  a  second  time  without 
a  Division.  My  reason  for  expressing  that 
hope  is  that  I  think  the  promise  of 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
that  all  Amendments  will  be  considered 
with  an  open  mind  is  one  upon  which  we 
can  thoroughly  rely.  I  believe  the  Bill 
can  be  so  amended  that  it  would  facilitate 
fair  arrangements  of  the  nature  I  am 
pleading  for,  strengthen  the  law  where 
it  requires  strengthening,  and  give  relief 
where  relief  can  be  fairly  demanded. 

*(6.56.)  Sir  H.  VIVIAN  (Swansea  Dis- 
trict) :  I  think  the  Government  will  be 
convinced  by  the  speech  to  which  we  have 
just  listened  that  they  have  a  very  thorny 
path  to  follow  :  that  in  Committee  very 
«erious  questions  will  arise.  The  hon. 
<jentleman  has  said  that  the  reduction  in 
orespect  to  buildings  upon  farms  must  lead 

-to  a  very  large  reduction  in  the  amount 
payable  for  tithe.  Once  I  had  the  build- 
ings on  certain  farms  of  mine  valued  and 
I  was  perfectly  amazed  at  the  value  set 

» upon  them.  If  buildings  are  not,  as  I 
believe  they  are  not,  subject  to  tithe,  they 
undoubtedly  enter  into  account  in  the 

-  filling  of  the  rent,  and,  if  you  are  to  assess 
the  value  of  the  tithe  upon  the  rent,  you 
must  make  very  large  reduction  indeed  in 

•  respect  to  the  value  of  the  buildings.  That 
alone  will  largely  diminish   the   income 

-  which  the  owners  of  tithe  will  be  entitled 
^  to.     Now,  it  is  admitted  that  if  the  Bill 

OS  not  aimed  at  Wales  it  is  introduced  in 
•view  of  certain  events  in  Wales.  I 
•Always  regret  disturbances,  like  those 
which  have  occurred  in  some  parts  of 
Wales,  but  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that 
the  action  which  was  taken  by  tithe- 
payers  in  Wales  was  intended  as  a  protest 
Ag^mst  the  injustice  of  the  tax  they  were 
(Called  upon  to  pay.  They  had  no  desire, 
-and  they  have  no  desire,  to  refuse  pay- 
^ment  of  any  just  and  proper  tax.  Their 
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object  simply  was  to  protest  in  the  most 
stern  and  solemn  manner  against  the 
appropriation  of  the  tax  they  were  re- 
quired to  pay.  This  Bill  proposes  that 
tiie  tax  shall  be  placed  upon  the  shoulders 
of  the  landlords  instead  of  upon  those  of 
the  tenants.  That  does  not  relieve  the 
tenant  from  the  payment.  He  will  be 
bound  to  pay  more  rent  to  his  landlord  ; 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr  Gray)  has 
just  said  it  is  quite  certain  that  a  very 
large  addition,  if  not  the  whole  amount 
of  tithe,  will  be  added  to  the  rent.  It 
may  be,  and  I  hope  it  will  be,  that,  in 
many  cases,  landlords  will  take  a  more 
just  view  of  the  position  than  the  owners 
of  tithe  have  up  to  this  time  taken. 
I  believe  that  they  will  do  so,  and 
that  will  only  prove  how  wrong  has 
been  the  position  of  those  who 
have  owned  tithe  up  to  this  time. 
If,  as  he  believes,  in  the  future  landlords 
will  make  a  considerable  reduction  in 
respect  to  extra  rent  they  have  put  upon 
their  tenants  then  that  must  be, 
indeed,  a  condemnation  of  the  course 
taken  hitherto  by  owners  of  tithe.  I 
doubt  whether  rents  are  too  high  now  ; 
they  may  be  in  certain  cases,  but,  at  all 
events, what  they  will  have  to  consider  is 
whether  money  paid  in  respect  of  tithe 
is  too  high,  and  if  they  admit  deductions 
from  that,  that  is  a  distinct  condemnation 
of  those  who  heretofore  received  these 
rents.  Undoubtedly  the  machinery  will 
not  be  so  direct  as  it  has  been  heretofore. 
I  am  not  so  sure  that  we  may  not  have 
again  the  question  arising  as  to  the 
payment  of  tithe  in  Wales.  There 
are,  happily,  many  small  free-holders 
in  Wales,  and  few  of  them  are 
members  of  the  Church  of  England. 
They  willbe  called  upon  to  pay  tithe  in  the 
future  as  in  the  past,  and  it  is  quite 
possible  that  even  this  Bill  will  not  pre- 
vent a  recurrence  of  those  lamentable 
actions  which  have  taken  place  in  Wales 
on  some  occasions.  The  landowners  may 
object  to  pay  the  tithe,  and  it  is  evident 
the  machinery  of  the  Bill  is  far  more 
complicated  than  that  hitherto  used.  Is 
there  anything  more  odious  than  the  idea 
of  a  Receiver  being  appointed  to  be  the 
manager  of  any  man's  farm  ?  That  may 
mean  absolute  ruin  to  the  tenant,  and  is 
more  likely  to  be  so  than  anything  he 
has  encountered  up  to  the  present  time* 
The  grievance  will  not  bo  removed.  The 
tenants,  though  not  so  directly  subject  to 


201         Tithe  Rent-Charge  {March  28,  1890}         Recovery,  d;c.  Bill 


the  payment  of  tithe,  still  will  be  as  sen- 
sible' as   now   that  the   sweat   of  their 
brows  will  go  in  payment  of  tithe,  and 
to    that    they     have     a     conscientious 
objection.    That  is  the  position  of  tenants 
ia  Wales.      Bear  in  mind  it  is  a  question 
of  conscience.     I  am  old   enough  to  re- 
member  when   we  had   long   and   acri- 
monious  debates  in  this  House  on  the 
subject   of   Church    rates,    and    at  that 
time  one  of  the  most  peace-loving  Bodies 
in  the  community  (the  Quakers)  refused 
to  pay  these  rates,  and  in  those  long  and 
often   acrimonious  debates,    which    few 
Members   remember,   it    was    said  that 
Church  rates  would  never  be  abolished, 
that  it  was  a  thing  not  to  be  contemplated. 
But  after  these   debates   there  came  a 
time  when  Church  rates  were  abolished, 
and  I  ask  are  the  fabrics  of  the  Church  of 
England  in  a  worse  position  than  before 
the  rates  were  abolished  1     I  say  at  no 
time  have  the  fabrics  of  our  Church  been 
in  so  magnificent  a  condition,  and  why  ? 
Because  we  have  to  rely  on  the  voluntary 
system.     Of  all  others  there  can  be  no 
question    the    voluntary    system   is  the 
most   healthy  to   rely   upon.      The  pro- 
phecies that  the  fabrics  of  our  churches 
would  feill  into    decay    have    all    been 
Msified,  and  our  churches  now  are  the 
glory    and    splendour    of    our  country. 
Well,  but  the  Church  has  lost  its  hold 
upon  Welshmen,  and  that  owing  to  the 
grievous  misuse  of  its  high  privileges  for 
a  great    number  of  years.     It  is  now 
something  like  1,100  years  since  the  old 
British   Church   passed   away   and    was 
absorbed     by     the     Romish     Church. 
During  that  lengthened  period  it  is  no 
exaggeration  to  say  Church  matters  have 
been  in  a  scandalous  condition  in  the 
Principality    of    Wales.       During     the 
Bomish  times,  so  far  as  I  can  read  history, 
the  position  was  a  bad  one,  and  it  became 
worse  after  the  Reformation.     Nepotism 
prevailed  to  the  largest  extent,  and  men 
were  sent   to   minister  to   the   spiritual 
wants  of  the  Welsh  people  who  had  no 
feeling  of  sympathy  for  the  people  and 
could  not  even  express  themselves  in  the 
language  of  the  Welsh  people,   and  by 
these  men  the  great  emoluments  of  the 
Church  were  absorbed.     For  very  many 
years  this  led  to  a  condition  of  things 
most  deplorable,  and  out  of  this  condition 
of  things  the  present  position  of    the 
Church  of  England  in  Wales  has  grown. 
Stupor  prevailed,  I  will  not  say  irreligion 
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I  prevailed,  but  at  any  rate  history  shows 
that  a  scandalous  condition  of  things  pre- 
vailed in  the  Church.  The  whole 
revival  of  the  strong  religious  feeling  in 
Wales  began  with  the  Methodist  revival 
at  the  beginning  of  the  century,  and 
long  after  that  the  Church  remained  in 
its  terrible  state  of  stupor,  from  the  efEects 
of  which  it  has  never  recovered.  I  was 
very  much  surprised  yesterday  to  hear 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Bradford 
(Mr.  Reed),  who  has  studied  this  question 
very  deeply,  take  to  task  my  hpn. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Gla- 
morgan (Mr.  Evans),  whose  excellent 
maiden  speech  has  shown  his  possession 
of  an  ability,  and  a  power  in  addressing 
the  House,  which,  1  am  quite  sure,  will 
make  him  a  brilliant  Member  of  it.  I  was 
astonished,  I  say,  to  hear  the  hon. 
Member  take  my  hon.  Friend  to  task  for 
referring  to  the  tripartite  division  of 
tithe.  I  understood  the  hon.  Member  to 
say  that  no  such  thing  ever  existed,  that 
there  was  no  historical  warrant  for  saying 
that  a  tripartite  division  of  tithe  existed 
in  this  country  at  all.  Well,  I  admit 
that  there  is  no  absolute  proof,  and 
doubtless  this  proof  has  been  lost  in  the 
mists  of  ages.  But  in  that  very  excellent 
work.  Ancient  Facts  and  Fictions,  Lord 
Selbome  quotas  from  an  old  document 
of  Ethelred's  time,  about  1014,  which 
runs  thus : — 

*'  Llespecting  tithe  the  king  and  his  witan  (or 
Parliament)  have  chosen  and  a^eed  that  one 
third  part  of  the  tithe  which  heloogs  to  the 
Church  shall  go  to  the  reparation  of  the 
Church,  the  second  part  to  the  servants  of  God, 
and  the  third  part  to  God's  poor  and  needy  ones 
in  thraldom.'* 

Doubts  of  the  authenticity  have,  I  know, 
been  thrown  upon  this  document,  but  it 
appears  to  me  to  bear  evidence  of  truth 
on  the  face  of  it.  There  you  have 
tripartite  division,  and  what  has  become 
of  that  division  ?  We  hear  no  more  of 
it,  the  whole  is  applied  to  the 
maintenance  of  the  clergy,  and  we 
are  accused  of  sacrilege,  or  some- 
thing very  much  approaching  that,  for 
suggesting  that  it  might  be  applied  to 
other  purposes.  Lord  Selborne,  upon 
the  question  how  it  was  that  the  whole 
of  the  tithe  became  appropriated  to 
parish  purposes,  says — 

'*  There  was  certainly  no  such  general  appro- 

i>riation  of  tithe  to  parish  church  made  by  any 
aw  ever  enacted  in  England,  though  the  laws 
of  Ethelred  gave  to  certain  churches  on  private 
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Estates  a  third  of  the  whole  tithe.  As  to  how 
the  third  passed  into  the  whole  there  is  not,  so 
far  as  I  know,  so  much  as  a  canon  of  any 
Council  or  decree  of  any  Pope  in  the  nature  of 
a  legislative  enactment  to  explain." 

When  so  great  an  authority  as  Lord  Sel- 
borne  cannot  explain  how  the  Church 
became  possessed  of  the  whole  of  the  tithe, 
I  think  I  may  say  the  evidence  is  lost. 
Nobody  can  explain  it,  or  make  out  a 
real  title  to  it.  I  suppose  the  title  is 
one  of  prescription.  No  law  or  canon 
gives  that  title.  The  hon.  Member  for 
East  Bradford  used  the  word  '*  British," 
And,  properly  speaking,  that  should  refer 
to  Wales  only.  Great  Britain,  we  know, 
is  a  term  including  the  whole  of  the 
kingdom,  but  certainly  the  British  are 
the  Welsh.  The  Welsh  were  not  con- 
quered until  1284,  but  the  same  arrange- 
ments existed  in  the  whole  Church,  for 
the  same  Authority  governed  all  the 
Christian  Church.  In  777  the  ancient 
British  Church  was  absorbed  into 
the  Romish  Church.  The  ecclesias- 
tics at  Rome  thencaforth  governed 
the  whole  of  the  Church  of  Great 
Britain  although  Wales  had  not  been 
conquered  by  the  Saxons  Kings.  This  is 
ancient  history  and,  perhaps,  I  owe  an 
apology  for  referring  to  it.  1  should  not 
have  done  so  but  that  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Evans)  was  challenged  on  the  point  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Bradford.  It 
is  quite  evident  that  the  latter  had  not 
paid  sufficient  attention  to  the  historical 
question  to  animadvert  bn  thj  statement 
of  my  hon.  Friend.  I  have  a  very  long 
experience  of  Wales.  I  have  been  in 
touch  with  Welsh  feeling  through  my 
connection  with  one  of  the  largest 
Welsh  constituencies  for  33  years. 
For  27  years  I  represented  the  largest 
constituency  in  the  PrincipaHty,  and  for 
SIX  years  I  have  represented  one  of  the 
largest.  I  do  not  look  at  Waleg  from 
Shropshire  through  a  telescope.  I  am  in 
constant  touch  with  the  people  among 
whom  I  was  bied  and  bom,  and  I  tell 
vou  very  distinctly  that  the  Church  has 
lost  its  hold  upon  the  people  of  Wales. 
The  people  of  Wales  have  provided 
for  their  own  places  of  religious  wor- 
ship. If  they  had  not  done  so  there 
would  in  the  great  County  of  Glamorgan 
have  been  a  state  of  religious  destitution, 
for  the  Church  is  so  fettered,  that  it  could 
not  meet  the  growing  wants  of  an 
increasing  population.  You  have  a  paro- 
Mr.  C.  W.  Gray 


chial  system,  which  of  all  others  is  the 
worst  and  most  restricted  in  regard  to 
increased  church  accommodation.  Yon 
have  the  incumbent  of  the  parish  who  can 
come  down  upon  any  one  who  desires  to 
build  a  church,  and  insist  upon  his 
right  to  prevent  it.  But  Free 
Trade  has  prevailed,  thank  Gk)d,  in 
providing  other  places  of  worship.  It  is 
unnecessary  to  quote  the  enormous  sums 
of  money  which  have  been  expended  by 
Welsh  Nonconformists  in  erecting  and 
maintaining  their  own  places  of  religious 
worship.  There  are  no  people  in  the 
world  so  deeply  religious  as  the  Welsh 
people.  On  the  first  growth  of  a  village, 
with  the  first  few  houses,  they  erect  a 
place  of  public  worship,  and  this  they  do 
out  of  their  own  hard-earned  savings. 
And  yet  you  still  call  upon  them  to  pay  a 
further  portion  of  those  savings  for  the 
maintenance  of  a  Church  with  which  they 
have  nothing  in  common.  This  is  a 
grave  and  grievous  wrong,  and  their 
refusal  to  do  so  is  a  protest  against  this 
wrong.  They  are  a  law-abiding,  law- 
loving  people,  and  this  I  say  with  perfect 
certainty.  There  is,  I  think,  only  one 
other  Member  of  the  House  who  can  say 
he  has  addressed  an  assembly  of  10,000 
Welsh  colliers  on  a  mountain  side. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Rhondda  Division  st<x)d  with  me  and 
addressed  10,000  Welsh  colliers  on  a 
Welsh  mountain  side  more  than  once. 
On  one  occasion  I  remember  addressing 
them  on  the  question  of  reform  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  and  I  remember  well  say- 
ing to  them — "  Now,  you  are  a  thoroughly 
loyal  people  ;  give  three  cheers  for  the 
Queen,"  and  every  man  of  them  re- 
sponded heartily.  They  were  very  ex- 
cited about  the  position  of  the  House  of 
Lords  ;  but  I  say  no  more  loyal  people 
exist  within  this  realm.  But  do  not 
try  their  patience  too  far ;  do  not  put  too 
great  a  strain  upon  these  law-abiding 
people.  The  unanimous  cry  of  Welsh- 
men is  for  redress  of  this  grievance. 
Do  not  attempt  to  impose  new  fetters, 
and  seek  to  rivet  this  Church  upon  the 
people  more  tightly.  The  existence  of  the 
Church  as  a  Welsh  institution  cannot  be 
defended,  and  only  by  meeting  the  just 
demands  of  the  people  is  to  disendow 
the  Church  of  England  in  Wales. 
I  have  quoted  the  case  of  the 
Church  rates,  and  I  would  refer  to  the 
Irish  Church.    Have  yon  not  been  oom- 
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pelled  to  do  justice  to  Ireland  in  regard 
to  the  great  anomaly  which  existed 
there  ]  Even  to  a  greater  degree  the 
anomaly  exists  in  Wales,  and  yon  refuse 
to  redress  this  grievance,  and  endeavour 
to  rivet  the  fetters  more  tightly.  Do 
not  continue  such  a  policy.  The  cry  of 
Wales  is  for  Disestablishment ;  you  can- 
not by  such  a  Bill  as  this  repress  this 
cry ;  you  will  render  it  more-  bitter. 

(6.23.)  Viscount  ORANBORNE 
(Lancashire,  N.E.,  Darwen)  :  The  hon. 
Baronet  has  just  told  us  that  he  does  not 
look  at  Wales  through  a  telescope,  and  I 
must  admit  I  think  he  looks  at  it  much 
more  closely,  and  from  the  point  of  view 
of  one  who  studies  the  suffrages  of  Welsh 
electors  with  a  view  to  his  next  return  to 
Parliament.  I  confess  I  am  surprised  at 
the  part  Welsh  Members  have  taken  in 
this  debate,  because,  as  has  been  well 
remarked,  it  is  the  condition  of  things  in 
Wales  which  has  brought  this  question 
to  a  crisis  and  made  legislation  necessary. 
We  have  been  told  that  the  refusal  of 
Welsh  people  to  pay  tithe  is  due  to 
religious  motives.  I  should  be  loth 
to  say  anything  against  the  religious 
convictions  of  the  Welsh  people  ;  and  I 
firmly  believe  they  are  a  religious  and 
godly  people.  But  I  cannot  attribute  the 
excesses  that  have  taken  place  in  Wales 
to  religion  and  philanthropy.  I  have 
paid  clos3  attention  to  this  anti-tithe 
agitation,  and  1  have  not  the  least  doubt 
of  the  lengths  the  people  may  be  induced 
^  go  by  a  misguided  sense  of  religion 
and  right.  There  is  an  instance  I  do  not 
think  has  been  quoted,  of  a  clergyman 
newly  appointed  to  an  incumbency  in 
Wales,  a  man  of  blameless  character, 
against  whom  nothing  could  be  said. 
He  arrived  in  his  parish  suffering  under 
a  very  serious  domestic  affliction,  and  no 
sooner  had  he  arrived  than  there  was  a 
universal  refusal  of  tithe.  The  poor 
incumbent  became  pooler  and  poorer; 
the  members  of  his  family  suffered 
acutely  from  want  of  nourishment ;  two 
of  his  daughters  died ;  and  he  was  re- 
duced to  the  last  verge  of  poverty.  In 
this  condition,  he  one  day  received  a 
hamper  and  thought  that  at  last  some  of 
bis  parishioners  had  taken  pity  upon  his 
unhappy  condition.  Upon  opening  the 
hamper,  instead  of  sorely- needed  food,  he 
found  it  filled  with  nameless  filth,  and 
the  message,  "Here  is  food  for  you." 
These   ar&  the  things  that  have  taken 


place,  and  will  continue,  unless  a  stop  is 
put  to  them.  If  you  tell  me  that  such 
excesses  arise  from  the  depth  of  religious 
convictions  then  all  1  can  say  is :  I  would 
not  give  twopence  for  religious  feeling 
that  prompted  such  an  action  as  this.  The 
hon.  Baronet  tells  us,  as  others  have  told  us, 
that  the  Disestablishment  and  Disendow- 
ment  of  the  Church  of  England  in  Wales 
is  the  proper  remedy  for  the  present  state 
of  things.  But  there  is  now  a  Unionist 
Government  in  power,  which  will  not 
think  of  introducing  such  legislation  as 
this,  and  that  Government  will  continue 
in  power  for,  at  any  rate,  another  three 
years,  and  perhaps  many  years  longer. 
What  does  the  hon.  Baronet  propose  should 
be  done  in  the  meanwhile  ?  Does  he 
propose  that  the  tithepayers  should  keep 
the  tithe  in  their  pockets  ?  If  not,  he 
must  be  a  party  to  some  legislation  to 
force  them  to  pay  it.  The  non-payment 
of  tithe  must  have  a  most  demoralising 
effect  on  the  Welsh  people.  But  this 
Bill  does  not  deal  with  Wales  alone,  and 
I  desire  to  refer  to  the  speech  that  has 
been  delivered  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Maldon  Division,  whorepresents  a  part 
of  England  which  has  suffered  most 
acutely  from  the  agricultural  depression 
of  recent  years.  The  hon.  Member  com- 
mitted himself  to  the  assertion  that  the 
corn  averages  which  govern  tlie  payment 
of  tithe  would  establish  a  sort  of  test  of 
the  fertility  of  the  soil. 

*Mb.  gray  :  I  must  correct  the  noble 
Lord  there.  What  1  said  was  that  tl\e 
com  averages  would  be  a  test  as  to  the 
capability  of  the  land  to  pay  a  larger  or  a 
less  tithe. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  :  I  apolo- 
gise to  my  hon.  Friend  and  adopt  his  cor- 
rection, though  I  cannot  assent  to  the 
statement.  Corn  averages  were  estab- 
lished because  it  was  thought,  at  the 
time,  that  com  was  more  fixed  in  value 
than  any  other  commodity.  It  might 
have  been  fixed  on  a  money  basis,  but  it 
was  thought  that  the  value  of  gold 
would  vary  more  than  that  of  com. 
That  having  been  the  means  by  which 
the  tithe  has  been  fixed,  let  us  see 
whether,  on  the  whole,  it  has  worked 
fairly?  I  find  that,  calculating,  the 
average  of  years  to  the  present  day,  and 
taking  the  years  altogether,  as  near 
as  possible  J&IOO  is  paid  for  what  was 
fixed  at  XlOO  at  the  time  of  commutation. 
In  the  present  year,  and  during  the  last 
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few  years,  of  course,  it  has  sunk  far 
balow  that  value,  but,  taking  it  all  round, 
the  tithe  owner  has  got  that  which  he 
bargained  for  at  the  time  of  the  passing 
of  the  Tithe  Commutation  Act.  I  do 
not  think,  in  the  face  of  this  fact,  that 
there  is  reason  to  make  any  change  m 
the  law  on  the  ground  that  the  tithe 
owner  gets  too  much.  Let  us  look  ab  the 
other  side  of  the  case.  Does  the  land- 
owner get  the  same  or  more  or  less  thfln 
at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  the  Tithe 
Commutation  Act  ?  I  will  not  go  into 
figures,  but  I  will  venture  to  say  that, 
taking  the  titheable  land  of  EngLa,nd  as 
a  whole — of  course,  Essex  is  an  excep- 
tion— the  landowner  has  got  at  least  two- 
thirds  more  than  he  had  at  the  time  of 
the  passing  of  the  Act,  and,  therefore,  it 
is  not  fair  to  say  that  he  has  been 
prejudiced  to  the  advantage  of  the  tithe 
owner.  The  tiths  owner  has  got  what  he 
contracted  to  get,  and  the  landowner  has 
obtained  a  great  deal  more.  In  those 
circumstances  I  cannot  see  that  there  is 
any  case  whatever  for  a  revision  of  the 
tithe  commutation,  and  I  venture  to  say 
that  the  present  Bill  is  not  designed  to 
efEect  any  such  revision.  The  settlement 
of  1836  is  respected  by  the  Bill.  I 
know  it  is  sometimes  said  that  the  Bill 
is  a  re-opening  of  that  settlement,  but  1 
cannot  see  that  a  measure  designed  like 
this  one,  to  make  people  pay  that  which 
they  legally  owe,  and  to  enable  the  tithe 
owner  to  more  easily  recover  his  debt,  is 
one  which  re-opens  the  Tithe  Commuta- 
tion Act.  Will  the  House  bear  with  me 
a  moment  whilst  I  give  an  illustra- 
tion ?  I  happen  to  know  a  very  populous 
town  in  the  North  of  England,  which 
is  near  a  great  city  —  within  five 
miles  of  it.  In  that  town,  owing  to  its 
proximity  to  the  city,  there  are  no 
County  Court  sittings,  and  I  have  been 
concerned  lately  in  trying  to  persuade 
Her  Majesty's  Government — that  is  to 
say,  the  Lord  Chancellor — to  have 
County  Court  sittings  in  that  town.  The 
reason  I  did  this  is,  because  it  is  found 
that  the  creditors  in  the  town  in  which 
I  am  interested  are  prejudiced  by  the 
necessity  of  having  to  go  five  miles  away 
to  the  city  where  the  County  Court  sit- 
tings are  held,  in  order  to  get  judgment 
against  their  debtors.  I  am  informed 
that  so  much  is  this  difficulty  fek  that  it 
positively,  in  a  very  serious  degree,  pre- 
judices the  recovery  of  small  debts. 
YUcount  Cranborne 


Now,  supposing  the  Lord  Chancellor 
grants  our  request,  and  agrees  that 
County  Court  sittings  shall  be  held  iu 
this  town,  the  immediate  result  will  be 
that  every  small  debt  there  will  be  more 
valuable  to  the  creditor.  Will  the 
debtor  be  able  to  go  to  the  creditor  and 
say,  "  When  I  incurred  this  debt  to  you 
I  thought  I  had  to  go  to  a  town  five  miles 
off  before  it  could  be  enforced  against 
me  ?  Now  I  find  the  debt  can  be  en- 
forced in  a  much  easier  way.  It  is  not 
right  that  you  should  have  all  the  benefit 
of  the  altered  arrangements,  and  seeing 
that  you  can  enforce  the  debt  with  much 
greater  facility  than  you  could  before,  I 
claim  some  remission."  No  doubt  that 
case  is  a  ridiculous  one.  ["  Hear,  hear  ! " 
and  lav^hteri]  But  it  happens  to  be  so 
obvious  that  even  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  can  see 
what  I  mean.  That  instance  shows  very 
well  that  the  method  of  recoveiy  of  debt 
has  nothing  to  do  with  the  amount 
really  due,  and  that  if  it  is  found — as  it 
has  been  found — that  it  is  difficult  for 
the  tithe  owner,  who  has  the  first  charge 
on  the  produce  of  the  land,  to  recover  his 
debt,  it  is  a  fair  and  legitimate  thing  for 
Parliament  to  alter  the  method  of 
recovery  without  being  accused  of  re- 
opening the  settlement  of  1836,  and 
being  called  on  to  reduce  the  debt  due. 
I  said  at  the  opening  of  these  few 
remarks  that  I  had  great  sympathy  with 
the  Counties  of  Essex  and  Berkshire,  and 
those  counties  which  have  felt  so  deeply 
the  agricultural  distress.  Well,  the 
Government  have  evidently  felt  that  too, 
and  in  the  Bill  they  have  presented  to 
the  House  they  have  considered — as  I 
think,  very  properly  and  in  a  very 
generous  manner — some  of  the  difficulties 
these  distressed  counties  feel.  For 
instance,  there  is  the  important  provisioii 
that  in  cases  where  the  rateable  value  is 
less  than  the  tithe  a  remission  shall  be 
made  to  the  tithepeyer  as  against  the 
tithe  owner.  That,  under  the  circum- 
stances, is  a  generous  concession,  and  it 
should  be  fuUy  recognised  as  such.  It  i.s 
a  concession  because  on  a  great  number 
of  properties  the  landlords  will  pay, 
although  they  do  not  get  a  sufficient 
rental.  It  is  said  that  in  cases  of  thai 
kind,  the  landlords  will  charge  a  rent 
which  the  tenants  will  refuse  to  pay,  aad 
the  land  will  go  out  of  cultivation,  as 
the  landlords  inll  have  to  take  the  faund 
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into  their  own  hands,  and  will  find  it 
impracticable  to  make  use  of  it.  If  the 
tithe  exceeded  the  rent  thare  would  be 
no  remedy  for  the  tithe  owner.  But  in 
the  great  majority  of  cases  there  will  be 
a  hope  tliat  in  better  yearn  it  will  be 
possible  to  make  a  profit,  and 
the  land  will  not  be  allowed  t<i  go 
out  of  cultivation.  I  think  the  land- 
owner should  receive  assistance  in  this 
case,  but  it  should  be  a  concession  from 
the  tithe  owner.  In  many  cas:?s  where 
tlie  tithe  is  found  to  be  in  excess  of  the 
rent  the  reason  is  that  at  the  time  of  the 
passing  of  the  Tithe  Commutation  Act 
the  landowners  were  allowed  to  apportion 
the  tithe  on  their  properties  as  they 
pleased,  and  they  put  it  on  as  few  farms 
as  pjssible-  Naturally,  on  tlioso  farms 
the  pressure  has  been  felt  more  than 
elsewhere  ;  but  because  the  landowner 
has  ohosen  to  put  the  whole  of  the  tithe 
on  a  few  farms,  is  that  any  reason  why, 
50  years  afterwards,  the  tithe  owner 
should  be  called  on  to  suffer  loss  ?  That 
ju^gTiment  no  doubt  tends  to  show  tliat 
the  provision  in  the  Grovernment  Bill  is 
not  ^ir  to  the  tithe  owner.  But  I  think 
that,  under  present  circumstances,  and 
certainly  in  view  of  the  difficulties 
which  land  is  being  placed  in  in  the 
distTctssed  counties,  the  tithe  owner  ought 
to  be  willing  to  make  some  cuncession  in 
that  direction.  Let  it  be  understood, 
however,  that  these  are  concessions,  and 
substantial  concessions ;  and  many  of  us 
think  thats  having  gone  that  far,  we 
should  not  be  called  up.'jn  to  go  further 
in  giving  up  the  tithe  owner's  rights. 
Let  us  look  at  this  thing  from  a  common 
sense  point  of  view,  Hon.  Members 
opposite  are  not  so  anxious  to  relieve  the 
laud  of  tithe  fib  they  are  anxious  to  make 
the  tithe  question  a  running  sore  in 
order  to  facilitate  their  efforts  to  bring 
about  the  Disestablishment  and  Bis* 
endowment  of  the  National  Church.  But 
hon*  Gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House 
will  fight  to  the  death  against  that  object, 
I  say  frankly  that  there  is  no  question 
in  the  whole  field  of  politics  on  which 
I  would  not  rather  make  concession 
than  on  the  question  of  tlie  endowment 
of  the  National  Church.  That  being  so, 
those  who  strive  for  Disestablishment  will 
have  to  look  forward  to  many  years  of 
bitter  struggle  before  they  meet  with 
gttccees,  even  if  they  are  ever  .successful. 
Are    they   prepared   to  allow    the    tithe 


question  during  these  years  of  struggle 
to  remain  in  its  present  state!  They 
must  consent  to  legislation  of  some  kind 
with  respect  to  it^  and  tlxerofore  I  would 
urge  them,  on  grounds  of  fairness  and 
morality,  to  give  a  cordial  sujiport  to  this 
honest  endeavour  on  the  ptrt  of  the 
Government  to  provide  a  maAihinery 
under  whicli,  without  friction^  the  tithe 
may  be  fairly,  honestly,  and  rei^ily  pud 
to  the  Church  of  England,  as  she  has  a 
right  to  expect,  whether  in  England  or 
in  Wales. 

♦(6.45.)  Sir  J .  S WlXBURNEjCStafEord- 
shire,  Liclifield)  :  In  the  few  observa- 
tions I  purpose  addressing  to  the  House 
I  would  disentangle  the  Bill  from  all  its 
verbiage  and  ask  the  House  to  have 
regard  to  its  main  principles.  Under  the 
Commutation  Act  the  produc:?  of  the 
land  only  is  liable,  and  the  tithe  is  only 
levied  in  a  certain  manner  on  the 
occupier  ;  but  under  the  present  Bill  a 
gi'eat  change  will  take  place^  both  in 
regard  to  liability  and  process  by  the 
tithe  owner,  Tf  the  landlord  does  not 
pay  the  tithe  a  Ri^ceiver  will  he  put  in, 
and  he,  the  landlord,  will  become  a 
tenant  to  the  lieceiver,  who  becomCN 
not  only  Receiver  tind  landlord,  but 
manager  also.  Then  the  tithe  is  to 
take  priority  of  all  other  payments, 
except  quit  rent.  All  these  are  enor- 
mous advantages  to  give  to  the  tit  lie - 
owner,  and  yet  there  is  nothing  on  the 
other  side  to  balance  them.  The  whole 
Conunutation  Act  of  53  years  ago  is 
torn  to  pieces  in  giving  the  tithe  owner 
these  advantages.  In  Clause  4  of  this 
Bill  the  tithe  owner  is  empowered  to 
take  the  whole  of  the  prixiuce  of  the 
land,  and  divide  it  as  he  likes  ;  that  is  to 
Ba}^,  if  there  happens  to  be  more  than 
one  tithe  owner  they  can  divide  the 
tithe  as  they  like  amongst  themselves. 
The  tithe  owner,  however,  is  saved  the 
odium  of  being  the  collector,  and  actually 
the  lando\VDer  and  occupier  are  bound 
to  advance  the  money  to  the  tithe 
owner  to  pay  his  local  rates  and  taxes,  W© 
heard  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Pi-esi- 
deut  of  the  Board  of  Tmde  express  how 
deeply  he  respected  contracts  and  former 
precedents,  but  here  we  have  the 
arrangement  made  in  tlie  extraordinary 
Tithe  Redemption  Bill,  passed  only  a  yeai"^ 
or  two  ago,  upset  and  the  contracte  made 
between  landlord  and  tenant  broken. 
Over  and  over  agtun  we  have  heard  how 
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difficult  it  is  for  landlords  and  tenants  to 
make  bargains,  and  how,  when  they  are 
made,  they  onght  to  be  respected. 
The  tithe  owner  has  his  taxes  paid  for 
him  in  advance,  and  yet  we  have  nothing 
on  the  other  side  to  set  against  this  ex- 
traordinary advantage.  I  have  only 
to-day  received  a  letter  from  an  eminent 
land  agent  who  has  been  long  engaged  in 
the  buying  and  selling  of  tithes,  and  who 
has  been  consulted  by  an  ex-Prime 
Minister  on  the  subject.  He — the 
land  agent — says  the  Bill  is  a  poorly 
disguised  attempt  to  increase  the  valu^ 
of  tithe  at  the  expense  of  the  landowner, 
but  that  the  tenant  farmers  are  too 
intelligent  not  to  see  that  the  merging 
of  the  tithe  in  the  rent  is  only  a  device 
to  remove  the  odium  of  collecting  tithe 
from  the  shoulders  of  the  pai-son.  He 
adds  that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  will 
add  10  years'  purchase  to  the  market 
value  of  tithe  rent-charge  by  raising  it 
from  15  to  25  years'  purchase.  Then  we 
come  to  the  Redemption  Clause.  That 
clause  only  applies  where  the  tithe  is 
cinder  20s.  Directly  you  come  to  a  case 
where  it  is  over  20s.  redemption  is 
optional,  because  a  joint  application  is 
necessary.  Suppose  a  young  clergyman 
comes  into  an  incumbency,  the  tithes  on 
which  amount  to  £500  a  year,  and  asks 
his  solicitor  for  advice.  The  solicitor 
would  say,  "  You  must  be  a  very  foolish 
man  to  have  the  tithe  redeemed.  You 
must  take  into  consideration  what  the 
tithe  rent-charge  would  be  worth  at  25 
years'  purchase.  You  collect  it  directly 
from  the  landed  proprietor,  and  you  have 
the  best  security.  The  landed  proprietor 
pays  your  local  rates  and  taxes  in 
advance.  You  are  a  young  man,  and  by 
the  time  you  have  lived  in  the  parish  for 
30  or  40  years  it  will  be  very  difficult  to 
prove  what  thei''value  of  the  tithe  was 
before  this  Bill  passed.  If  the  re- 
demption takes  place  then  you  will 
get  double  what  you  would  get  now." 
That  is  what  the  solicitor  would  say,  and 
a  very  sensible  and  reasonable  thing  it 
would  be  to  say.  Personally,  I  am  both 
a  tithepayer  and  a  tithe  owner.  My 
predecessors  in  title,  who  purchased  the 
tithe  rent-charge  from  the  Crown,  it 
haying  formed  a  portion  of  the  estate 
of  that  unfortunate  nobleman,  Lord 
Derwentwater,  never  spent  a  farthing 
on  the  land,  on  which  the  tithe  was 
charged,  nor  have  I  done  so,  as  the 
iSir  J,  SwirUfurne 


land  does  not  belong  to  me.  In  n^y  view 
the  tithe  owner  in  England  stands  in  the 
same  position  as  a  bad  Irish  landlord  who 
does  nothing  at  all  to  improve  the  iand^ 
and  the  tithepayer  is  in  the  same  position 
as  a  tenant  in  Ireland  who  has  made  all 
the  improvements.  Within  the  last  50 
years  two-thirds  of  Great  Britain  has  been 
drained,  land  has  been  manured,  and 
waste  land  brought  under  cultivation. 
All  has  been  done  by  the  tenant  and  the 
landowner,  the  tithe  owner  never  spend- 
ing a  farthing.  This  Bill  may  well  be 
compared  with  that  relating  to  the 
purchase  of  land  in  Ireland,  and  we  may 
well  ask :  Why  should  we  be  so  generous 
to  Irish  landlords  who  have  neglected 
their  duty,  and  adopt  a  policy  of  spolia- 
tion towards  English  landowners  who 
have  done  their  duty  to  the  best  of  their 
ability?  I  do  not  see  why  Clause  9 
should  require  that  the  redemption  for 
the  price  named  should  be  "for  the 
permanent  benefit  of  the  benefice."  It 
would  be  enough  to  ensure  that  the  re- 
demption should  not  be  detrimental  to  the 
benefice.  With  regard  to  the  Receiver,  I 
would  ask  the  House  to  consider  for  a 
moment  what  would  be  the  position  of  a 
Receiver  in  a  snu^ll  country  village. 
Could  a  more  ingenious  plan  be  devised 
for  getting  up  hot  blood  and  provoking 
riot  than  putting  in  a  Receiver  to 
manage  a  farm  and  collect  the  parson's 
tithe?  Then  in  Clause  12  the  Bill 
goes  on  to  provide  that  **if  the  owner 
fails  to  perform  such  duty,"  &c., 
not  only  he,  but  his  executors  and 
administrators,  shall  be  liable  to  pay 
any  subsequent  owner  of  the  land,  or 
any  part  thereof,  all  expenses  incurred 
by  such  owner  in  respect  of  tithe  re- 
demption. I  never  heard  of  sudh  a 
clause  :  it  is  a  punishment  clause  of  un- 
limited duration.  Again,  Clause  13  em- 
powers the  Board  of  Agriculture  to 
put  a  mortgage  on  the  land.  All  recent 
legislation  has  been  in  the  direction  of 
trying  to  free  the  land,  and  thereby  to 
reduce  the  law  costs  in  land  sales ;  there- 
fore I  say  that  this  proposal  is  a  step  in 
the  wrong  direction.  I  can  only  see  two 
courses  open  to  us.  Either  we  must  repeal 
the  Commutation  Act  altogether  and  find 
out  the  present  real  commercial  value  of 
the  tithe  and  start  on  a  ^sh  basis,  or  if 
the  Government  are  determined  to  get  rid 
of  the  tithes Ibt  them  bnng  inaoompulsory 
clause,  providing  for  redemption  at  15 
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years*  purchase,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  find  the  necessary  money 
on  the  same  terms  as  are  ofEered  to  the 
Irish  tenants,  namely,  at  4  per  cent,  for 
49  years.  As  to  the  proceeds  of  the 
sale,  one-third  should  go  to  the  Church, 
one-third  be  devoted  to  educational  pur- 
poses, and  one-third  should  go  in  re- 
duction of  the  rates.  I  think  that, 
without  doubt,  the  Church  has  improperly 
absorbed  the  whole  of  the  tithe.  As  a 
member  of  the  Church  I  blushed  to  hear 
Gentlemen  on  the  Front  Bench  opposite 
declare  that  clergymen  of  the  Church  of 
England  in  Wales  had,  with  their 
families,  been  on  the  very  verge  of 
starvation.  What  were  their  congrega- 
tions doing  to  allow  their  ministers  to 
starve  in  consequence  of  this  tithe 
difficulty  ? 

(7.8.)  Mr.  T.  LEWIS  (Anglesey)  :  It 
is  now  being  generally  aclmowledged 
that  the  occasion  of  promoting  this  Bill 
was  the  tithe  agitation  in  Wales.  As  I 
have  spent  ray  whole  life  among  the 
tithepayers  in  that  country,  I  have  had 
every  opportunity  of  knowing  their 
opinion  and  feelings  upon  the  tithe 
question,  and  I  can  assure  the  House  that 
the  passing  of  this  Bill  will  not,  in  any 
degree,  pacify  or  satisfy  them.  Hitherto, 
the  relations  between  tenants  and  land- 
lords in  Wales  have  been  most  amicable, 
but  I  am  afraid  if  this  Bill  is  passed, 
necessitating  in  many  cases  the  re-adjust- 
ment of  rents,  it  will  occasion  much 
irritation  and  ill-feeling.  Indeed,  it  does 
not  seem  likely  to  give  satisfaction  to  any 
class  in  the  Principality — neither  the 
farmers  nor  the  landowners.  A  few 
months  ago,  in  consequence  of  the 
general  rumour  that  the  forthcoming 
Tithe  Bill  would  throw  the  payment  of 
tithes  on  the  landlord,  a  number  of  in- 
fluential landowners  from  the  adjacent 
C3unties,  met  at  Rhyl,  in  North  Wales,  to 
consider  the  subject ;  and  the  result  of 
their  deliberation  was  to  pass  a  resolution 
to  the  efEect  that  no  such  Bill  was  required 
for  Wales,  but  that  what  was  wanted  was 
a  Bill  to  expel,  cheaply  and  effectually,  all 
laasy  and  troublesome  clergy  from  their 
ministerial  office.  And  I  firmly  believe 
that  that  is  the  opinion  of  a  large  number 
of  other  landowners  who  were  absent. 
Ai  to  the  tithepayers,  this  Bill  will  not 
satisfy  them,  because,  though  the  landlord 
in  the  first  instance  is  made  responsible 
for  itspayment,  yet  the  farmers  well  know 


that  it  will  finally  fall  upon  them.  It  is 
well  that  the  House  should  know  that  no 
Tithe  Bill  will  give  satisfaction  to  the 
very  great  majority  of  the  Welsh  farmers, 
except  a  Bill  to  devote  the  tithe  to  national 
purposes;  as  long  as  the  tithe  is  used 
for  the  support  of  a  small  religious  sect, 
the  agitation  and  dissatisfaction  will 
continue.  It  is  not  against  the  payment 
of  tithes  that  the  Welsh  farmers  object, 
but  against  its  application.  After  all 
the  eSorts  and  sacrifices  made  by  Non- 
conformists during  the  last  150  years  to 
support  religious  instruction  in  Wales, 
which  was  almost  wholly  neglected  by 
the  Church,  surely  they  deserve  better 
treatment  than  to  be  saddled,  in  addition, 
with  these  proposed  extra  County  Court 
expenses.  Lord  Aberdare  declared  some 
time  ago — 

*•  That  religion  would  have  disappeared  from 
the  country  had  it  not  been  for  the  exertions  of 
the  Nonconformists." 

The  late  Dean  of  Bangor,  speaking  of 
the  enormous  numerical  preponderance  of 
Nonconformists,  said — 

*' Statistical  apologists  will  hint  that  these 
Nonconformists  exist  only  on  paper.  Paper 
adherents  do  not  g^ve  money.  The  Welsh 
Nonconformists  give  far  more  than  £300,000 
a  year.** 

Also  he  added — 

"  The  Church  in  Wales  has  lost  five- sixths  of 
the  Welsh- speaking  people,  and  her  strength 
survives  among  the  Enghsh-speaking  upper  and 
upper  middle  class.*' 

In  the  County  of  Anglesey,  which  I  have 
the  honour  to  represent,  there  are  several 
parishes  where  none  but  the  clergyman, 
the  clerk,  and  their  families  attend  the 
church,  while  most  of  the  inhabitants  go 
to  chapels.  It  is  not,  therefore,  so 
very  strange  that  the  Nonconformist 
farmers  object  to  pay  tithes,  seeing  that 
they  receive  no  benefit  whatever  for  their 
money.  I  do,  therefore,  hope  that  this 
House  will  reject  the  Bill. 

(7.15.)  Sir  J.  KENNAWAY 
(Devon,  Honiton)  :  I  desire  to  offer  a 
few  remarks  to  the  House  on  this  sub- 
ject. The  question  of  tithes  has  been 
for  a  long  period  before  Parliament,  and 
various  Bills  have  been  introduced  deal- 
ing with  it,  but  of  all  those  Bills  none 
have  dealt  so  completely  and  fully  with 
it  as  the  measure  before  us,  and  cer- 
tainly none  of  them  have  seemed  to  have 
anything  like  the  general  acceptanee 
which  this  measure  has  found.     I  think 
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that  the  Government  deserve  credit 
for  taking  up  and  dealing  with  the 
question,  for  it  is  not  a  popular  one. 
They  have  been  told  that  they  cannot 
touch  it  without  raising  .many  difficult 
and  anxious  questions  which  might 
really  lead  them  into  trouble,  but  they 
have  acted  in  accordance  with  their  high 
sense  of  duty.  In  that  action  they  have, 
no  doubt,  been  stimulated  by  the  state  of 
things  which  existed  in  Wales,  and  which 
I  am  amazed  that  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
seem  to  contemplate  with  very  little  con- 
cern— I  refer  to  the  non-payment  of 
tithes  legally  due  to  an  amount  so  great  as 
was  mentioned  by  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade.  It  is  extraordinary 
that  the  non-payment  of  £10,000  out  of 
£38,000  should  be  regarded  as  a  light 
matter,  particularly  when  the  legal  obli- 
gation to.pay  has  existed  for  so  very  long  a 
time.  Anodier  factor  which  has,  no  doubt, 
had  its  influence  with  the  Government  is 
to  be  found  in  the  sufEerings  of  the  Welsh 
clergy,  who  undertook  their  duties  in 
the  belief  that  the  law  would  secure  to 
them  that  which  they  were  legally 
entitled  to,  though  no  more.  And 
there  is  also  before  the  Government  this 
even  stronger  point-^ the  refusal  to  meet 
legal  obligations,  such  as  tithe,  though  it 
may  be  treated  with  equanimity  by  those 
who  do  not  suffer,  yet  is  likely  to  ba  very 
contagious  ;  and  when  once  it  is  found 
that  legal  obligations  of  one  sort  can  be 
avoided,  it  is  very  probable  that  the  same 
thing  will  be  attempted  with  regard  to 
other  obligations,  with  the  result  that 
the  foundations  of  society  will  be  dis- 
turbed, and  law  and  order  be  shaken 
very  considerably.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down  has  .stated  that 
the  measure  will  not  satisfy  the  tithe- 
payers  of  Wales.  I  do  not  supposa  it 
will,  because  the  Welsh  tithepayers  wel- 
come the  tithe  agitation  as  helping 
them  in  their  efforts  to  obtain  the  Dis- 
establishment of  the  Church.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke  for  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench  yesterday  (Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan)  stated  that  they  did 
not  want  a  measure  to  improve  the  col- 
lection of  tithes,  but  one  to  deal  with  its 
distribution.  No  doubt  some  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  and  we  who  sit  on 
these  Benches  are  not  likely  to  agree  on 
the  matter,  and  I  do  not  suppose 
that  those  hon.  Gentlemen  can 
expect  that  a  Bill  likely  to  please 
Sir  J,  Kennatvay 


them  would  be  introduced  by  the  present 
Government.  But  the  means  by  which 
it  is  sought  to  enforce  the  law  having 
been  found  incapable  of  application  in  a 
coimtry  where  there  is  not  much  sympathy 
with  the  law  in  that  particular  respect, 
it  becomes  clear  to  the  Government  that 
something  must  be  done  to  amend 
that  law,  for  the  sake  of  their  reputation 
and  to  put  matters  straight.  In  England 
there  has  been  very  little  agitation,  com- 
paratively, but  still  there  have  been 
grumblings,  and,  from  time  to  time^ 
pressure  has  been  brought  to  bear  upon 
the  tithe  owner  to  make  a  f  nrthur  reduc- 
tion. But  I  think  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Maldon  Division  of  Essex 
was  rather  hard  on  the  clergy  just  now 
when  he  spoke  of  them  as  buttoning  up 
their  pockets  and  declaring  that  though 
they  would  be  glad  to  make  a  reduction, 
yet  for  the  sake  of  their  order  they  could 
not  do  so.  The  hon.  Member  quite  left 
out  of  sight  the  fact  that  tjiere  has 
already  been  a  reduction  of  22  per  cent., 
which  the  clergy  have  had  to  bear,  and 
are  bearing  without  complaint,  and  it 
seems  to  me  most  unreasonable  and 
unfair  to  ascribe  their  unwillingness  to 
put  in  force  the  unpopular  remedy  of 
distraint  to  anything  else  than  kind- 
ness of  heart  ;  neither  is  it  fair  to 
ask  them  to  make  further  reductions 
As  I  said  before,  the  Government  were 
pledged  to  deal  with  this  matter,  and 
have  had  the  courage  of  their  opinions. 
They  have,  no  doubt,  also  avoided  some 
of  the  blots  which  were  certainly  to  be 
found  in  previous  Bills,  and  especially 
that  one  which  made  the  tithepayer 
personally  responsible  for  the  tithe. 
Now  it  is  made  quite  clear  that  he  is 
only  liable  for  that  which  he  gets  from 
the  titheable  land  itself,  and  that,  I  think, 
will  remove  one  serious  objection  which 
has  been  felt  to  previous  attempts  &t 
legislation  on  this  subject.  Then  there 
is  the  question  of  re-valuation.  Disap- 
pointment has  been  expressed  because 
the  Bill  does  not,  beyond  the  fixing  of  a 
new  rateable  value,  give  any  further 
power  of  re-vaJuation.  No  doubt,  in 
some  few  counties — I  am  happy  to  say 
not  in  very  many — the  present  settle- 
ment presses  very  hardly  upon  agricul- 
turalists indeed ;  but  we  must  remember 
that  a  bargain  was  made  in  1836,  and  if 
we  are  to  re-open  that  bargain  because 
one  party  suffers,  it  would  be  necessary 


217         TMe  Rent-CJiarge  {March  28,  1890}         Recovery,  d;c,  BUI. 


218 


tD  re-open  the  qnestion  altogether,  and 
to  give  benefits  to  the  tithe  owner  in 
cases  where  the  land  has  increased  in 
valne,  as  it  no  donbt  has  done  in  many- 
parts  of  the  conntry.  If  that  is  done, 
and  tithe  should  be  reduced  in  certain 
parts  of  the  country,  we  introduce  a 
principle  which  it  was  the  boast  that  the 
settlement  of  1836  had  effected,  namely, 
the  abolition  of  growing  tithes.  There- 
fore, it  seems  to  me  very  clear  that  there 
is  a  hardship  where  the  value  of  the  land 
has  fallen  more  than  the  22  per  cent,  re- 
duction in  the  tithe,  bat  such  cases  as  that 
can  only  be  met  by  the  2nd  clause  of  this 
Bill,  which  is  an  honest  attempt  to  deal 
with  the  diflBculty.  Again,  if  we  re- 
open the  question  of  tithe  averages  we 
shall  be  confronted  with  a  very  difficult 
problem,  because  there  are  other  articles 
besides  wheat,  such  as  wool  and  hay, 
which  have  risen  in  value.  We  might, 
p3rhaps,  have  hoped  that  more  would 
have  been  done  in  the  way  of  redemp- 
tion, but  it  is  possible  that  some  amend- 
ment in  that  direction  may  be  devised 
in  Committee.  The  whole  question  is, 
however,  surrounded  with  difficulties, 
because  each  party  puts  the  price  very 
much  higher  or  very  much  lower  than 
the  other,  according  to  the  point  of  view 
from  which  he  looks  at  it.  I  particularly 
rejoice  to  see  that  compulsory  redemp- 
tion is  enforced  in  the  case  of  building 
land,  for  it  has  in  the  past  been  the  cause 
of  considerable  trouble  and  annoyance. 
We  must  realise  that  anythiog  we  can 
do  will  be  sure  to  meet  with  the  opposi- 
tion of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  who 
find  this  tithe  grievance  a  lever  for 
pressing  forward  the  Disestablishment 
proposals,  about  which  they  are  so 
anxious.  It  has  bsen  said  that  the 
tithepayers  object  to  pay  this  tithe 
because  they  disapprove  of  it  and  it 
goes  against  their  consciences.  I  do  not 
quite  see  the  force  of  that  argument, 
becausB  tliey  do  not  rafuse  to  pay  the 
tithe  altogether ;  they  oaly  refuse  to  pay 
unless  a  reduction  is  granted.  In  the 
times  of  the  agitation  against  Church 
rates  those  who  objected  to  the  rates 
refused  to  pAy  them  on  principle,  but 
this  question  of  a  conscience  which  can 
be  satisfied  with  a  reduction  of  5  per 
cent.  I  cannot  understand.  A  further 
reduction  of  5  p^r  cent,  for  collection  has 
been  spoken  of,  but  when  we  remember 
how  very  great  the  fall  in  the  value  of 


tithe  has  been — 22  per  cent. — it  cannot 
be  right  to  ask  the  clergy  to  submit  to 
a  further  reduction  of  5  per  cent,  on 
their  already  attenuated  incomes,  more 
especially  as  there  are  already  so  many 
cases  in  which  the  tithe  is  paid  by  the 
landlord.  I  do  trust  we  shall  be  able  to 
bring  this  question  to  a  satisfactory 
settlement,  and  I  think  we  on  these 
Benches  should  be  unworthy  of  our  posi- 
tion of  supporters  of  law  and  order,  and 
of  the  National  Church,  if  we  did  not 
persevere  in  the  attempt,  not  to  give 
that  Church  any  fresh  advantages,  but 
to  preserve  those  rights  which  have 
belonged  to  her  for  so  many  years. 

(7.30.)  Colonel  W.  CORNWALLIS 
WEST  (Denbigh,  W.) :  This  question 
has  been  argued  by  hon.  Members 
sitting  on  this  (the  Opposition)  side 
of  the  House  as  if  it  were  purely  a 
matter  of  Welsh  opinion,  and  my  hon. 
Colleagues  from  Wales  have  taken  a 
somewhat  provincial  and  narrow-minded 
view  of  the  subject.  I  have  been  so- 
journing during  the  last  fjw  weeks 
among  those  who  are  deeply  interested 
in  the  tithes  question,  and  I  have  been 
much  surprised  at  some  of  the  stories  I 
have  heard.  I  look  on  this  Tithes  Bill 
not  only  as  a  measure  relating  to  the 
Principality  of  Wales,  and  directed 
against  the  Disestablishment  of  the 
Church,  but  as  one  closely  related  to  the 
agricultural  interest  all  over  the  country. 
What  is  it  we  find  ?  We  find  that  in  the 
County  of  Norfolk  the  tithes  are  greater 
than  in  the  entire  Principality  of  Wales, 
and  I  think  the  people  of  that  county 
have  quite  as  much  interest  in  this  Bill, 
if  not  more,  than  the  whole  population 
of  the  Principality.  I  think  that  this 
Bill  will,  as  far  as  I  can  judge  of  it,  bring 
about  a  better  condition  of  things  as 
regards  the  agricultural  interest  in 
England.  I  intend  to  support  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill,  and,  in  doing  so,  I 
may  be  allowed  to  say  that  I  consider  the 
sp3ech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  in  intro- 
ducing it  was  most  courteous  and  con- 
ciliatory, especially  when  we  remember 
that  he  told  the  House  that  any  recom- 
mendations emanating  from  this  side 
would,  so  long  as  they  did  not  touch  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  receive  the  careful 
attention  of  the  Government.  I  believe 
that  if  the  Bill  is  read  a  second  time  this 
evening  we  shall  be  able  in  Committee 
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to  introduce  such  changes  as  will,  at 
least,  settle  the  question  for  a  certain  ! 
time  to  come.  The  main  principle  of  the 
Bill  is  one  of  which  no  one  will  deny  the  ■ 
importance — it  is  to  transfer  from  the 
shoulders  of  the  tenant  farmer  to  those 
of  the  owner  the  liability  for  the  payment 
of  tithes.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  last  year  said  he 
regarded  this  as  the  proper  principle  to 
act  upon,  and  I  think  so  too.  But  we 
are  told  that  if  the  landlords  are  to  pay 
the  tithes  they  will  take  care  that  the 
tenants  shall  repay  them  in  fche  rent. 
Well,  Sir,  I  for  one  will  take  the  chances 
of  this.  I  believe  the  tenant  farmers  of 
Wales  are  honest  men,  and  that  the 
greater  portion  of  them  will  not  attempt 
to  shirk  the  responsibility  they  under- 
took when  they  entered  into  possession 
of  their  farms.  It  is  very  unfortunate 
that  this  question  in  Wales  has  got 
entangled  with  the  question  of  re- 
ligion. After  all,  tithes  must  be 
paid,  and  I  think  my  Welsh  Colleagues 
are  inconsistent  in  opposing  the  Bill, 
because  it  will  make  tithes  a  much  better 
property.  They  ought  rather  to  support 
the  Bill,  because  they  may  utilise  the 
tithe  in  time  to  come  for  other  purposes, 
and  this  Bill  will  give  a  better  security  to 
the  tithe  owner  whenever  it  may  be  re- 
quired for  those  national  purposes  of 
which  we  hear  so  much.  I  conceive  also 
that  the  redemption  of  the  tithe  is  the 
second  great  principle  of  the  Bill ;  and  it 
is  one  I  have  always  advocated.  I  do  hope 
and  trust  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
may  see  their  way  to  put  the  redemption 
on  easier  terms.  I  cannot  understand 
why,  when  Consols  are  as  low  as  they  are 
now,  we  should  be  asked  to  pay  4  per 
cent.,  and  in  my  opinion  the  redemption 
scheme  can  be  carried  out  on  a  plan  much 
less  expensive  to  the  landowners  than 
that  which  is  proposed  by  the  Bill. 
I  have  always  considered  that  the 
incidence  of  tithes  is  certainly  unfair ; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  I  see  the  difficulty 
there  is  in  re-opening  the  settlement  of 
1836 ;  at  the  same  time  I  have  always 
thought  that  before  the  Government 
touched  this  question  perhaps  the  wisest 
course  to  have  pursued  would  have  been 
to  appoint  a  Royal  Commission  to  visit 
every  county,  and  to  consider  the  condi- 
tion in  which  certain  counties  are  placed 
by  reason  of  the  changed  condition  of 
agriculture  throughout  the  whole 
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country.  I  can  hardly  conceive  that  the 
English  public  are  aware  of  the  frightfnl 
condition  of  some  of  the  farms  on  which 
the  tithe  at  the  present  moment  is 
actually  more  than  ^e  rental.  I  think 
that  the  substitution  of  the  County 
Court  for  the  present  system  of  distress 
is  a  proposal  which  cannot  fail  to  meet 
the  views  of  all  hon.  Members,  and  that 
the  carrying  out  of  this  plan  would  con» 
duce  to  the  peace  and  the  happiness  of 
the  country.  We  know  that  there  are 
those  who  wish  to  keep  up  a  state  of 
things,  which  we  all  deplore,  for  parti- 
cular purposes  of  their  own,  and  I  trust 
that  their  wings  will  be  clipped  and  that 
it  will  be  impossible  to  have  again  such 
an  agitation  as  we  have  had  in  my 
country.  I  think  the  more  sensible  and 
rational  of  the  Welsh  farmers  will  feel 
that  the  settlement  of  the  tithe  question 
ought  to  put  aside  all  further  agitation 
in  regard  to  Disestablishment,  and  that 
the  effect  of  this  measure  will  be  to 
preserve  the  tithe  not  only  for  the 
Church  in  Wales,  but  for  any  future 
purpose  of  a  national  character. 

*(7.40.)  Mr.  RANDELL  (Glamorgan, 
Gower) :  I  desire.  Sir,  to  state  what 
I  believe  to  be  the  opinion  of  the  great 
majority  of  my  constituents  on  the 
subject  now  before  the  House.  I  am 
astonished  at  some  of  the  observations 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
spokeD,  especially  so  as  he  is  one  of  the 
Representatives  of  the  Principality.  He 
has  complained  that  the  Welsh  Members 
have  treated  this  matter  from  a  provin- 
cial point  of  view ;  but  if  by  that  he 
meant  a  Welsh  point  of  view,  1  could 
understand  his  argument,  because  this  is 
strictly  a  Welsh  question.  The  hon. 
Member  also  spoke  of  the  Bill  being 
of  great  service  to  the  agricultural 
interest.  If  so,  1  would  be  pleased, 
though  I  doubt  it ;  but  the  Bill  ought 
to  be  confined  to  England.  The  Bill 
proposes  to  shift  the  burden  of  the 
present  payment  of  tithe  from  the 
tithepayer  to  the  landlord,  and  neither 
in  that  nor  in  the  redemption  clauses, 
nor  in  the  new  method  of  recovery- 
in  lieu  of  the  old  form  of  distress, 
will  it  meet  with  an3rthing  but  the 
strongest  objection  on  the  part  of  the 
Welsh  people.  The  new  form  of  recovery 
is  nothing  but  an  attempt  to  coerce  the 
Welsh  people  to  pay  a  tithe  which  they 
object  to  pay  so  long  as  the  impost  is 
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applied  to  its  present  purposes.  The 
proposal  to  shift  the  payment  is  some- 
thing thrown  out  with  a  view  to  the 
conciliation  of  the  English  farmer,  but  I 
hope  the  English  f^jrmer  will  not  be 
deluded  by  proposals  so  fictitious. 
The  Welsh  farmer  has  been  taught, 
and  knows  quite  well,  that  if  the 
landlord  pays  the  tithe  he  will  exact 
an  equivalent  from  the  tenant  in  the 
shape  of  increased  rent.  With  regard 
to  the  redemption  clauses  the  bulk  of  the 
Welsh  Members  are  opposed  to  them 
altogether.  We  believe  that  under  them 
tithes  will  be  frittered  away,  and  that  by 
subsequent  alienation  they  will  be  lost 
sight  of  altogether.  We  recognise 
tithes  to  be  national  property,  and  are 
anxious  to  keep  them  intact  and  apply 
them  to  national  purposes,  educational  and 
otherwise.  To  that  extent  the  farmer 
would  be  relieved,  because  what  he  pays  in 
tithes  he  knows  he  will  be  saved  in  rates. 
As  to  the  alleged  right  to  the  tithe  for 
the  purposes  of  the  Established  Church, 
I  hold  that  what  Parliament  has  a  right 
to  make  Parliament  has  also  a  right  to 
unmake.  By  shifting  the  burden  from 
one  shoulder  to  the  other,  you  do  not 
remove  it.  And  if  you  insist  upon  doing 
this,  then,  I  think,  in  all  fairness,  we  may 
ask  you  to  confer  extended  jurisdiction 
upon  the  County  Court,  so  that  the  rents 
of  the  tenants  may  be  [judicially  revised, 
as  their  rents  will  most  assuredly  be 
consequently  increased.  In  recent 
years  many  large  estates  have  been 
put  into  the  market,  and  hundreds 
of  tenant  farmers  have  purchased  their 
holdings,  and  are  now  freeholders.  These 
men  are  chiefly  Nonconformists,  and 
they  will  as  stoutly  oppose  the  payment 
of  tithe  in  the  future  as  in  the  past  until 
fedrly  appropriated.  Then  you  will  simply 
put  in  a  number  of  Receivers  of  the 
County  Court,  and  in  that  way  practically 
confiscate  their  holdings.  What  is  the 
object  of  the  new  method  of  recovery  ?  I 
take  it  that  it  is  to  assist  the  Welsh 
clergy  to  recover  their  tithes.  Had  it 
not  been  for  the  case  of  the  Welsh  clergy 
I  think  the  other  questions  that  have 
been  raised  in  this  Bill  would  have  been 
referred  to  a  Royal  Commission.  WiU 
this  Bill  have  the  effect  of  assist- 
ing the  Welsh  clergy?  I  think 
it  will  have  the  opposite  effect, 
and  that  it  will  only  accentuate 
the  differences  and  further  embitter  the 


feelings  which  already  exist.  Distress 
is  at  present  levied  upon  the  goods  of 
the  farmer,  while  the  person  of  the 
parson  is  removed  from  the  scene 
of  action.  The  bailiffs  and  emergency 
men  do  the  disagreeable  work  of 
collection.  But  under  this  Bill  you  make 
the  clerical  tithe  owner  a  plaintiff  in  the 
County  Court,  where  he  will  be  sure  to 
attract  the  attention  of  the  industrial 
classes,  who  will  be  amazed  at  the  strange 
spectacle  of  a  minister  of  religion  in  a 
Court  of  Law  demanding  his  pound  of 
flesh  from  needy  men  who  object,  not 
to  the  payment  of  tithe,  but  to  its  mis- 
application. This  new  jurisdiction 
which  you  seek  to  confer  upon  the 
County  Court  will  overweight  its 
machinery  and  throw  i  t  out  of  gear. 
Already,  there  are  complaints  as 
to  the  bailiffs  of  County  Courts  not 
being  able  to  do  their  duty  in 
the  matter  of  executions  following 
judgment.  Besides,  solicitors  and  counsel 
will  be  employed,  and  such  will  be  the 
legal  paraphernalia,  that  to  recover  £b 
of  tithes  it  may  easily  be  that  £10,  £15, 
or  £20  will  be  expended  in  costs. 
I  am  glad  the  Government  do  not 
seek  to  re-introduce  the  penal  powers 
which  appeared  in  their  last  Bill.  I  do 
not  say  this  with  a  view  to  encourage 
them  to  insert  powers  of  that  kind.  I 
do  not  suppose  that  any  Government 
wotdd  venture  to  imprison  men  who 
refused  payment  of  tithes  on  conscien- 
tious grounds;  but  I  say  that  without 
imprisonment  clauses  the  Bill  will  be 
a  dead  letter.  The  County  Court  pro- 
cess is  a  double-edged  weapon,  and  I  think 
that  while  it  will  wound  the  victim,  it 
will  also  wound  the  hand  that  strikes. 

*(7.50.)  Mb.  BEADEL  (Chelmsford)  : 
Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  a  mistake  to  suppose 
that  any  Bill  would  satisfy  hon.  Members 
opposite  unless  it  abolished  tithes  alto- 
gether. The  Bill  is  for  the  purpose  of 
amending  difficulties  which  have  arisen 
under  the  Act  of  1836 — an  Act  which 
was  passed  for  changing  that  which  was 
an  uncertainty  into  a  certainty.  It 
created  a  rent  charge  as  certain  as  any 
charge  which  might  be  made  on  private 
property,  subject  only  to  septennial  aver- 
ages of  corn.  I  should  have  been  glad 
if  the  Government  had  not  touched  that 
measure  at  all,  but  the  necessity  has 
arisen  from  the  terrible  state  of  agricul- 
tural depression.   If  hon.  Members  woxdd 
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study  the  agricultural  question  they 
would  realise  the  importance  of  putting 
it  in  a  better  position.  They  would 
take  steps  to  cause  the  produce  of  the 
land  to  be  worth  more  than  the  cost  of 
production  ;  would  confer  a  great  amount 
of  good  upon  the  whole  nation,  and  over- 
come crotchets  which  exist  in  the  minds 
of  many.  Unfortunately,  there  are 
thousands  of  acres  which  if  absolutely 
tithe  free  the  cost  of  production  would 
exceed  the  value  of  the  produce.  That 
proceeds  from  only  one  cause  ;  and,  I 
think  if  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  were  to  take  the  Minister  of  Agri- 
culture into  his  confidence,  a  remedy 
could  be  found.  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  is  taking  a  very  wise  and 
prudent  step  in  trying  to  minimise  the 
evils  of  the  tithe  system  and  in  en- 
deavouring to  prevent  the  question  crop- 
ping up  again  within  short  periods.  I  have 
always  acted  upon  the  principle  that  the 
tithe  should  be  paid  directly  by  the  land- 
lord, and  that  the  clerical  tithe  owner 
should  not  be  placed  in  the  position  of 
having  to  dun  his  parishioners  for  his 
daily  bread.  Therefore,  I  welcome  the  pro- 
posal which  changes  the  payment  from 
the  tenant  to  payment  by  the  landlord. 
With  regard  to  redemption,  I  think  it  is 
better  to  get  rid  of  small  sums.  I  re- 
member the  time  when  tithe  was  12  per 
cent,  above  par,  and  when  it  was  paid 
with  the  greatest  pleasure  in  the  world ; 
but  now  that  it  is  22  per  cent,  below 
par  nobody  likes  to  pay  it  at  all.  There 
is  clearly  something  wrong  in  our  system. 
I  realise  the  true  cause,  and  if  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  take  care  not  to  allow  articles 
to  be  sent  into  this  country  to  compete 
with  our  produce,  they  would  confer  an 
enormous  benefit  on  the  community ;  you 
would  hear  no  more  of  the  tithe  rent- 
charge  difficulty,  and  you  would  find  the 
National  Church  of  this  country  iu  a 
very  happy  and  contented  state.     (7.55.) 

(8.32.)  Notice  taken,  that  40  Members 
were  not  present ;  House  counted,  and 
40  Members  being  found  present, 

(8.35.)  Mr.  HANDEL  COSSHAM 
(Bristol,  E.)  :  I  was  very  much  struck 
and  amused  by  the  remark  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Denbigh  (Colonel  West)  that 
the  introduction  of  this  Bill  would  bring 
peace  to  Wales.  It  seems  strange  to  me 
that  anyone  should  entertain  the  idea 
that  the  introduction  of  the  process  of 
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the  County  Court  into  tithe  collection 
will  bring  peace  to  any  part  of  the 
country,  much  less  to  Wales.  I  was 
also  very  much  amused  by  the  statement 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the 
Darwen  Division  (Viscount  Cranbome) 
that  he  and  his  Party  were  fighting  this 
question  of  tithe  on  this  ground — that 
they  mean  to  fight  to  the  death  the 
question  of  Church  and  State.  He  and 
his  Party  have  fought  to  the  death  a  good 
many  questions,  and  they  have  always 
been  worsted.  They  fought  to  the  death 
against  reform,  against  the  abolition  of 
slavery,  against  Free  Trsule,  against 
Nonconformists  having  any  social  or 
political  position,  and  they  have  been 
worsted  in  all  the  fights  ;  and  they  will  be 
worsted  in  the  fight  in  which  they  are 
now  engaged.  Then  I  was  amused  at  the 
noble  Lord  saying  he  depended  upon  the 
Unionist  majority  to  defend  the  Church 
Establishment,  because  the  present 
Unionist  majority  numbers  amongst  its 
ranks  those  who  have  said  the  most 
bitter  things  against  the  State  Church, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain) 
for  instance.  I  listened  with  attention 
to  the  speech  of  my  right  hon.  Colleague 
(Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach)  in  which  he  intro- 
duced the  Bill.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man admitted  in  his  earlier  sentences 
that  the  subject  was  difficult  and  com- 
plicated. I  entirely  agree  with  him,  but 
I  cannot  see  that  the  Bill  grapples  with 
the  difficulties  or  unravels  the  complica- 
tions. There  are  three  Parties  to  be 
considered  in  this  matter ;  and  my  com- 
plaint is  that  the  Bill,  as  Tory  legislation 
generally  does,  only  takes  one  Party 
into  view.  I  contend  that  tithe  propertj' 
is  national  property  devoted  for  the  time 
being  to  the  interests  of  a  sect,  but  the 
time  will  assuredly  come  when  the 
nation  will  appropriate  it  to  something 
more  national  than  a  sect.  Last  night 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the 
Petersfield  Division  (Viscount  Wolmer) 
spoke  very  pathetically  against  meddling 
with  the  tithe  question  in  any  tinkering 
way,  and  he  reminded  us  that  in  the 
settlement  of  1836  the  nation  lost  two 
millions  sterling  at  least.  His  argu- 
ment was  that  we  must  do  what 
we  can  to  strengthen  the  posi- 
tion of  the  property,  but  1  maintain 
that  this  interference  with  the  tithe 
question  to-day  is  going  to  lead  to  a  good 
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deal  of  frittering  away  of  this  national 
property.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  pro- 
fess to  love  the  clergy.  It  is  quite  evi- 
dent that  they  love  themselves,  becanss 
the  bnrthen  of  all  their  speeches  on  this 
measure  has  been,  a  considerable  reduc- 
tion of  the  sum  to  be  paid.  Let  me  re- 
mind hon.  Gentlemen  that  in  the  settle- 
ment of  the  tithe  question  at  the  Refor- 
mation, more  than  25  per  cent,  of  the 
tithe  got  lost  by  being  appropriated  not 
to  the  clergy,  but  to  the  landed  interest 
of  the  country.  The  whole  of  this  dis- 
cussion goes  to  show  that  the  great  ob- 
ject the  landed  sections  of  the  House 
have  in  view  is  to  lessen  the  burden 
which  presses  upon  them.  1  am  a  large 
tithepayer,  but  I  do  not  want  a  Bill  that 
will  lessen  the  amount  I  have  to  pay. 
What  1  desire  is  that  the  payment  should 
be  diverted  to  some  great  national  pur- 
poses ;  and  I  will  not  join  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  in  the  endeavour  to  lessen 
the  value  of  tithe  in  order  to  suit  their 
own  selfish  purposes.  Now,  one  of  the 
Grovernment's  great  boasts  is  that  they 
are  the  farmers'  friends.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Stockport  (Mr.  Gedge) 
was  exceedingly  candid  last  night  when 
he  asked  why  should  the  farmers  have 
any  relief.  I  say  because  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  Conservative  Party  have 
always  assured  the  farmer  that  they  are 
the  men  who  are  looking  after  his  interest. 
Here  is  a  Tithe  Bill,  and  I  can  find 
nothing  in  the  Bill  that  will  to  any  ap- 
preciable extent  benefit  the  farmer.  I 
find  that  the  collection  of  tithe  is  to  be 
brought  under  the  same  operation  of  law 
as  rent,  and  the  new  process  of  collection 
will  cost  him  four  or  five  times  as  much 
as  the  old  process.  If  the  farmer  does 
not  get  any  more  practical  relief  than 
this  Bill  gives  him  he  will  get  very 
little.  The  next  party  in  the  question 
are  the  clergy,  and  1  admit  the  Bill  does 
something  for  them.  An  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  said  the  Bill  will  increase  the 
value  of  tithe  from  15  to  25  per  cent.  I 
can  hardly  agree  with  that ;  but  if  that  is 
so  the  measure  will  benefit  the  clei-gy  at 
the  expense  of  the  nation,  and  therefore 
ought  to  be  fought  tooth-and-nail.  Then 
I  have  been  struck  with  another 
thing.  The  Government  and  the  Party 
opposite  are  always  pleading  the 
sacredness  of  contracts.  Contracts  are 
always  sacred  when  they  want  to  get 
something  out  of  the  Imrgain.  There 
VOL.  CCCXLITI.     [third   series.] 


was  a  sacred  contract  made  in  1836- 
Part  of  that  contract  was  that  you  should 
not  collect  tithe  except  upon  the 
crops  that  grow  on  the  particular 
land  that  is  titheable.  But  this  Bill 
alters  the  whole  thing.  Where  is  ttie 
sacredness  of  contract  ?  Where  are  youi* 
religious  ideas  of  contract  ?  I  am  aware 
that  the  Welsh  clergy  are  labouring  under 
considerable  difficulty,  but  the  difficulty 
arises  from  the  fact  that  they  depend 
upon  what  is  not  voluntary,  but  exacted. 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
when  he  was  introducing  the  Bill,  seemed 
to  regard  the  Church  and  Christianity 
as  synonymous  terms.  The  greatest 
triumphs  of  Christianity  were  made  in 
the  early  centuries,  when  tithes,  if  paid 
at  all,  were  paid  as  voluntary  offerings. 
Nowadays  the  clergy  are  always  telling 
us  that  we  are  to  have  more  in  Heaven 
than  on  earth ;  but  I  find  that  when  we 
come  to  anything  like  tithe,  they  think 
quite  as  much  about  earth  as  anything 
else.  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  referred  pathetically  to  the  poverty 
of  the  clei'gy  in  Wales.  Is  it  not  a  dis- 
grace to  a  Church  so  wealthy,  to  a  landed 
aristocracy  so  rich — and  generally  the 
aristocracy  are  members  of  the  Church 
— that  the  clergy  are  so  poor  ?  Did  it  not 
strike  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that, 
when  he  was  speaking  of  the  poverty  of 
the  Welsh  clergy,  he  was  condemning 
his  own  Church  and  Party,  in  a  way  I 
should  be  ashamed  to  do?  Then  it  is 
said  we  are  trying  to  evade  a  just  debt. 
It  strikes  me  that  comes  with  bad  gi*ace, 
considering  that  it  is  hurled  at  people 
who  are  supporting  their  own  system  of 
religion,  and  ask  for  nothing.  We  do 
not  want  to  get  rid  of  the  payment  of 
tithe  at  all,  but  we  want  to  put  tithe 
into  a  path  where  it  will  promote  the 
best  interests  of  the  counti'y.  The 
farmers  ought  to  know  that  no  relief  to 
any  appreciable  extent  will  come  to  them 
by  the  lessening  of  tithe.  We  want  to 
get  them  relief  by  appropriating  tithe 
in  such  a  way  as  will  save  their  pockets 
in  other  directions.  I  contend  there  is 
no  confiscation  in  that,  because,  of  the 
original  tithe,  as  much  belonged  to  Ihe 
poor  as  to  the  clergy.  How  the  clergy 
have  got  hold  of  it  is  rather  singular  to 
me.  Some  of  us  maintain  that  tithe 
ought  to  hd  appropriated  to  the  relief  of 
the  poor.  That  would  relieve  the  poor 
rate,  and  would  be  a  practical  way  of 
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helping  the  farmers.  This  is  about  the 
only  country  in  the  world  in  which  there 
is  tithe.  There  are  two  things  you  have 
never  baen  able  to  transplant  to  any  of 
our  Colonies — a  Stats  Church  and  the 
present  landed  system  of  this  country 
— ^and  depend  upon  it,  when  a  system 
cannot  be  transplanted,  it  is  doomed. 
As  you  could  not  transplant  a  State 
Church  to  A^Lerica  and  the  Colonies, 
you  will  not  be  able  to  keep  it 
here  very  long.  And  there  is  quite 
as  much  Christianity  in  the  Colonies 
and  America,  where  there  is  no 
State  Church,  as  there  is  in  this  country. 
Then  get  rid  of  the  idea  that  tithe  has 
anything  to  do  with  the  religion  of  the 
country.  Let  us  clear  our  minds  of  cant 
and  humbug.  Let  us  recognise  the  ^t 
that  this  is  simply  an  attempt  to  keep 
the  property  of  the  nation  in  the  hands 
of  a  few  people.  I  am  told  that  our 
arguments  are  based  upon  opposition  to 
the  Church.  1  have  no  opposition  to  the 
Church  as  a  rehgious  institution.  I 
hope  I  have  a  solemn  belief  that  the 
future  of  our  country,  as  indeed  the 
future  of  the  world,  depends  upon  the 
promotion  of  Christianity;  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  I  believe  nothing  has  kept 
Christianity  back  so  much  as  tithes  and 
Church  rates,  which  you  have  ondea- 
Toured  to  prop  up.  I  venture  to  warn 
the  Government  that  in  endeavouring  to 
tinker  with  great  questions  like  this  they 
are  endangering  the  very  object  they 
have  at  heart.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  the  Darwen  Division  said 
you  have  three  years  to  live.  The 
country  is  beginning  to  find  you  out,  and 
only  want  an  opportunity  to  put  you  to 
roi»t.  [Mr.  Addison  :  Heai',  hear.]  I 
think  that,  much  as  we  value  the 
presence  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  sits 
by  the  vote  of  the  Mayor,  we  shall  be 
without  it  after  the  next  election.  In 
conclusion,  I  have  only  to  say  that  if  the 
Government  deal  with  the  question  at 
all,  I  wish  they  would  deal  with  it  in  a 
generous  spirit  to  the  farmer,  in  a  just 
spirit  to  the  nation,  and  in  a  statesmanlike 
spirit  to  us  all.  They  have  only  had 
regard  for  the  clergy,  and  by  that  they 
will,  1  hope,  deprive  themselves  of  a  good 
deal  of  support  from  the  farmers.  Wo 
certainly  shall  let  the  farmers  know  who 
their  friends  are,  and  who  it  is  who  come 
here  under  the  pretenoe  of  being  their 
friends,  and  then  support  a  Tithe  Bill 
Mr.  Handel  Cossham 


which  carries  them  into  the  County 
Court  and  heaps  far  more  costs  upon, 
them  in  the  collection  of  tithe  than  ever 
before. 

*(8.55.)  Mb.  H.  R.  FARQUHARSON 
(Dors^t^  W.) :  There  is  a  notice  of 
Motion  on  the  Paper  in  my  name,  but  I 
am  not  anxious  to  move  it  on  account  of 
the  very  conciliatory  speech  wo  listened 
to  last  night  from  the  President  oi  the 
Board  of  Trade.  The  debate  seems  to 
have  taken  a  triangular  form.  There 
are  those  who  are  anxious  to  do  away 
with  tithe  in  connection  with  the  Church. 
There  are  those  who  are  anxious  to  give 
to  the  full,  and,  in  my  opinion,  more 
than  the  full,  to  the  tithe  owner; 
and,  lastly,  there  are  those  who  think, 
as  I  do,  that  some  compromise 
ought  to  be  made  in  the  matter.  I  am 
very  well  satisfied  with  the  Bill  in  many 
respects.  I  am  very  pleased  that  the 
landlords  are  to  pay  the  tithe  in  future, 
because  I  am  quite  certain  from  my 
experience  of  tenant  farmers*  and  it  is 
considerable,  that  it  is  the  wish  of  the 
tenant-farmers  of  the  country  that  they 
should  be  relieved  from  the  payment  of 
tithe.  Again,  I  welcome  the  arrange- 
ment for  the  recover}'  of  tithe,  because  I 
think  it  will  save  a  great  deal  of  un- 
pleasantness. I  do  not  believe  for  a 
moment  that  the  Government  intend 
that  the  Receiver  or  the  manager  is  to 
become  a  farm  bailiff,  and  take  the 
management  of  the  farm  out  of  the 
hands  of  the  ^mer.  The  Receiver  will 
simply  receive  the  T^nts  which  otherwise 
would  go  to  the  landlord.  That  is  a 
very  fair  proposal,  and  one  which  1 
think  will  save  a  great  deal  of  tvoable. 
But  when  I  come  to  the  question  as 
between  tithe  owner  and  tithepajer,  I 
am  very  much  opposed  to  the  Bill, 
because  whatever  hon.  Members  may  ssy, 
this  is  a  re-opening  of  the  settlement 
ander  the  Tithe  Commutation  Act,  1836, 
and  it  is  a  re-opening  of  it  in  two  ways. 
In  the  first  place,  you  are  making  what 
was  permissive  under  that  Bill  com- 
pulsory as  regards  payment  of  tithe  by 
landlords,  and  you  are  substituting 
recovery  by  seizing  the  rents  from 
recovery  by  distraint.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  the  Darwen  Division 
(Viscount  Cranbome)  told  us  that  we 
have  no  right  to  complain,  and  he  gaTe 
us  instances  of  certain  deblors  in  a  tOWn 
where  there  is  no  County  Court.     He 
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sftid  those  debttirs  woxild   liave  no   right 
to  complain  if  a  County  Court  was  set  iu 
Tnotion    in  that  town.     Bnt   that  is  not 
the    question  at  all.     As    I     view   the 
matter,    there   was    a    special    contract 
arrived  at   in   1836  between    the    tithe 
owner  and  the  tithepayer.      On  the   one 
hand,   it   was  settled  how  the  payment 
fihonld  be    made,    and    on    what    tJiat 
payment  should  be  based.     On  the  other 
band,  it  was  settled  that  there  should  be 
certain   specified    modes     of     recovery. 
That  seems   to    be   a   widely    different 
thing  to  the  instance  given   by  the  noble 
LorcL     I  object  to  this  re-opening  of  the 
;t lenient   of   the  Tithe    Commutation 
1836,  on  behalf  of  one  party  only  to 
the  btvrgain.     I  think  if  the  settlement 
is  re-opened    at    all,    it    should   be    re- 
opened in  the   interest  of  both  parties. 
I    may     say     the     Government     have 
re-opened  it   on    a    remarkjibly    tender 
point    in    regard    to    tithe  payers.      We 
da    not  object    to   pay    tithe.     English 
yeoTnen  and   landlords   have    never   ob- 
jected to  it,  but  Avhat  we  do  say  is  that 
the  amount  of  it  we  are  asked  to  pay  is 
unduly,  improperly  high  ;  and  we  think 
that  before  the  Government  give  tithe 
owners  greater  power  for  collecting  their 
debt,  it  is  their  boundon  duty  to  take  care 
that  the  amount  recoverable  is  not  moi*e 
than  can  justly  be  claimed.     It    is  quite 
the  Government  to  think  that 
ihifting  the  burden  from  the 
hant  to  the  landlord  they    can   escape 
all  further  difllcnlty*     In  Wales,  we  are 
told,  the  payment  of  tithe  is  objected  to 
from  religious  motives,  but  I  am  not  at 
all  disposed  to  credit  that   statement     I 
do  not  think  it  is  entirely  the  case,  and  I 
should    not   have    sympathy    with    the 
Welsh  people  if  it  was  the  case.     That  a 
man  should  decline  to  psy  from  religious 
motives  is    a    strange    motive    to    put 
forward;  it  is  about  on   a    par  with  a 
Liberal  politician  declining  to  pay  taxes 
when  a  Tory  Government  is  iu  office.     I 
do  not  think  it  is  the  case.     I   have  read 
the  evidence  as  to  the  origin  of  the  tithe 
riots  in  Wales,  and  the    reason  almost 
universally    given     was     that     farmers 
objected  to  the  tithe  because,  instead  of 
being  a    tenth,  it    was    in    many    cases 
a  quarter  or   even    a   half.      We  have 
had  tithe  troubles    in    HampshirCj  and 
KcA  there  I  believe  the  troubles   arose 
with  the  landowners.     The   Bill  itself,  I 
thiuky  points  to  the  fact  that  too  much 
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tithe   is  demanded,   because  we   find  in 
the  Bill  a  clause  making  provision  for  a 
re-adjustment  in  those  cases  where  the 
tithe  exceeds  the  amount,  the  whole  of 
the  profit  derived  from  the  cultivation  of 
the  land.      I    Cannot    understand    how 
anybody  can  suppose  a  man  can  come, 
and  asking  for  a  so-called  tenth,  have  a 
right    to   claim   more    than   the    wliole. 
Tithe  is  a  misnomer  in  many  cases.     It 
is  certain  that  tithepayers  are  suffering 
from  an  injustice,  and  the  Bill  propns.^s 
tostereotype  and  perpetuate  this  injuKtice, 
and,  there  fore  J  I  think   that  tithe  payers 
have  aright  to   ask  the  House  for  some 
concession  before  they  pass  this  Bi^ll.     It 
is   all    very   well    for   hon.  Members   to 
twit  the  landlords  upon  the  wish  to  pay 
less,   but  would  not  any  man  object  to 
pay    more   than    he   would   be  properly 
rei]uired  to  pay  ?     We  do  not  ask  to  pay 
less  f(»r  k\x\y  other  reason  tlian  that  we 
think  an  unjust  demand  is  maiio  upon  us. 
Then,  I  should  like  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Government  to  the  effect   upon 
agriculture  of  the  present  system  of  tithe 
collection  and  tithe  paying.     You  have 
in    Hampshire,  in  Essex^  in   Berkshire, 
and  in  many  parts  of  the  country,  tithes 
exceeding  in  amount  ihe  value  of   the 
profits  derived  from  the  cultivation  of  the 
lands   u]>on   wliich   the   tithe  is  levied. 
And    what  does  this    mean  ?      It  meaiis 
that  the  landlords  are  unsfcble  or  unwilling 
to  lay  out  M  single  farthing   in  rejmirs  on 
buildings,  or  in  keeping  the  propi'rty  in 
proper  order ;    that     yon    have    tenants 
discouraged   from   cultivation,  and    the 
land  grows  worse  instead  of   better  ;  and 
it  necessarily  follows  that  lalxjurers  lose 
employment,  and  so  the   Church  grows 
more  and   more  unpopular,   being   con- 
sidered     the     primary     cause     of     the 
trouble.       This   in    itself    should    be    a 
i^eason    to   induce    the    Government    to 
make  considerable  concessions,  especially 
in     c^ses    where    we    have     the     tithe 
equalling    or   exceeding    the    wliole    of 
the    profits    derived    from     cultivotion. 
We  are  asked  to  suppose  tliat  the  clause, 
providing  that  tithe  owners  shall  have 
no  greater  claim  than  the  amount  of  the 
profits   is   a   concession    to   tithepayera ; 
but  it  is  impossible  under  this  Bill  that 
it  should  he  arranged  otherwise,  for  the 
Bill    proposes    tliat    the    new    way    of 
recovery  of  tithe  shall  be  seizing  ou  the 
rent  or  profits,  and  it  is  perfectly  clear 
that  the  tithe  owner  could  not  recover 
I  2 
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more  than  the  rent,  so  it  is  a  necessary 
consequence  of  the  method  of  recovery 
proposed,  and  I  do  not  consider  it  is  a 
concession  to  tithepayers ;  and  if  it  is  so 
considered,  it  is  not  sufficient.  1  think 
that  where  the  tithe  exceeds  the  whole 
of  the  profit,  a  much  more  considerable 
concession  may  justly  be  asked.  The 
point  I  wish  to  make  is  this: 
it  is  perfectly  clear  that  if  the  tithe  has 
become  more  than  the  whole,  that  the 
machinery  for  ascertaining  the  amount 
of  tithe  due  must  be  out  of  order.  1  will 
not  go  into  the  whole  question  of  com 
averages ;  but  I  should  like  to  point  out 
that,  under  the  present  system,  the  lower 
corn  falls  the  more  faulty  becomes  the 
machinery.  In  the  Tithe  Commutation 
Act  it  is  provided  that  the  amount  of 
tithe  payable  shall  be  calculated  on  the 
average  price  of  British-grown  corn  sold  in 
certain  markets.  When  wheat  is  at  50s. 
a  quarter,  then  farmers  send  two  or  three 
qualities  of  corn  to  market,  and  the  average 
is  fcaken  over  the  whole  ;  but  when  wheat 
falls  to  28s.,  the  firmer  only  sends  his 
best  sample,  not  offering  the  second  and 
third  qualities ;  so  that  when  the  tithe- 
payer  can  least  afEord  to  pay  it,  the  tithe 
is  high,  being  calculated  not  on  the  value 
of  the  whole  crop,  but  on  the  value  of 
the  picked  samples  which  alone  are  sent 
to  market.  Here,  I  think,  we  have  a 
grievance  that  deserves  inquiry.  I  dare- 
say we  shall  be  told  it  is  impossible  to 
re -open  the  whole  question  of  tithe  and 
corn  averages,  but  that  is  not  the  point. 
The  tithe  owners  say,  "alter  our  method 
of  recovery,"  and  while  we  acquiesce  in 
that,  we  say  alter  also  the  Act  in  another 
detail  on  our  behalf.  We  do  not  ask  to 
have  the  whole  basis  of  com  averages 
altered;  we  ask  merely  for  an  alteration 
of  the  present  system  of  ascertaining  the 
value  of  British-grown  corn.  If  that  is 
done,  I  am  certain  the  tithe  will  be 
lowered  considerably,  and  we  shall  escape 
from  the  difficulty  of  having  land  where 
the  tithe  exceeds  the  profit.  We  shall 
be  reminded  of  the  difficulties,  and  that 
a  Committee  have  reported  on  the  almost 
impossibility  of  interfering  with  the  corn 
averages.  It  may  be  so  ;  and  if  it  is  so, 
and  the  Government  wish  to  shirk  the 
difficult  and  almost  impossible  task,  then 
we  ask  them  to  extend  to  tithepayers  some 
advantage  in  the  Kedemption  Clauses  of 
the  Bill.  As  I  understand  these  clauses, 
•  they  are  at  present  absolutely  unworkable 
Jfr.  H,  R.  FarquhareoH 


and  impracticable.  I  do  notthink  you  will 
find  a  single  instance  of  a  tithe  owner  or 
payer  of  tithe  exceeding  £,\  redeeming 
under  the  terms  ofEered  in  the  Bill  We 
know  that  the  clergy  especially  are  very 
hard  hit.  They  have  a  very  small  in- 
come, and  I  believe  they  might  honestly 
say  they  could  not  afEord  any  further 
reduction  in  that  income.  This  means, 
according  to  the  Grovemment  proposals, 
that  the  tithepayer  would  have  to  offer 
them  such  a  sum  for  their  tithe  as  ai 
3^  per  cent,  would  equal  their  present 
income.  This  would  amount  to  28^ 
years'  purchase,  and  the  tithepayers  are 
offered  this  at  4^  per  cent.  If  you 
work  this  out  it  amounts  to  this — that 
the  tithepayer  for  50  years  will  be  called 
upon  to  pay  23  per  cent,  in  excess  of  the 
sum  now  paid  to  the  tithe  owner.  It  is 
quite  clear  that  no  tithepayer  in  his 
senses  would  ask  the  tithe  owner  to 
agree  to  redemption  on  these  terms.  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  under  these 
Bicdemption  Clauses  the  Gk)vemment  have 
an  opportunity  of  making  a  considerable 
concession  to  tithepayers,  and  I  trust 
from  what  the  President  of  the  Beard 
of  Trade  has  said  that  they  will 
take  advantage  of  the  opportunity. 
If  they  do  so,  they  wiU  have  the  grati- 
tude of  the  whole  tithepaying  community 
and  of  the  whole  agricultural  interest, 
and,  what  I  believe  they  will  value  more, 
the  support  of  an  united  party,  in  which 
my  vote  will  be  included. 

*(9.12.)  Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH  (Flint- 
shire) :  As  a  Welsh  Member,  I  am  deeply 
interested  in  this  matter,  and  what  I  have 
to  say  will  be  from  a  Welsh  point  of 
view.  There  is  a  total  distinction  bcr 
tween  the  Welsh  and  the  English  view. 
With  English  Members  in  the  main  this 
has  been  a  question  of  property,  and  this 
has  been  exemplified  in  the  interesting 
speech  to  which  we  have  just  listened ; 
but  in  Wales  we  regard  the  question 
from  a  wholly  different  standpoint,  and 
it  is  well  the  House  should  understand 
that  the  vast  majority  of  the  Welsh 
people  regard  this  as  matter  of  conscience 
and  religious  principle.  I  quite  admit 
that,  miDgled  with  this,  there  are  other 
motives  ;  agricultural  depression  and 
other  elemente  have  played  a  part, 
but  undoubtedly  the  principal  element  is 
the  religious  principle,  and  those  who 
fail  to  acknowledge  this  will  &il  to 
understand    the    strong   feeling   of   tlio 
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Welsh  people.     There  is  no  doubt  that 
the  main  object  of  the  Bill  is  to  rivet  the 
tithe  permanently  npon  the  people  in  the 
interest  of  the  Church  of  England.     The 
greater  part  of  the  Bill  is  to  render  tithe 
safer    than    before,   to   make    it    more 
secure,  and,  so  far   as  may  be,  to  per- 
petuate it  as  the  property  of  the  Church 
of  England  as  by  law  established.     This 
is  why  the  Bill  is  so  unpopular  in  Wales, 
and  why  Welsh  Liberal  Members  find  it 
impossible  to  acquiesce  in  it.     It  is  alto- 
gether too  late  for  any  legislative  changes 
ts  reconcile  the  Welsh   pe(^le   to   that 
Church.      English    Members    may  not 
be   aware  of   the   scandals  attached   to 
tithe  appropriation  in  Wales  in  the  past, 
and    if    I    refer    for    a    few    moments 
to      past     history     it     is     to     explain 
the   deeply-rooted  aversion  of  the  Welsh 
people   to  the  present   system    by   law 
established.    A   large  proportion  of  the 
Welsh  tithe   was    literally  stolen  from 
the  country  by  Henry  VIII.  and  his  des- 
cendants, and  given  to  Court  favourites, 
sold   again  by  them,  and  as  lay  property 
has  been  handed  down  to  the  present  day 
to  owners  who  have  no  residential  or  any 
other  connection  with   the  Principality. 
These  facts  have  been  burned  into  the 
memories  of  the  Welsh  people.     Another 
large  portion  of  the  tithe  was  alienated  by 
the  Bishops,  sold  or  setapartfortheendow- 
iment  of  their  families,  and  so  it  has  come 
to  pass  that  a  great  portion  of  the   tithe 
has  ceased  to  perform  any  ecclesiastical 
function  or  to  be  of  any  use  whatever  to 
the  Principality.       I  am  sure  the  Post- 
master General  will  bear  me  out  in  this.  To 
show  the  truth  of  my  observation,  I  would 
remind  the  House  that  in  1836,  when  the 
Tithe  Commutation  Act  was  passed,  the 
amount  of  Welsh   tithe  was  £280,000, 
and    of   this    amount    £67,000    a   year 
l^elonged  to   clerical  impropriators   non- 
resident   in    Wales;     £61,000    to    lay 
impropriators  scattered  over  the  country ; 
£8,000  to  schools  and  colleges ;  and  only 
£137,000  belonged  to  the  parochial  clergy. 
But  let  it  be  remembered  that  alarge  num- 
berof  the  parochial  clergy  were  alwentees, 
their  posts  were  sinecures,  and  the  duties 
were    discharged     by     miserably     paid 
curates.     So,  of  the  whole  of  the  tithe 
collected  in  Wales    at  the  time  of  the 
Tithe   Commutation  Act,   only   a   third 
went  to  the   working  clergy  of  Wales. 
Can  the  House  conceive  a  greater  abuse  ? 
There  is  only  one  comparison  ]«can  make, 


and  that  is  the  way  in  which  the  revenues 
of  the  Irish  Church  were  formerly  distri- 
buted. The  Welsh  and  the  Irish  Churches 
were  conspicuous  examples  of  ecclesias- 
tical corruption,  and  each  succeeded  in 
alienating  the  feelings   of    the    people. 
One  illustration  of  the  extent  of  the 
abuse  of  ecclesiastical  management  is  fur- 
nished in  the  fact  that  in  1830  it  was 
computed  that  in  the  See  of  St.  Asaph,  a 
poor  diocese,  no  less  than  £27,000  a  year 
was  absorbed  by  the  Bishop  and  his  im- 
mediate relations,  sons  mostly,  who  had 
been  preferred  to  all  the  rich  livings  in 
the  diocese,  and  the  entire  working  clergy 
of  the  diocese  only  received  £18,000  a 
year.     There  was  a   state   of  things   in 
which  the  parochinl  clerg}'  were  aliens  in 
blood  and  language  from  the  great  bulk 
of  the   people ;  the   ceremonies   of  the 
Church — such  as   baptism,    confirmation 
and   marriage — being  performed  in  En- 
glish and  translated  into  W.elsh  by  an  in- 
terpreter at  the  Bishop's  or  clergyman's 
elbow.     Need  we  wonder  that  the  great 
bulk    of    the    people    became    Noncon- 
formists and  that  the  Church  of  England 
stank     in    the   nostrils   of   the   people. 
Wales  became  absolutely  alienated  from 
the  Church  of  England,  and  it  is  wholly 
impossible  now  to  alter  this  condition  of 
feeling.     I  do  not  say  these  abuses  exist 
now.    A  great  many  Acts  of  Parliament 
have  been  passed  to  improve  this  state  of 
things,  and  the  most  flagrant  abuses  have 
been  removed ;  but  even  in  the  present 
year    of    the    total    tithe    collected    in 
Wales— £300,000— still,    37    per  cent, 
is  appropriated    to     lay    purposes    and 
only  63  per  cent,  to    the    local    clergy. 
Contrast  the  action  of  the  Ecclesiastical 
Authorities  in  Wales  with  that   of    the 
Nonconformists  who,  out  of  small  earnings, 
have  built  3,000  chapels,  and  maintain 
their  religion  at  a  cost  of  £300,000  or 
£400,000  a  year,  and  it  will  be  seen  that 
the  religious  life  of  the  people  has  flowed 
through  channels  outside  the  Church  of 
England.     No  doubt  there  has  been  a 
considerable   revival   of  the  Church  in 
late   years,   and    the    Establishment    is 
in  a  much  healthier  condition  than  it  has 
been  in  for  the  last  century  ;  yet,  still,  it 
cannot  be  denied  that  Nonconformity  has 
made  the  Welsh  people  the  most  religious 
in  Europe.     This  I  assert  without  fear 
of  contradiction.    How  can  a  people  with 
such  a  history  acquiesce  in  the  payment 
of  tithe  fco  the  Church  of  Enghmd  ?     It  ' 


235  Tithe  Bent^Clutn/e  (cOAtMONS} 


xceover^f 


^'c.  Hill, 


is  wholly  impossible.  It  never  c^ti  be 
held  tWt  the  tithe  has  aoy  aacredncss 
m  the  minds  of  the  Wclah  people.  The 
Welsh  people  do  not  regard  tithe  as 
enjoined  by  the  teachings  of  the  Chris- 
tian religion ;  their  interpretiitiott  of 
the  New  Testament  leads  them  to 
believe  the  tithe  is  no  part  of  the 
Chrifltiau  dispensation.  To  them  it  is  a 
Jewish  institution,  and  derives  its  exist- 
ence in  our  time  from  the  darkest  ages 
in  the  history  of  the  Church.  They  do 
not  regard  it  an  in  any  sense  a  divine  in- 
stitution, and  it  is  impossible  that  it 
should  have  in  theii*  minds  that  sacred 
or  f^emi-iiaGred  character  it  has  in  the 
mindj^  of  many  English  members.  We 
must  bear  these  facts  in  mind  in  forming 
our  judgment.  It  is  impossible  that  we 
can  legislate  for  Wales  in  this  matter  as 
we  can  for  Kngbind,  where  apparently 
the  majority  of  the  people  a^jquiesce 
in  the  payment  of  tithe  and  its  appli- 
cation to  the  Church  of  England. 
The  Welsh  nation  never  can  be  satisfied 
until  tithe  is  made  national  property. 
We  must  treat  Wales  as  a  nationality, 
and  that  is  the  foundation  of  the  whole 
question.  Wales  has  a  separate  nationality 
in  history,  language,  blood,  and  idea^  ; 
and  if  you  wish  to  have  a  peacreable  and 
settled  Wales,  a  source  of  strength  to  the 
whole  Kingdom,  you  must  satisfy  this 
deep  national  longing.  You  do  not 
understand  how  deep  the  feeling  is  ;  the 
great  mass  of  the  people  are  possessed  by 
it ;  and,  until  you  reeognise  this  and  grant 
religious  equality,  you  will  have  ever 
recurring  troubles  in  Wales,  Pass  what 
Bill  you  like  now,  you  will  come  no 
nearer  to  a  settlement  of  the  question. 
Agitation  will  follow  agitation,  and 
trouble  succeed  trouble,  and  the  demund 
for  Home  Rule  will  increase.  Now,  I 
put  it  to  this  Unionist  Government,  who 
wish  to  discourage  Home  Rule  agitation, 
if  they  wish  to  weaken  the  desire  for 
Home  Rule  in  Wales,  let  them  grant 
Disestablishment  and  the  nationalisation 
of  the  tithe.  Do  this,  and  you  will 
take  the  heart  out  of  the  Home  Rule 
movement;  refuse  this,  and  you  stimulate 
ft  movement  against  what  you  conceive 
to  be  the  best  interests  of  the  kingdom. 
I  believe  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (M>.  Raikes)  knows  the  truth 
of  tliis.  ^e  lives  in  Flintshire,  and 
knows  the  feeling  there.  Ho  knows 
that  if  you  refuse  this  the  agitation  will 
Mr.  Samuel  Smith 


increase  and  Members  will  be  returned 
for  Wales  of  more  and  more  advanced 
opinions.  I  hold  comparatively  moderate 
views.  I  do  not  wish  to  see  a  needless 
multiplicatiou  of  Legislatures ;  but  to  bind 
our  peoples  together  there  is  only  one 
way,  and  that  is  to  recognise  the  national 
desire  and  deal  with  each  p^irt  of  the 
country  in  a  manner  suited  to  its 
national  traditions  and  deeply  -  seated 
convictions.  Then  in  WtUes  you  will 
have  the  most  contented  and  peac^Jale 
jmrt  of  the  United  Kingdom.  If  ytm 
refuse  this  you  prepare  for  yourseWeB^ 
and  for  the  Jjegislature  of  the  future 
greater  dLfficulties  to  deal  with.  We  do 
not  wish  to  see  things  carried  to  extremes  ; 
we  do  not  wish  tf)  see  a  very  radical  solu- 
tion; we  would  rather  see  things  solved  in 
a  moderate  and  reasonable  way,  and  there- 
fore we  ask  and  hope  for  some  expres- 
sion of  sympathy  for  the  reasonable 
representations  of  the  Welsh  people. 
♦(9.300  Sir  JOHN  DORUSTGTON 
(Gloucester,  Tewkesbury)  :  It  is  very 
much  to  be  regretted  that  the  hon- 
Member,  like  others,  should  haye 
entered  the  region  of  Disestablishment 
and  other  questions  altogether  foreign 
to  the  objects  of  the  Bill.  There  haye 
been  statements  made  on  the  Churcli 
Question  and  arguments  based  on  theae 
statements  which  should  not  be  allowed 
tij  pass  unanswered.  The  hon.  Baronet 
opposite  (Sir  Hussey  Vivian)  alluded  to 
the  origin  of  tithe,  and  quoted  Lord 
Selborne  as  apparently  in  favour  of 
the  idea  of  a  tripartite  division  of  tithe. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Bristol  seemed  also 
to  say  there  was  this  tripartite  division, 
and  that  there  was  a  special  allocation  for 
the  poor.  But  I  know  something  of  the 
matter,  having  made  a  special  investiga^ 
tion  of  it  some  years  ago,  and  I  will  ask 
the  House»  not  to  take  my  opinion,  but 
to  hear  what  Lord  Selborne  lias  said  on 
the  subject.  He  quotc^s  a  tract  published 
by  the  Liberation  Society,  called  The 
Case  Jm*  DisestaMtsltinenL  The  author 
(jf  the  tract  says  of  the  tripartite 
division  :■ — 

**(1)  In  all  early  I&wb  about  tithes  it  in 
clearly  laid  down  thiiC  tho  poor  were  to  have  » 
share.  (2)  That  at  first  the  division  into  four 
parts,  and  alter  a  while  into  three  parts,  pre- 
vailed here.  (3)  That  later  on  when  tithea 
were  not  so  freely  given  away,  and  a  Law  waa 
passed  to  compel  them,  the  same  plan  was 
insisted  on,  and  the  poor  still  had  their  share. 
(4)  That  tbi^  was  before  the  time  of  Parha- 
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menu,  but  when  PttrliaroeRts  ninde  laws  upon 
the  tjubject  their  rights  were  preserved, 
(d)  That  Qobod3'  seema  to  koow  how  or  when 
the  poor  lost  their  legal  claim  to  a  share  of  the 
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**0f  these  statemeDts/'  Lord  Selborne  snys, 
•'there  19  but  one  to  which  that  degree  of 
respect  ii  due,  which  may  he  accorded  to  all 
opinione  which  have  been  the  subject  of  honeat 
c^jntroversy  among  learued  men,  namely,  that 
which  reL&tea  to  tho  diviaion  of  tithes,  in  a 
remote  age,  into  fiarts,  of  which  one  waa  for 
the  poor;  but  it  is  necessary  for  those  who 
maintain  that  opioion  to  ahowf  by  historical 
evideooe  that  at  some  time  or  other  in  England 
ftaj  mch  practice  did  in  fact  prevail,  and  ih\^ 
haa  nev^er  been,  and  never  can  be,  done.  It  ia 
absolutelj  unfounded/' 

The  idea  arises  simply  from  the  practice 
of  foreign  Ckurcheg,  which  wa^  never 
mtroduoed  into  England.  In  some 
diooeses  of  French,  Spanish,  and  some 
tjtker  Chnrches  the  division  was  inti> 
three  only  of  those  parts,  the  Bishop 
taking  nu  share.  Tho  h^n.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Swansea  (Sir  H. 
Vivian)  has  spoken  of  the  mysterions 
origin  of  tithes  ;  but  there  is  no  mystery 
about  it  if  the  historic  documents  are 
investigated.  The  orig-inal  gifts  of 
tithes  exist  by  hundreds  in  our  public 
libraries,  especially  gifts  by  the  owners 
of  manors  and  parishes  in  tliis  country. 
Thus  you  have  the  origin  nf  tithes, 
and  this  explanation  is  prolwibly  quite 
sn^ient  for  the  purposes  i»f  this 
discussion,  T  think  the  Government 
deserve  great  credit  for  the  way  in  which 
they  have  brought  in  t!je  Bill,  and  the 
pro  visions  which  they  have  included  for 
the  collection  and  possible  redemption  of 
tithe.  It  is  assumed  that  whilst  the 
tenants  have  been  in  the  habit  of  jjaying 
the  tithes,  it  was  not  the  intention  of 
the  Act  of  1836  that  they  should  pay 
them.  But  if  that  were  not  the  inten- 
tion it  was  the  necessary  consequence  of 
the  provisions  in  that  Act  for  the 
recovery  of  tithe.  The  remedy  is  gainst 
the  tenant  and  not  against  the  landlord, 
80  that  it  is  much  more  to  the  interest 
of  the  tenant  to  pay  than  to  leave  the 
payment  to  the  landlord,  Wherc!  the 
tenants  are  willing  to  trust  the  bndlorda 
it  is  more  convenient  that  the  landlord 
should  pay,  and  my  own  practice  hafi 
been  t<»  take  all  the  tithes  into  my  own 
hands.  But  there  is  a  drawback.  What 
ia  the  effect  of  the  landloid  taking  this 
course  t  During  bad  yeara  the  tenants, 
paying  a  fixed  rent,  whde  tlie  tithe  is 
regularly  descending,  give  a  constantly 


increasing  i*cntal  to  the  landlord,  because 
he  piys  a  less  titlie ;  but  when  the 
years  are  prosperouii  the  tithes  go 
up,  and  the  landlord  loses  by  that, 
and  has  no  advantage  from  the  in- 
creasL^d  prosjierlty  of  the  land.  So  that 
in  order  to  make  things  fair  we  should 
have  to  return  to  the  exploded  practice 
of  ctirn  rente.  I  think  it  desirable  to 
make  the  change  proposed  by  the  Bill, 
namely,  thtit  the  landlord  should  pa,y  the 
tithe.  Reference  has  been  mnde  to  the 
provision  of  the  2nd  clause  with  regard 
to  tlie  special  rate,  1  look  on  that  as  tho 
happiest  provision  of  the  Bilh  It  prtJ- 
viiles  a  means  of  discerning  whether  the 
tithe  and  the  value  of  the  land  are  in 
accoiniance  with  one  another  ;  and  the 
valuaticm  is  placed  in  the  liands 
of  those  who  are  sure,  in  their  own 
interests,  to  see  that  the  value  is  as 
high  as  it  ought  to  be.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  President  of  the  lioard  of 
Trade  alluded  to  grievances  which  un- 
doubtedly prevail,  and  which,  1  think, 
demand  a  larger  recognition  from  the 
Government  than  they  seem  inclined  at 
the  present  moment  to  afford.  With 
reference  to  what  fell  from  the  hon, 
Member  for  Bristol  with  regard  to  the 
landlords  putting  the  money  into  their 
own  pockets,  I  repudiate  that  insinuation 
altogether ;  but  I  would  ask  for  a  remedy, 
because  it  is  an  injury  to  the  Church 
that  these  cases  of  hardship  should 
occur.  Tliey  are  numerous  in  some 
counties,  but  rare  in  others,  and  form 
no  large  proportion  of  the  total  amount 
of  tithe  liaised  in  England ;  but  so 
long  »s  they  exist  they  are  a  sc^indaU 
and  some  way  of  dealing  with  them 
is  needed.  This  opinion  has  not  been 
formed  without  due  consideration  of 
the  subject,  nor  without  other  opinions 
backing  up  my  own.  The  question  was 
discussed  hy  a  Di»:>cesan  Conference  in  my 
county  two  years  ago,  and  a  Special 
Committee  was  constituted,  contiiining 
nearly  all  the  dignitaries  of  the  diocese — • 
archdeacons,  canons, and  parochial  clergy, 
as  well  as  squires  and  landlords.  The 
Committee  came  to  the  conclusion  that, 
as  a  whole,  the  tithe  system  had  worked 
well  since  1836,  and  did  not  require  any 
alteration  except  in  regard  to  the  hard 
cases,  and  that,  with  regard  to  the  hard 
cases  where  the  tithe  is  out  of  all  proper* 
tion  to  the  rental  value  of  the  land,  some 
remedy  was  demanded,  which  should  be 
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applied  subject  to  revision — that  is,  that 
you  should  not  apply  a  final  settlement 
to  any  reduction  you  might  make.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  has  said  it  is  impossible 
to  have  any  re-valuation,  and  I  quite 
agree  in  that ;  but  where  the  tithe 
exceeds  one-half  of  the  whole  valuation 
of  the  land,  or  amounts  even  to  the  full 
value,  that  is  certainly  not  what  was 
intended  when  the  Act  of  1836  was 
passed.  That  was  intended  to  be  a  final 
Act,  on  the  supposition  that  the  conditions 
of  life  then  prevailing  would  continue, 
and  that  the  produce  of  the  soil  of  Eng- 
land would  remain  the  same  as  it  was 
then.  One  object  was  to  stop  any  further 
increase  of  the  tithe  consequent  upon 
agpriculturalimprovements,  so  that  the  door 
should  be  closed  against  a  rise,  and  equally 
closed  against  a  fall.  But  owing  to  the 
fall  which  has  taken  place  in  the  prices 
of  produce,  it  has  become  impossible  to 
realise  the  rates  in  respect  of  which  the 
land  was  valued.  Tillage  has  largely 
disappeared,  and  the  land  has  gone  back 
from  a  considerable  rental  to  the  poor 
and  inferior  prices  of  pasturage,  in  many 
cases  amountin'g  only  to  3s.,  4s.,  and  5s.  per 
acre.  In  such  cases  the  tithe  becomes 
an  absurdity ;  certainly  it  is  an  offence 
against  public  sentiment.  It  is  a 
transfer  of  the  estate  from  the  landowner 
to  the  tithe  owner.  Well,  under  the 
provisions  of  the  2nd  sub-section  of  the 
Ist  clause,  I  think  it  quite  practicable  to 
apply  a  remedy  under  equitable  condi- 
tions to  all  concerned.  Perhaps  I  may 
point  out  that,  as  I  read  the  2nd  sub- 
section, there  can  be  no  question,  what- 
ever a  Superior  Court  might  say,  the 
Inferior  Court  having  before  it  such  a 
case  might  remit  not  only  the  excess 
beyond  the  whole  value  of  the  land,  but 
the  whole  tithe  itself.  This  was  not 
probably  the  intention  of  the  draftsman, 
nor  is  it  desirable  to  go  as  far  as 
that.  I  would  propose  that  instead, 
as  the  2nd  sub-section  provides,  of 
persons  whose  tithe  was  in  excess  of 
the  whole  special  rateable  value  being 
alone  allowed  to  go  into  Court  for 
redress,  a  much  lower  figure  should  be 
tfikken — say,  even  one-half  of  the  special 
rateable  value— and  redress  should  be 
granted  for  one  year.  Thus,  in  the 
present  circumstances,  a  just  and  fair 
arrangement  would  be  arrived  at  which 
would  not  prejudice  a  revision  in  the 
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years  when  farming  would  again  become 
a  profitable  industry  in  England. 

*(9.45.)  Mb.  W.  ABRAHAM 
(Glamorgan,  Rhondda):  I  will  pre- 
face the  remarks  I  have  to  make 
on  this  Bill  by  saying  that^  not  being  a 
labourer  or  farmer,  I  do  not  pretend  to 
understand  the  details  of  this  measure, 
but  being  desirous  of  ascertaining  what 
the  farmers  or  the  labourers  have  to  say 
upon  this  subject,  I  have  endeavoured  to 
read  what  has  appeared  in  relation  to 
it  in  the  Press,  and  that  portion  of  the 
Press  which  is  not  at  all  times  favourable 
to  this  side  of  the  House.  I  also 
attended  a  few  days  ago  a  meeting  at 
the  Westminster  Palace  Hotel,  a  meeting 
of  farmers  from  different  counties  in 
England.  I  will  quote  what  I  then 
heard  in  reference  to  this  measure — 

**  A  Bill  conceived  entirely  in  the  iaterest  of 
the  tithe  owner,  which  will  not  redress  any  of 
the  grievanceti  of  the  tithe  payers  are  suffering 
under  a  Coercion  Bill  to  screw  tithe  out  of  un- 
willing payers,  a  sop  to  the  Establishment  at 
the  expense  of  the  land,  and  in  Wales  of  some- 
thing more  than  the  land  ;  a  Bill^hich,  failing 
to  provide  a  proper  means  of  revision  and  re- 
adjustment, added  insult  to  injury,  and 
perpetuated  a  state  of  things  which  it  was 
impossible  to  bear." 

That  is  the  judgment  of  the  farmers 
of  the  Eastern  Counties  of  England  on 
this  Bill ;  my  own  opinion  is  that  it  is  a 
a  Bill  to  give  perpetual  security  to  the 
increased  incomes  derived  by  the  clergy 
under  the  Tithes  Commutation  Act.  Tliat 
meeting  was  composed  of  men  who  have 
been  strict  adherents  to  the  policy  of  the 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House.  One  of  them 
said — 

"  They  had  not  burnt  parsons*  homesteads, 
nor  boycotted  the  Conservatives,  but  had 
followed  them  like  sheep,  and  this  was  their 
reward." 

An  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  has  said 
there  is  to  be  no  distraint,  and  no 
imprisonment.  I  do  not  know  how  he 
arrives  at  that  conclusion ;  but,  according 
to  my  reading  of  the  Bill,  it  provides, 
both  for  distraint  and  imprisonment. 
[Cries  of  ''No."]  An  hon.  Member  says 
"  No."  True,  under  this  Bill  a  man  cannot 
be  sent  to  prison,  and  his  land  cannot  be 
sold,  but  he  will  incur  the  same 
consequences  by  non-payment  of  the 
tithes  and  costs.  With  a  Receiver  in 
possession  the  landlord  cannot  distrain  ' 
for  rent,  and  the  ^mer  will  be  in  this 
happy  position,  he  will  be  able  to  punish 
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the  landlord  and  parson  while  asserting 
his  own  independence  at  the  same  time. 
Bnt  what  else  can  be  done  ?  If  it  is 
proved  that  a  man  is  able  to  pay,  and 
refuses  to  do  so,  and  a  process  is  issued 
against  him  for  contempt  of  the 
judgment  of^  the  Court,  he  may- 
be sent  to  prison  at  once.  If  that  is 
not  imprisonment  I  do  not  know  what 
else  it  is.  When  this  sort  of  thing  comes 
about  we  shall  have  friction  between 
landlord  and  tenant,  instead  of  friction 
which  at  presentexists  between  the  tenant 
and  the  parson.  This  is  what  appears 
to  me  to  be  the  real  outcome  of  Lord 
Salisbury's  BQl.  If  I  am  not  greatly 
mistaken  you  will  find,  especially  in  Wales, 
that  the  result  will  be  to  alienate  from 
the  Church  not  only  the  tenant,  but 
probably  the  landlord  as  well.  I  see  it 
stated  in  a  paper  called  Land  and 
Water  (and  I  am  of  the  same  opinion) 
that — 

"  When  the  people  recognise  that  the  land 
of  the  coantry  is  to  be  farmed  by  County  Court 
officials  for  the  benefit  of  the  clergy,  and  that 
the  landlord  is  to  be  turned  out  of  his  in- 
heritance for  thiB  sake  of  the  parson  a  very 
formidable  state  of  things  will  arise.*' 

Another  statement  was  made  at  that 
meeting  by  one  of  the  farmers  opposed 
to  the  Bill,  namely,  as  to  the  necessity  of 
providing  for  re  assessment  of  the  basis 
of  the  tithe  rent-charge.  It  was  said 
that  at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  the 
Tithe  Commutation  Act  of  1836  the 
average  price  of  wheat  was  7s.  per 
bushel ;  an  acre,  of  land  producing  28 
bushels.  This  would  amount  to 
X9  16s.  per  acre,  which,  after 
deducting  ^6  as  the  cost  of  production, 
left  the  farmer  a  net  profit  of  £3  16s.  Od. 
as  the  average  for  the  seven  years  pre- 
ceding the  Act  of  1836.  That  was  the 
basis  on  which  the  tithe  rent-charge  was 
then  fixed,  but  through  the  abolition  of 
protective  duties  the  extension  of  rail- 
ways in  foreign  countries,  and  the  multi- 
plication of  the  means  of  quick  and  cheap 
transit  of  corn  from  other  parts  of  the 
world,  the  market  prices  in  this  country 
were  greatly  reduced.  Now,  supposing 
the  home  farmers  were  able,  by  the  use 
of  artificial  manures  and  a  system  of 
high  farming,  to  maintain  a  yield  of  28 
bushels  per  acre,  how  would  the  balance 
stand.  Taking  the  average  prices  of  the 
last  six  years  he  would  only  receive  4s. 


per  bushel,  instead  of  7s.  as  formerly; 
that  would  allow  him   £5    12.  Od.  per 
acre,    so    with  the   cost   of  production 
being  J&6,  there  would  be  a  loss  per  acre  . 
of  88.     Where,  I  ask,  is  the  justice  of 
compelling  the  farmer  to  pay  the  same 
amount   on  an  article  on   which  he  is 
losing  8s.  per  acre  as  compared  with  his 
former  profit    of    £3    16s.    Od.?     The 
injustice   of  the  case  is  at  once  demon- 
strated.    Hon^  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  may  say  that  this  is  the  case  of 
the  former  and  labourer  only,  but,  with 
due  submission,  I  beg  to  think   other- 
wise.    Why,  the  farmer  has  been  com- 
pelled in  a  large  measure  to  give  up  the 
profitless  jask  of  wheat-growing ;  indeed,  : 
we   are   told  that    no  less    than   three 
million  acres  of    land  which  formerly 
produced  wheat  are   now   turned   into 
pasture.      What  does    this  mean?      It 
means     keeping     the    ploughman,    the 
labourer,  and  the  harvest-men  deprived 
of  their   healthy    employment    on    the 
farms,  and  sending   them  to   the   large  . 
towns  t<5  swell  the  already  large  number  • 
of  the  unemployed.     It  means  the  driv- 
ing of  these  men  by  hundreds  into  our 
mines,  where  they  will  be  surrounded  by  . 
dangers  of  which  they  have  had  no  previous 
experience,  and  whereby  they  will  be  not  » 
only  in  jeopardy  of  their  own  lives,  but 
the  means  of  jeopardising  the  lives  of 
other  people.     To  pass  this  Bill  without 
some  provision  for  revision  and  re-adjust- 
ment on  the  basis  upon  which  the  tithe 
rent-charge   is  made  would  be,   as  was  ^ 
stated     at    the    Westminster    meeting, 
adding  injury   to   insult,  which,  has  al- 
ready been  heaped  upon  th^  agriculturists 
of  this  country  as  a  remedy.  It  is  proposed 
to   remove  the   direct*  'payment   of   the 
tithes  from  the  tenant  to  the  landlord, 
but   is    that   any   real  remedy   for    the  • 
grievance?      I   am  afraid  not,    for  the 
transfer   will   benefit    no  one    but    the 
parson    and    the    tithe     owner,    whose 
interests  are   entirely  opposed  to  those  • 
of  the  other  parties.     It  is  idle,  there- 
fore, to  attempt  to  create  the  belief  that 
this  question  will  be  satisfactorily  settled 
by  merely  shifting  the  immediate  payment 
of  the  tithe  from  the  tenant  to  the  landlord. 
The  tithe  is  an  impost  which  impedes  the  . 
cultivation  of   the  land,  and  affects  all  r 
the  interests  connected  with  the  land — 
landlord,    farmer,     and     labourer.       It 
discourages  the  landlord  from  investing 
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capital  for  any  purpose  conBectetl  with 
the  land,  Hence^  the  mere  shifting  of 
the  burden  of  tithe  ivill  not  afford  the 
remedy  which  is  demanded,  for  tithe  haa 
grown  to  an  amount  which  is  quite  out 
of  proportion  to  the  amount  that  the 
land  can  bear.  It  is  admitted  that  this 
debate  is  a  Welsh  debate,  and  the  hon, 
member  for  Eaet  Bradford  went  so  far  as 
to  say  tliat  it  is  the  agitation  in  Wales 
which  has  created  the  necessity  for  this 
Bill.  I  know  that  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  smiled  hLs  acquies- 
cenoe  at  the  assertion  tJiat  it  was  a 
Welsh  debate.  But  I  cannot  see,  Sir,  why 
it  was  necessary  for  him  to  suig  to  us 
again  the  plaintive  cadence  of  the  poor 
8taI*\^ng  clergy  of  Wales,  Sir,  if  there 
is  any  disgrace  at  all  in  this  matter  it  is 
that  the  richest  Church  in  the  world 
should  allow  its  ministers  to  come  before 
the  world  as  applicants  for  the  charity  of 
mankind.  I  think  all  these  allusions  to 
the  sufferings  of  the  Welsh  clergy  is 
the  greatest  possible  disgrace  to  the 
Church  and  the  Churchmen  thethselves 
--especially  in  Wales.  For  there  you 
have  on  the  one  side  almost  all  the  rich 
and  landed  people  who  have,  in 
addition,  about  £300,0U0  a  year 
of  religious  eudowments.  Yet  with 
the  sufferings  of  the  clergy  of 
this  favoured  Church  all  the  wcrt*ld 
is  ringing.  On  the  other  hand,  you 
have  in  that  little  country  the  great 
mass  of  the  poor  and  the  labouring 
dasses.  You  Imve  the  miners  and  the 
farmers  the  puddlera  and  the  shep- 
herds, and  the  small  shopkeepers  in  the 
villages,  and  all  of  them  that  am  free- 
holders  have  actually  to  pay  out  of 
their  small  revenues  titljes  for  the 
maintenance  of  a  rivtd  Church,  These 
people  have  to  build  their  own  chapels, 
and  maintain  their  own  ministers.  And 
you  never  hear  of  their  minister  being 
starred.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Oswestry  said  that  this  is  not  the 
spontaneoiis  action  of  the  Welsh,  but 
18  a  C8«e  got  up  by  the  minority  and  a 
few  agitators.  If  that  is  true,  what 
a  wonderful  illustration  of  what  minori- 
ties and  agitators  can  effect.  But  I  deny 
the  contention,  Sir.  Previous  to  the  tithe 
agitation,  the  Welsh  people  sent  to  this 
House  34  Members,  28  of  whom  were 
pledged  to  the  Disestablishment  and  Dis- 
endowment  of  the  English  Church.  The 
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tithe  agitation  is  pressing  forward  with 
incredible  rfipidity,  and  that  the  course 
taken  by  the  clergy  has  given  it  a  greater 
impetus  nobody  will  deny.  The  Welsh 
poet  says^ 

**  Ergyd  morthwyl  yr  arwertliwr, 

Werthodd  gfiffyl  ffarmio  John, 
Drawodd  gnul  hen  gloch  rnigUddoI, 

Kglwys  traifl  y  deyrooft  boa. 

Gwerthi  yd  »  g-wriir  y  bob!, 

Ceidwiiid  hedd  yn  rhoddi  ten, 
Gwel'd  y  fftirad  yn  yr  AoW, 

L»ynit  ddaw  a  hi  i  ben/* 

Yes,  we  have  had  very  valuable  aflsisi 
given  by   the     minority     and     by    thi 
agitators.     I  do  not  pretend  to  know  the 
origin   of  tithes,    but    this    the    Welsh 
people  know,  that  it  is  used  for  pm 
with  which   they    have    no    sympathy.' 
When  in  the  reign  of  Henry  IV.  an  Act 
was    passsed  providing   that   the  Vicar 
should  not  be  removable  at  the  caprii 
of     the     proprietor,     but    was    to 
canonically     instituted     and     indue 
he    was    to    be     suflSciently    endowed 
for  three  purposes,  **to  do  divine  aervi 
to  inform  the  people,  and  to  keep  hospi- 
tality."    Tliat   means  di%^ine  service  for 
the  nation,  not  a  few  of  the  nation  ;  ai 
it  means  giving  information  to  the  natii 
in  full  find  not  in  part ;  and    it   means 
h o&piti\li ty,  to  whom  if  not  for  the  poor  ? 
I  contend  that  the  tripartite  arrangement 
is  found  in    this   Statute,  although  it  is 
denied.     For  a  very  long  time  the  vicar. 
Bishops,  and   parsons   have   disregarded 
the  keeping  of  hospitality,  as  they  con- 
sider it  sufficiently  maintained  by  keeping 
themselves,  and   giving  such  charity,  if 
any,  as  they  think  fit  to  dispense  among  the 
poor  of  their  o^ti  congregations.     Tithes 
are  the  property  of  the   nation,  and  are 
devoted  to  the   National   Church,  main- 
tained by  law  professedly  for  the  advan- 
tage of  the  nation   at  large.      The  tithe,^_ 
iTi  our  opinion,  thus  became  national  pi^^^^^^l 
perty.     And  when  the  nation  was  of  otn*^* 
faith,  their  arrangement  with  respect  to 
tithes     was    an     intelligent     one,     and 
might    have    had    the    sanction    of   the 
national     will,     yet     since     that     time 
a     change    has    come    over    the   spirit 
of   the    people.       For    years    past    the 
Church   has   not   only    failed    but    has 
neglected  to  do  its  duty  in  Wales,     An 
article    in    a    Bangor    paper    says    the 
English  services  in  the  Welsh  Cathedral 
l)ears  the  inobliterated  stamp  of  the  iron 
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BTtD,  It  gives  inte resting  details  regard- 
ing the  services  in  tiie  Bangor  CathedraL 
In  the  diocese  of  Bangor  the  Bishop 
receives  an  income  of  X4,t200  penmQuni, 
and  having  sat  npon  his  throne  for  31 
yearg  he  has  di*a>vii  the  enormoiis  sum 
of  XI  30.200.  The  second  dignitary  is  the 
Dean  ;  he  holds  a  comfortable  office  for 
which  he  receives  a  hanrlsome  remunera- 
tion of  X700  per  annum,  whilst  the 
two  Archdeacons,  who  aro  also  well  paid^ 
^onduct  their  services  and  deliver  their 
charges  in  a  language  which  is  foreign  to 
that  spoken  by  the  people.  The  Pre- 
centor, a  person  from  Yorkshire,  is  also 
in  receipt  of  good  emolument;  while  the 
four  Canons,  who  come  bj  the  city  wliich 
aflFords  them  a  pleasant  change  for  three 
montlis  every  year,  each  receive  X350 
per  annum  for  the  amount  of  work  they 
are  calleil  upon  to  do.  To  those  may  be 
added  the  ordinary  and  tlie  minor  Canons 
who  are  in  receipt  of  XI70  a  year  each, 
the  total  cost  of  upholding  Enghsh 
services  within  Welsh  Cathedrals  reaches 
the  enormous  amount  of  X4,000  ex- 
clusive of  the  Diotresan.  The  condition 
of  the  cathedral  churches  in  Wales  is 
unique.  The  population  of  four  Welsh 
cities  is  as  follows  :— Bangor,  10,000; 
St.  Aaaph^s,  2,000  ;  Llaudaff,  800;  and  St. 
David^s,  including  the  island  of  Rftmsey 
and  several  hamlets,  a  little  over  2,000. 
Tliis  gives  the  tot^il  population  of  1 4,800, 
or,  say  in  round  tigures,  15,000  ;  but  it 
is  to  be  remembered  that  not  1  per  cent. 
of  these  people  can  avail  themselves 
of  the  daily  services  conducted  in  these 
cathedrals.  This  being  so,  T  would  ask 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  of  what 
good  can  these  diiily  services  in  the 
cathedral  of  Bangor  be  to  the  Welshmen 
of  Bethesda  and  the  Welsli  speaking 
population  of  the  surrounding  neigh- 
bourhood 1  Nevertheless  the  people  have 
to  pay  this  enormous  sum  of  money  for 
keeping  up  the  sei^vices  for  the  rich, 
while  the  poor  are  practically  forgotten. 
I  ask  the  House  to  conti^st  the  position 
of  LlandafiE  with  its  800  people  and 
Cardiff  with  its  population  of  80,000. 
Of  what  good  are  the  services  of  Llandaff 
to  the  toUing  people  around  ?  What 
good  are  they  to  the  miners  of  Rhondda, 
or  to  the  toilers  among  the  hills  and 
Tales  of  Glamorganshire  1  So  far  as  the 
adftptatioQ  of  the  Church  system  to  the 
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this  money  is  entirely  wasted.  Not  only 
has  the  Church  failed  in  its  ministrations, 
but  it  has  neglected  to  do  its  duty  to  the 
people.  There  was  a  time  when  Walea 
■stood  in  need  of  religious  services  and 
education.  There  was  a  time  when  one 
of  our  poets  said  that  Wales  was  in 
"heathen  darkness,"  and  at  that  time  the 
Church  of  England  bad  a  good  oppor- 
tunity of  supplying  the  religious  want 
that  was  then  experienced.  But  it  failed 
to  do  this.  What  does  the  Rev.  W, 
Williams,  of  Pantycelyn,  say  ? — 

*'  Pan  oedd  Cymra  gynt  yn  gorwedi 

Mewn  annuwiol  far^rol  hun, 
Ueb  na  Phresperter  na  ffeirad 

Nuc  un  Eagob  ar  ddihuo  ; 
Yn  y  gorwel  tywyll  du-devr, 

Pryd  nad  oedd  y  flFydd  ond  gwan^ 
Pryd  yr  oln&nt  fyn'd  i'r  meusydd, 

Ac  i*r  lleoedd  nad  oedd  Linn. 

Howel  Harrioa'o  Drefecca 

Fel  yr  Udgom  Beiniai  ma's,! 
Weithiau  o  Sitiai»  weithiau  o  SeioUf 

AddewidioD  nefol  raa.*' 

This  describes  the  time  when  Wales 
needed  religious  instruction,  and  the 
Church  neglected  the  oppctrtunity  of 
imparting  it  The  Welsh  nation  in  those 
days  was  similarly  situated  to  the  man 
who  went  down  from  Jerusalem  to 
Jericho  and  fell  among  thieves,  and  the 
Levite  coming  along,  looked  at  him  and 
passed  by  on  the  other  side,  and  left  him 
there  to  die,  Tlae  priest*  like  the  Levite 
priest  of  old,  came,  and  saw,  and  passed 
along  on  the  other  side,  and  had  it  not 
been  for  Nonconformity  in  the  charac- 
ter of  the  Good  Samaritan  journeying 
tliat  way,  and,  taking  compassion  upon 
the  people,  bound  up  their  wounds, 
poured  oil  and  wine  upon  them,  set 
them  on  their  beasts  of  burden  and  took 
care  of  them,  the  Welsh  would  have 
remained  in  the  same  position  still. 
Thei*e  the  Welsh  people  would  have 
been  left  until  to-day  for  anything  the 
English  Church  ivould  have  done  for 
them  had  not  the  Church  been  moved 
by  the  fear  of  losing  its  emoluments. 
There  is  one  point  more  to  which  I  would 
refer.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Tmdo  admitted  last 
night  that  the  tithes,  like  all  other 
Church  proj^erty,  were  paid  for  services 
rendered  to  the  nation  at  large.  I  would 
rem^ind  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
Dean  of  Manchester,  in  a  paper  he  read 
some  time  ago,  said — 
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"  We  must  be  fundamental,  we  believe  in  the 
Holy  Catholic  Church,  we  accept  history  in 
England  as  fairly  interpreting  its  claims. 
What  can  be  accepted  from  the  civil  power,  and 
undertaken  by  the  civil  power  without  damage  to 
the  Sovereign,  we  are  still  ready  to  accept  and 
to  undertake  for  the  sake  of  |the  nation  and  not 
otherwise.  We  must  make  it  clear  to  the 
nation  that  the  duty  of  bringing  the  people  of 
this  kingdom  to  the  kin^om  of  God  and 
of  Christ  we  have  at  heart,  and  neither 
position  nor  possession." 

The  clergy  of  the  English  Church  say 
that  they  do  not  receive  the  tithes  for 
doing  other  work  than  that  of  promoting 
the  Kingdom  of  God.  But  in  Wales 
the  Church  represents  less  than-  one- 
sixth  of  the  people,  while  there  are 
many  parishes  in  the  PriDcipality  that 
receive  no  service  at  all  from  the  Church 
clergy.  This  is  the  case  in  Cardigan- 
shire, Carmarthenshire,  and  Pembroke- 
shire. In  a  parish  in  Cardiganshire 
Mr.  Griffiths  Jones  Penlan  has  been  farm- 
ing land  for  upwards  of  20  years, 
on  which  he  has  paid  £,\0  per  annum 
for  tithes,  making  a  total  of  ^£200. 
During  the  whole  of  that  period  he  has 
only  been  inside  the  church  on  one 
solitary  occasion,  namely,  that  of  the 
funeral  of  his  brother,  which  service  is 
all  he  has  ever  received  for  his  payment  of 
je200.  [A  Voice:  More  shame  for 
him.]  An  hon.  Member  says  "  shame  " 
because  that  person  does  not  go  to 
church,  but  what  use  would  it  .be  for 
him  to  go  there,  inasmuch  as  the  seryice 
of  the  church  is  in  a  foreign  tongue, 
which  he,  as  a  Welshman,  is  unable  to 
understand.  In  this  matter  we  are 
dealing  with  the  Welsh-speaking  people, 
and  we  are  forcing  upon  them  services 
in  a  foreign  language,  which  they  are 
incapable  of  understanding,  and  because 
they  do  not  like  to  go  to  church  to  hear  a 
service  in  a  foreign  tongue  you  cry 
"shame."  This  man  is  a  deacon  of  a 
Calvinistic  Methodist  Chapel  and  pays 
every  week  his  fair  share  towards  the 
support  of  that  chapel.  He  does  not 
want  your  services,  but  still,  though 
you  have  nothing  to  give  him,  you 
compel  him  to  pay  iB200.  In  another 
case,  in  Carmarthenshire,  the  tithe 
payable  in  the  parish  is  i£78  per  an- 
num. There  is  a  tiny  church  there, 
about  the  size  of  two  wheelbarrows, 
and  through  the  portal  of  that  church 
there  goes  not  a  man,  woman,  or  child 
from  the  beginning  of  January  to  the 
Mr  IF.  Abratiam 


end  of  December,  and  yet  you  compel 
the  people  of  that  parish  to  pay  J&78  a 
year  in  tithes.  In  another  place, 
in  Pembrokeshire,  we  find  a  small 
parish  and  a  large  farm,  and  of 
them  you  can  say  that  the  two  tar/? 
one.  Mr.  Gibbs,  the  occupier  of  that 
farm,  pays  somewhere  about  £50  a  year 
in  tithes,  and  there  is  not  a  church  in 
the  parish.  How,  under  these  circum- 
stances, can  you  expect  the  Welsh  people 
to  continue  loyal  ?  Can  you  wonder  for 
a  moment  that  the  Welsh  people  are 
opposing  your  Bill?  It  perpetuates  a 
payment  to  the  clergy  for  which  they  do 
nothing.  Do  you  think  this  Bill  is  going 
to  bring  peace  to  Wales  ?  I  am  afntid  it 
will  not.  The  Welsh  people  have  been 
loyal  to  a  degree.  They  are  a  paaoeful 
nation,  but  1  am  afraid  that  if  you  force 
this  measure  upon  them  instead  of  bring- 
ing peace  and  goodwill  to  us  you  will 
bring  something  very  different.  You 
will  create  dissension.  If  you  want  us  to 
be  peaceful  give  us  justice.  It  is  impos- 
sible that  lasting  peace  can  exist  unless 
it  is  based  on  justice  ;  then,  let  me  appeal 
to  you  to  give  us  justice.  Allow  us  to 
keep  our  money  or  give  us  something  in 
return  ;  we  are  poor  and  need  the  money 
for  national  purposes,  and  we  protest 
against  being  asked  to  pay  you  these 
tithes  without  receiving  value  for  them. 
•(10.37.)  Mr.  TALBOT  (Oxford 
University)  :  I  must  say,  Mr.  Speaker, 
that  from  the  tone  of  the  hon.  Member's 
remarks  I  should  not  have  been  surprised 
at  his  incurring  your  rebuke  for  a  com- 
plaint that  this  debate  has  been  exclu- 
sively carried  on  in  the  English  language. 
If  it  is  wrong  to  have  religious  services  in 
English  it  is,  surely,  equally  wrong  to 
have  debates  in  this  House  in  that  lan- 
guage. But  the  hon.  Member,  despite 
what  he  says  in  regard  to  the  Welsh  lan- 
guage, is  willing  to  come  here  and  take 
part  in  our  deliberations  in  the  language 
which  is  common  to  all  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects. The  lecturing  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  given  is  only  one  illustration,  as  I  ven- 
ture to  think,  of  the  extraordinary  man- 
ner in  which  this  debate  has  wandered. 
It  does  not  seem  to  me  that  this  debate 
has  really  approached  the  kernel  of  the 
question,  nor,  from  what  I  have  heard- 
from  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  does  it  seem  to  me  that  they 
take  a  very  serious  view  of  the  sitna^ 
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tion.  Ife  is  a  very  curious  thing  that 
when  one  of  the  most  important  measures 
of  the  Session,  which  has  been  intro- 
duced by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  is 
under  debate  the  leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion is  not  present  in  his  place.  If  I 
were  to  draw  any  conclusion  from  the 
appearance  of  the  House,  and  especially 
of  the  Bench  opposite,  it  would  be 
that  the  leaders  of  the  Opposition  have 
some  difficulty  in  making  up  their  minds. 
After  all,  this  is  a  Bill  which  in 
its  substance  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Derby  said  last  year  he  would 
cordially  support.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  no  doubt  will  follow,  and 
will  tell  the  House  what  line  he  is 
going  to  take  on  this  occasion.  1 
sball  not  be  surprised  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  that,  although  he  can- 
not approve  the  Bill  in  every  particular, 
he  will  not  advise  his  hon.  Friends  to 
oppose  the  Second  Reading.  Whether  he 
says  that  or  not,  that  seems  to  be  the 
tone,  indicated  by  their  general  demean- 
our, which  the  leaders  of  the  Opposition 
have  adopted.  That  is  a  reasonable  view 
to  take.  I  am  bound  to  say,  however, 
that  on  my  own  side  of  the  House  little 
animation  haJs  been  displayed  on  the 
subject.  [Ironical  cl^eera].  Well,  per- 
haps we  cannot  be  animated  on 
all  subjects.  We  look  on  this  from  a 
business  point  of  view.  No  doubt  the 
hon.  Member  who  has  just  spoken  stirred 
his  friends  up  to  the  highest  pitch  of 
enthusiasm,  I  might  almost  say  romance. 
We  have  had  the  subject  treated  from 
every  point  of  view — from  that  of  the 
Welsh  bard  to  that  of  the  politician.  But 
I  look  at  this  as  a  matter  of  justice.  The 
tithe  is  the  first  charge  on  the  land,  but 
it  has  been,  in  many  cases,  more  difficult 
to  collect  it  than  the  rent.  Those 
who  support  the  Bill  do  not  ask 
for  any  exceptional  privileges  for 
the  tithe  owners.  All  we  ask  is  that 
until  a  change  is  made  in  the  funda- 
mental institutions  of  the  country  and 
the  Church  is  disestablished  and  dis- 
endowed the  rights  of  the  tithe 
owners  shall  be  secured.  Surely  that 
is  not  an  unreasonable  ground  to 
take.  It  is  the  ground  on  which  for 
some  years  past  I  have  endeavoured  to 
advocate  a  settlement  of  this  question. 
This  is  the*  fourth  year  in  which 
Her     Majesty's  .  present     Government 


have  brought  in  a  Tithe  Bill.  Intro- 
duced under  happier  auspices  than 
any  other  measure  of  the  same  kind, 
this  Bill  bids  fair  to  settle  the  ques- 
tion, and  I  should  have  thought,  there* 
fore,  that  the  House  of  Commons  would 
approach  it  in  a  business-like  spirit, 
with  the  intention  of  seeing  justice  done 
between  man  and  man — which  intention 
and  desire  has  always  been  the  dis- 
tinguishing characteristic  of  the  British 
House  of  Commons.  But  this  debate  has 
degenerated  into  a  Disestablishment  de- 
bate. Why  is  that  so?  Simply,  I  sup- 
pose, .  because  hon.  Gentlemen  cannot 
find  an  opportunity  for  bringing  forward 
the  question  of  Disestablishment  legiti- 
nmtely,  and  seizse  upon  this  Bill  as  an 
excuse.  And  they  are- utterly  irrespon- 
sible on  this  occasion,  for  they  know  that 
an  adverse  Vote  will  not  injure  their 
caus3.  When  we  come  to  look  at  the 
details  of  this  Bill,  surely  they  are 
such  as  will  commend  themselves  to 
the  common  sanse  of  this  House. 
There  is  one  concession  made  by  the 
tithe  owner  which  ought  not  to  be  lost 
sight  of.  At  present  if  land  is  out  of 
cultivation,  two  years  of  tithe  arrears 
can  be  claimed  when  it  again  comes  into 
cultivation.  But  if  this  Bill  becomes 
law  that  claim  will  fall  to  the  ground. 
Hon.  Members  who  represent  county 
constituencies  will  find  it  rather  difficult 
to  persuade  their  constituents  that  this 
Bill  is  not  conceived  in  their  interests, 
for  no  one  can  controvert  the  statement 
that  it  will  remove  a  pressure  from  the 
tenant  which  has  long  weighed  upon  him 
in  connection  with  the  tithe  rent-charge. 
It  will  remove  a  great  deal  of  friction, 
and  that  must  be  a  boon  which  the 
tenant  farmers  of  this  country  will  appre- 
ciate. Again,  it  should  be  remembered 
that  the  tithe  rent-charge  owner  is  the 
only  person  who  pays  rates  upon  his  in- 
come. Living,  as  the  clergy  do,  upon 
very  narrow  incomes,  sometimes,  I  fear, 
on  the  very  verge  of  privation,  they 
find  themselves  called  upon  to  pay  rates 
upon  their  tithe  rent-charge.  This  surely 
should  be  borne  in  mind  when  we 
are  considering  the  re-adjustment  of 
this  question.  One  word  as  to  the 
redemption  clauses.  I  am  glad  that  the 
Government  have  taken  up  that  subject, 
though  in  what  form  they  will  carry  it 
out  may  not  yet  be  certain.     If  the  Prfe- 


251 


TiUie  RmiChargtt  {OOMMONS}  Reco^^y,  d:c.  Biil, 


252 


sident  of  tlie  Board  of  Trade,  liowever,  can 
induce  the  Cbancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
^rant  monev  on  easier  terraa  so  as  to 
facdlitate  redemption  he  ^411  be  doing 
a  great  good  ;  and  I  am  sure  the  rig)it 
hon.  Gentleman  will^  in  any  case,  take 
isare  of  the  interests  of  the  tithe  rent- 
charge  owners^  from  whom  great  eon- 
ces«ions  are  demanded.  I  sincerely  Ci>n- 
gratulate  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
the  care  and  attention  which  he  has  given 
to  the  subject,  ami  I  fan  promise  fn)m 
this^side  of  tlie  House,  if  not  an  absolutely 
unqualified,  at  any  rate  a  very  general 
support.  The  impression  left  by  the  de- 
hate  is  that  the  House  has  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  subject  ought  to  be  taken 
out  of  the  category  of  unsettled  queeti*  mis. 
(10.50.)  Sir  W^HARCOUET (Derby): 
The  hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down 
hafi  found  fault  with  us  f«*r  n<it  being 
eafficiently  impressed  with  the  magnitude 
and  importjince  of  this  Bill,  aud  he  ooni- 
plained  that  I  waa  absent  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  introduced  the 
Bill  made  his  statement,  I  am  very 
pn^ud  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  thought 
it  worth  while  to  notice  my  absence  ;  but 
there  was  also  absent,  apparently,  a  far 
more  important  person  when  this  great 
measure  affectitig  the  tithe  was  opened 
to  the  House,  and  that  was  the  represen- 
tative of  the  University  of  Oxford  (Mr. 
J.  G,  Talbot).  Therefore,  if  he  will 
permit  me  to  return  the  compliment^  I 
will  express  my  extreme  surprise  that 
the  hon,  Gentleraatx  should  have  chosen 
that  particular  moment  to  absent  him- 
self. He  has  talked  of  the  unanimous 
bi>ne  which  has  characterised  the  whole 
of  the  debate  on  the  oppcsite  side  of  the 
House.  The  hon.  Member  must  have 
singular  conceptions  of  what  constitutes 
unanimity.  I  have  listened  to  eveiy 
speech  made  to-night ;  bat  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  is  of  opinion  that  the  speeches 
made  by  the  Member^  for  MaVlon  (Mr, 
Gray),  West  Dorset  (Mr,  Farquharson), 
and  the  Tewkesbury  Division  of 
Gloucester  (Sir  J.  Dorington),  were 
speeches  unanimously  in  favour  of  the 
proposals  of  the  Government,  I  entirely 
differ  from  him.  There  was  not  one 
single  provision  of  the  Bill  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Maldon  did  not  oondemn 
in  a  very  strong  manner. 
•Mb.  GRAY:'  I  am  very  sorry  to 
interrupt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
J/r.  Talhot 


but  I  must  say  I  certainly  did  not  expr 
any    condemnation   of     that    particulfl 
clause  which  transfers  the  onus  of  paying 
the  tithe  on  tn  the  landlord. 

8m  W.  HARCOURT :  Well,  there  is 
one  clause  which  the  hon.  Member  did 
not  altogether  condemn.  I  will  do 
justice  to  that  cknse  presently.  I  have 
t^  a|X)logise  for  not  having  been  present 
ye.*?ttMYlay.  The  fact  is  I  was  usefully 
employed  elsewhere.  My  absence  from 
tho  opening  of  the  debate  was  due  to  no 
desire  to  shirk  this  discussion,  or  to 
escape  from  whatt»ver  resj>:>nsibility 
might  belong  to  me  in  respect  of  this 
measure.  The  hon  Member  for  Oswestr 
(Mr.  Stanley  Leighton)  ha«  said  quit 
truly  that  I  have  expressed  appri>bfttion 
of  any  Bill  which  propL^eil  to  do  the 
following  things :  Firsts  to  put  tlie  pay4 
ment  of  the  tithe  upon  the  landlord  r 
secondly,  to  bring  alx)wt  an  alx)lition  of 
distress ;  and  thirdly,  to  obtain  a 
reduction  of  the  tithe  if  the  land  required 
it.  I  entirely  agree,  and  if  this  Bill 
contained  those  provisions,  or  anything 
like  them^  I  should  be  perfectly  prepared, 
however  much  I  might  differ  on  the 
details,  to  support  it.  But,  in  my  opinionij 
it  contains  none  of  them.  This  Bill  do 
not  put  the  payment  upon  the  landowner 
and  discharge  the  tenant.  Of  course 
you  are  not  speaking  of  the  case  where 
the  landowner  now  pays  the  tithe,  but 
of  the  case  where  the  occupier  Ijears  tlie 
burden.  I  venture  to  aflirra  that  where 
the  tenant  now  pays  the  tithe  under 
contract  with  the  landlord,  this  Bill  does 
not  discharge  him  from  that  payment* 
He  will  have  to  pay  it  exactly  the  same, 
though  yttVL  may  call  it  by  another  name. 
And  with  regard  to  the  owner  who  iBi 
likewise  the  occupier  there  is  naturally 
no  pretence  that  he  receives  any  discharge. 
Now,  I  want  this  to  be  examined  most 
carefully,  because  I  want  the  occupiers 
of  this  country  to  see  to  what  extent 
they  get  any  rehef  at  all  under  this  Bill. 
You  say  the  Bill  abolishes  distress.  I 
alisolntely  deny  that  it  alx)lishe8distres3on 
any  occupier  whatever  against  whom  it 
now  operates.  Not  only  this,  Ijut  it  intro- 
duces distress  under  circumstances  which 
will  make  it  a  much  greater  burden. 
It  leaves  distress  in  every  case  where  it 
now  exists  and  makes  it  far  more  burden- 
some and  costly  than  at  present.  I  auk 
any  hon.  Gentleman  to  look  at  Clause  6| 
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create  agaiiiet  liim  two  remedies  for  levy- 
ing this  sum  of  money  to  which  he  was 
not  liable  before.  He  is  liable  to  tithe  as 
a  debt  for  which,  after  judgment,  he  may 
be  sent  to  prison,  and  you  have  made 
him  liable  to  ejectment,  A  nice  position 
this,  in  which  to  place  the  Noncon- 
formists of  Wales.  You  create  against 
the  tenant  remedies  of  a  most  oppresKive 
cliaracter  to  which  he  is  not  now  sulv 
jectod.  That  is  the  case  of  the  tenant 
under  contract  to  pay  tithe  at  present  ; 
it  will  be  screwed  out  of  hini  ag  Ix'fore. 
Now,  let  me  ask  the  attention  of  tlie 
House  to  a  matter  of  the  gravest  im- 
portance»  and  one  which  ought  to  be 
thoroughly  understood  in  the  conntTy. 
Look  at  the  condition  of  the  small  holder 
who  Ia  owner  and  occupier  of  his  own 
land.  In  my  mind,  that  is  a  class  of  the 
community  that  requires  the  greatest 
protection  at  the  bands  of  thiK  Hou^c. 
He  is  dealt  with  in  Clause  3,  Sub-section  2, 
which  says — 

*^  Where  the  owner  of  the  landa  ia  also  the 
occupier,  he  shall,  on  the  appointmeot  of  the 
Keceiver  become  teniint  to  the  Receiver  io  like 
manner  us  if  he  had  attorned  teoAtit  to  him  us 
owner,  and  the  sum  ordered  to  be  paid  were 
the  rent  payable  to  the  Receiver  an  auch 
owner/' 

I  ask  the  Housi?  to  listen  to  this  and 
to  consider  the  case  of  a  man  oi  this  class, 
so  numerous  in  Wales,  who  refuses  to 
pay  tithe.  In  what  position  does  thi^ 
Bill  place  him  ?  He  is  raatle  tenant  to  tlie 
Receiver,  Who  is  the  Receiver?  He  is 
the  agent  of  the  parson,  he  is  the  tithe 
cullet^tor — what  used  to  be  called  in  Ire- 
land the  tithe  pi"octor — and  you  positively 
take  this  freeholder  and,  in  order  to  collect 
the  tithe,  make  him  tenant  tt>  the  tithe 
collector.  Is  this  going  to  bring  peace 
to  Wales  ?  A  more  monstrous  outrage 
1  neve  r  heard  of.  [ Mi  n  uteria  I  ia  it(/h  tt^  r.  ] 
Yes,  you  may  laugh  at  these  small  free- 
holders, but  you  will  soon  laugh  at  the 
wrong  side  of  your  mouth,  I  think.  If 
ymi  make  the  small  freeholders  in 
England  and  Wales  tenants  to  the  tithe 
collector,  you  will  find  tliat  your  tithe, 
and  the  objects  for  which  it  is  collected, 
will  disappear  very  rapidly.  Under  this 
clause  the  tithe  collector  will  have  all 
the  rights  of  the  landlord,  and  amongst 
them,  of  course,  the  p<iwer  of  distress. 
What  becomes,  then,  of  the  pretence  tl^t 
you  do  away  with  distress?  The  very 
first  remedy  that  will  be  applied  under 


iSub-seotion  2,  of  the  Bill,  On  the  whole, 
in  England  I  should  say,  it  is  the  more 
ordinary  case  for  the  tenant  to  contract 
to  jiay  the  tithe,  and  that  is  the  case 
dealt  with  under  this  subsection.  In 
that  case  the  tenant  of  the  land — 

*•  Shidl  owe  in  addition  to  and  as  part  of  hia 
rent,  eiioh  sum  in  each  year  as  the  owner  haa 
paid  in  respect  of  the  tithe  rent-charge.'* 

He  is  not  relieved  of  the  tithe  rent*  i 
charge  in  any  way.  The  landlord  has 
paid  the  tithe,  and  he  comes  down  on 
the  tenant  and  levies  uix)n  him  in  place 
of  tho  parson.  The  tithe  under  the  name 
of  rent  will  be  exactly  the  same  thing  as 
the  nuax  paid  before  this  Bill  was  intro- 
duced. How  then  is  that  man  relieved? 
Take  a  case  in  wliich  a  tenant  pays  J6100 
rent  for  his  farm  and  the  tithe  rent-charge 
is  ;&50.  At  present  the  tenant  pays 
XI 00  rent  to  his  landlord  and  f  oO  to  the 
parson.  Under  this  Bill  the  landlord 
will  pay  the  £')()  to  the  parson,  and  he 
will  come  down  uj>on  the  tenant  and 
demand  that  X50,  Calling  it  rent  does 
not  make  it  different ;  it  is  tithe  just  as 
it  was  before.  What  is  the  relief  then  Y 
The  only  difference  ia  that  the  landlord 
levies  instead  of  the  parson »  and  as  the 
agent  of  the  parson.  Now,  I  have  said 
tliat  distress  is  not  done  away  with. 
Supposing  that  tenant  says  to  his  land- 
bnl,  **No,  I  will  pay  you  the  £100,  but 
I  will  not  pay  the  £50  of  tithe  which  you 
have  paid  on  my  behalf,' just  as  he  might 
have  said  to  the  parson,  **  I  will  not  pay 
the  £oO."  The  only  remedy  the  parson 
would  have  would  be  distress  upon  the 
land.  Bat  what  is  the  situation  of  the 
tenant-farmer  now  ?  He  is  liable,  not 
only  for  that  Avhicli  can  only  be  levied 
by  distress  out  of  the  land,  but  as  you 
have  by  this  Bill  constituted  it  rent  due 
to  the  landlord,  the  remedies  figainst 
the  tenant  are  the  same  remedies  aa 
those  which  the  landlord  has  for  rent. 
But  that  is  not  all.  It  bectimes  a 
debt  wliich  can  be  sued  for ;  it  be- 
comes  a  pet^onal  obligation  which 
affects  the  whole  property  and  person  of 
the  oocupier;  you  can  have  executions 
not  only  against  the  land,  but  against  the 
whole  property  of  the  tenant ;  a)%  and  in 
the  last  resource  you  can  have  ejectment 
for  non-payment  of  this  sum  of  money, 
which  really  is  tithe,  I  say  that  so  far 
from  relieving  the  occupying  farmer  you 
place  upon  him  a  threefold  burden  ;  you 
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this  clausa  is  distress.  The  freeholder, 
being  tenant  to  the  Receiver,  is  subjsct 
also  to  an  action  and  to  judgment  and 
consequences  of  judgment.  This  clause 
says — 

*'  Where  the  owner  of  the  lands  is  also  the 
occupier  he  shall,  on  the  appointmenc  of  ihe 
Keceiver,  become  tenant  to  the  Receiver  in  like 
manner  as  if  ho  had  attorned  tenant  to  him." 

There  is  no  attempt  to  define  the  con- 
ditions of  this  tenancy,  and  whether  they 
are  to  contain  a  provision  for  re-entry  is 
not  stated,  but  whether  there  is  to  be  a 
provision  for  ra-eiitry  or  not,  if  the  man 
is  made  tenant  to  the  tithe-collector  he 
can  be  turned  out  of  his  tenancy  at  any 
time.  It  comes  to  this,  that  you  make 
the  small  freeholder  the  tenant  of  the 
parson  in  order  that  the  latter  may  re- 
cover the  tithe.  To  suppose  that  you 
are  going  to  bring  peace  to  Wales  by 
.  legislation  of  this  character,  to  my  mind, 
passes  beyond  the  limits  of  ateurdity. 
In  Clause  3  you  deal  with  the  non- 
occupying  landowner,  and  whilst  you  have 
created  a  personal  liability  in  the  case 
of  the  occupier,  you  take  very  good  care 
that  the  landowner  shall  have  no  personal 
liability  whatever.  Throughout  this 
Bill  your  extreme  regard  for  the  interests 
of  the  landowner  and  your  extreme  dis 
regard  of  the  interests  of  the  occupier 
are  conspicuous.  In  the  first  section  of 
Clause  3  a  landowner  not  being  an 
occupier  is  protected  in  this  way  : — 

*'  An  order  under  this  Act  shall  not  be 
executed  personally  against  the  owner." 

But  there  is  no  provision  that  an  order 
shall  not  be  executed  personally  against 
the  occupier ;  in  fact,  it  is  to  be  executed 
person  illy  against  the  occupier.  There- 
fore, whilst  you  have  provided  tliat  the 
owner  shall  not  be  personally  liable, 

**  Nor  by  sale  of  the  lands,  nor  by  any  process 
of  law  other  than  that  provided  by  this  Act," 

you  give  no  such  protaction  to  the 
occupier.  Why  then  does  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Oswestry  Division  (Mr. 
Stanley  Leighton)  claim  my  vote  for  this 
Bill  ?  It  violates  every  principle 
which  hj  asks  me  to  support. 
He  may,  perhaps,  say  that  some  of  the 
Amendments  which  were  inserted  by  the 
Attorney  General  at  the  eleventh  hour  last 
Session  were  open  to  the  same  objection. 
That  is  perfectly  true.  I  must  confess 
that  when  those  clauses  were  flashed 
Sir  W.  Harconrt 


upon  us  all  of  a  sudden  by  the  Attorney 
General,  I  did  not  realise  that  this  was 
the  case.  [Ministerial  cries  of  *'  Oh ! "] 
No,  and  I  venture  to  say  that  at  the 
time  nobody  raalised  it.  It  is  rather 
remarkable  that  even  in  this  debate 
no  one  has  yet  drawn  attention  to  the 
consequence  of  making  a  man  liable  for 
rent  in  this  manner,  and  to  how  entirely 
it  changes  the  aspect  of  the  question* 
when  you  do  that  which  is  the  key- 
stone of  this  Bill,  convert  tithe  rent- 
charge  into  a  rent  liability.  If  it  be 
a  reproach  to  me  that  I  did  not  realise 
that  these  consequences  would  have 
followed  from  the  proposals  made  last 
year,  I  accept  the  censure  that  may  be 
passed  upon  me.  I  do  not  believe  the 
Government  realised  what  they  were 
doing.  I  balieve  they  thought  they 
were  giving  relief  to  the  tanant,  whereas 
they  were  really  imposing  upon  him  a 
great  burden.  I  also  approved,  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oswestry  says,  of  the 
reduction  of  the  tithe  rent-charge. 
When  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  produced  his  new  clauses  to 
the  House  last  year,  there  was  one  which 
I  fixed  upon  at  the  time  as  most  valu- 
able. .  That  waa  the  clause  for  the 
constitution  of  the  County  Court  as  a 
Land  Court  to  revise  the  tithes,  and  now 
that  clause  has  disappeared  altogether. 
It  is  remarkable  that  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  denounced  that 
clause  and  its  principle  in  his  speech 
yesterday.  The  Government  are  not 
fortunate  with  their  Tithe  Bills.  They 
have  introduced  four,  and  they  have  all 
miscarried.  Last  Session  they  intro- 
duced a  measure  which  was  so  knocked 
to  pieces  that  they  were  obliged  to 
change  its  whole  scope,  and  now  one 
of  the  very  Amendments  which  they 
then  proposed  is  condemned  by  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  That 
Amendment  said — 

'*  The  Court,  on  being  satisfied  by  evidence 
that  it  is  just,  shall  make  such  order  for  *the 
remission  of  part  of  the  sum  claimed  a8  will 
prevent  the  total  sum  of  the  tithe  rent-charge 
from  exceeding  the  annual  sum  which,  under 
all  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  may  reasonably 
be  taken  to  have  been  the  net  profit  of  the 
land." 

That  is  something  like  a  remission  of 
tithe.  Net  profit  was  the  principle  of 
that  measure.  If  there  was  no  net  profit 
the  whole  sum  could  be  remitted  and 
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the  amount  so  remitted  could  not  be 
.recovered.  But  all  that  has  gone,  and 
the  Amendment  proposed  bj  the 
Attorney  General,  I  suppose  with  the 
sanction  of  the  Cabinet,  carrying  that 
principle  into  effect  hasi  altogether  dis- 
appeared. And-  what  have  we  iu  ita 
plaoe?  We  have  thig  extraordinary 
adiir  calkid  the  special  rateable  value. 
I  should  have  thouglit  tUe  farmers  of 
England  had  been  botbered  enough  with 
rateable  value  already  without  being 
introduced  to  a  new  rateable  value. 
This  IB  an  entirely  new  departure  from 
the  proposal  of  the  Attorney  Genei'al 
Luit  year,  and  I  am  not  pledged  to  support 
anything  entirely  different  from  that. 
Til  13  is  not  the  Bill  I  am  pledged  to 
a  up  port.  In  my  l^elief  this  ia  nothing 
but  a  re-opening  of  the  settlement  of 
1836.  In  my  opinion,  the  claim  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  and  on  this  aide  of 
the  House  for  a  fnir  and  equitable 
revision  of  the  position  of  the  tithepayera 
ia  one  that  cannot  and  ought  not  to  be 
resisted*  I  am  glad  that  hon.  Members 
behind  me  will  take  the  opinion  of  the 
House  alxjut  going  into  Committee  upon 
the  question  whether  there  ought  not  to 
ion  of  the  tithe.  I  think  Her 
^B  Government  must  perceive 
le  speeches  which  have  been  made 
from  their  own  Benches  the  largeness  of 
thj  undertaking  they  have  entered  upon. 
The  alterations  demanded  by  the  hon* 
Member  for  the  Maldon  Division  (Mr- 
Gray)  and  the  hon,  Alt^mber  for  West 
Dorset  (Mr.  Farquharaon)  are  alterations 
of  the  whole  fabric  of  the  BilL  As  to 
the  Redemption  Clauses,  they  havt?  been 
condem-ned  past  all  redemption  by  the 
speakers  who  sit  behind  me.  There  was 
no  epithet  of  contempt  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  We^t  Dorset  did  not  heap 
upon  them.  He  said  that  under  the 
terms  Exed  by  this  Bill  no  man  in 
hia  aenaea  would  redeem,  except  it 
was  in  the  case  of  amall  buUding 
property.  Unless  the  Govt^rnment  in- 
tend to  keep  us  sitting  till  September  I 
aiiould  advise  them  Uj  withdraw  the  re- 
demption clauses.  Thr  y  are  of  no  use  to 
anybody  j  they  are  utterly  unworkable, 
and  I  do  not  think  they  could  over  be 
hum  mo  red  into  a  workable  measure.  In 
dealing  with  property  of  this  character, 
wliere  the  value  ia  to  be  determined  by 
bargain     between     the      tithe      owner 
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and  the  tithepayer,  I  can  conceive  no 
worse  Bt>dy  to  prt?side  over  that  bargain 
than  the  Board  of  Agriculture — it  ia  the 
moat  unfit  Ixxiy  that  could  be  chosen.  As 
the  hon,  Meml>er  for  West  Dorset  said, 
the  person  who  would  negotiate  on  be* 
half  of  Church  property  would  be  merely 
tho  lifu*  tenant.  Tho  life  tt^naiit  is  nut 
the  proper  person  tu  deal  in  bargains  with 
respact  to  that  description  of  property, 
and  if  the  redemptions  are  carried  out 
the  very  worst  Body  to  remain  Truateea 
of  th^t  description  of  national  property  is 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners.  In 
their  whole  framework  the  redemption 
clauses  are  to  be  condemned.  I  coufeaa 
1  see  but  one  merit  in  thia  Bill,  and 
that  is,  that  it  profesfiaa  to  transfer  the 
burden  of  tithes  from  the  tenant  to  the 
landowner.  But  in  its  present  shape  it 
does  not  do  so  at  all.  As  long  aa  you 
leave  the  tithe  upon  the  land  you  cannot 
help  interfering  with  the  tenant^  because 
the  occupier  is  the  person  from  whom  the 
tithe  is  to  be  collected.  You  have  no 
hesitation  in  making  the  occupier  per- 
sonally responsible,  and  you  have  done 
80,  but  you  have  not  made  the  landowner 
persoually  responsible.  In  all  these 
respects  it  appears  to  me  that  the  Bill 
entirely  fails  to  accomplish  the  objecta 
you  professed  in  our  diacusBiou  la^t 
August.  It  does  not  relieve  the  tenant 
by  transferring  the  burden  of  liability  to 
the  landlord,  and  it  does  nut  abolish  dis- 
tress. It  keepa  up  distreas  in  every  case 
where  it  at  present  exists,  and  it  doe«  not 
provide  anything  adequate  to  meet  tlie 
other  evils  of  an  action  against  the  tenant 
and  dismissal  from  his  holding.  Nor  does 
it  provide  anything  adequate  for  the  re- 
vision of  the  tithe.  Under  these  circum- 
stances I  confess  I  see  extremely  little  in 
this  Bill  that  should  make  it  worth  adopt 
ing,  and  certainly  nothing  that  promises 
a  settlement  of  the  tithe  question. 
Throughout  this  discuasion  I  have  en- 
deavoured  to  conform  to  the  invitation 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  University  of 
Qjiford  (Mr.  Talbot),  and  to  discuss  the 
matter  quite  apart  from  the  question  of 
the  iippropriation  of  tithe.  I  have  said 
nothing  with  regard  to  diaestabliahment, 
although  I  have  my  own  opinion  on  it. 
1  have  looked  at  the  question  only  from 
the  point  of  view  of  the  effect  the  Bill 
will  have  on  the  occupier  of  land  in  Eng- 
land, which^  I  thinki  will  bo  moat  pre. 
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judicial  With  reference  to  the  Amend- 
iiietit  of  the  hori.  Member  for  Leicester 
(Mr,  Pictcm),  and  the  speeches  we  hare 
heard  from  repn'sentatives  of  Wales,  if  I 
may  offer  a  word  of  advice  to  them,  it  ia 
that  they  should  sever  the  question 
of  Welsh  Disestftbliahment  from  the 
questioQ  of  English  Disestablishment. 
I  think  it  is  nnfortnnate  that  in  the 
Amendmentof  the  hon.Meml>er  forLeices- 
ter  the  two  questions  are  involved  the 
one  with  the  other  ;  and  it  would  be  far 
better  if  the  question  of  Welsh  Disestab- 
lishment  were  made   the   subject   of   a 

pparate  Motion.  When  it  is  thus  raised 
I  sliall  heartily  snpjxjrt  it»  for  I  believe 
the  case  for  Welsh  Disestablishment  and 
the  appropriation  of  Welsh  tithes  to 
education  oi"  other  national  purposes 
has  been  abundantly  establiahed  and 
riught  to  be  supported.  No  doubt  we 
shall  liave  to  go  into  Committee  on  this 
Bill ;  but  unless  the  Government  alter 
the  Bill  as  materially  and  as  fundament- 
ally as  they  altered  the  Bill  of  hist  year, 
I  do  not  think  there  is  the  smallest  chance 
of  its  passing  into  law.  If  they  want  lo 
save  the  time  of  the  House  I  fetrongiy 
advise  them  to  throw  a  great  deal  of  their 
cargo  overboard.  If  they  confine  their 
Bill  t<»  one  or  two  clauses,  one  clause 
thi*owing  the  liability  for  tithe  upon  the 
landowner,  and  another  clause  giving 
the  County  Court  power  to  equitably 
revise  the  rent-charge,  then  they  might 

ass  their  BilL  But  in  the  form  in  which 
St  is  now  framed  the  Dill  does  neither  of 
these  two  things.  The  occupier  is  left 
with  all  the  grievances  complained  of, 
his  burden  is  practically  as  before,  A 
Bill  which  leaves  tlie  remedy  of  distraint 
aTid  other  remedies  extant  against  the 
occupier,  and  which  gives  no  equitable 
reWsion  of  the  tithe,  is  a  Bill  so  useless 
and  so  injurious  tlrnt  if  a  Division  is 
taken  I  shall  certainly  vote  against  the 
Second  Reading. 

*(  1 1 .35.)  Tbe  postmaster  GENE^ 
RAL  (Mr.  R  A  IKES,  Cambridge  Univer- 
sity) :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  always 
interests  the  House,  and  never  more  so 
than  when  he  is  replying  to  himself, 
lie  hiis  devoted  the  body  of  his  speech  to 
explaining  away,  as  far  as  he  can,  that 
cordial  approval  which  he  bestowed  on 
these  self-same  propositions  when  they 
wore  before  the  House  laatSeasion.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  frank;  he  ^ys 
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it  is  only  recently  he  has  found  salvation 
on  this  subject ;  possibly  what  happened 
yesterday  may  have  c«3ntributed  to  it ; 
and  I  still  cherish  the  belief  that  if  he 
had  spoken  early  yesterday  we  might 
have  found  him  in  Uie  same  mind  he  was 
in  last  August,  when  he  assured  the  Go- 
vernment of  his  cordial  Support  in  passing 
these  very  propositions  which  he  assures 
us  now  are  impossible  and  untenable. 
TheAmendmente  proposed  last  August  by 
the  Attorney  General  are  not  merely 
substantially  but  they  are  verbally 
identical  with  two  of  the  clauses  of  the 
Bill  U»  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
objL^cts  bo-night — Clauses  3  and  6.  And 
what  S'lid  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  then  V 
He  said — 

'*  Wh<«t  1  desire  is  that  the  Government 
ibould  introdnce  a  clean  Bill,  if  I  niaj  be 
alJovrtid  u>  call  it  eo,  ttach  a  Bill  as  that  cir* 
culated  in  tbe  form  of  the  Amendments  of  the 
Attorney  GeneraL  We  will  then  coasider  tb&t 
Bid,  and  (^eat  with  it  i>i}  containing  a  pri  ciple 
we  uQ  this  Bide  of  tbe  Bouse  approve  of, 
iiHiiiely,  tbat  tbe  tittle  shall  be  pnt  on  the 
owner,  and  not  on  tbe  ocoupien  It  further 
contaiiiS  the  principle  that  the  tiibe  ibuU  be 
I  educed  when  rentfl  and  profita  are  not 
tidrqiiate  to  meet  tt.  We  apprure  of  that,  and 
also  of  rbe  principle  that  in  future  the  power 
t'f  difttrttiiit  Bboald  be  abolished.'* 

Well,  Sir,  that  is  the  Bill  of  this  Session. 
We  have  adopted  the  very  words  which  at 
that  time  met  with  the  warm  approval 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^  although  1 
am  bound  to  say  they  were  not  viewed 
with  equal  approval  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Denbighshire  (Mr.  Osborne 
Morgan) ;  for  I  believe  be  was  almost 
a  m.artyr,  or  at  least  a  confessor, 
for  the  principles  he  then  expressed,, 
and  to  which  he  has  dow  con- 
verted his  right  hon.  Friend,  I  am 
unable  to  follow  the  particular  cir- 
cumstances which  have  led  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Derby  this  year  to  sit 
at  the  feet  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Denbighshire  ;  but  the  fact  is  evident. 
Tliere  is  only  one  respect  in  whicli  the 
Bill  of  this  year  departs  from  the  Amend- 
ments of  the  Attorney  General ;  that  is 
in  the  clause  by  which  the  Assessment 
Committee  are  aubgtituted  for  the  County 
Court  for  valuation  purposes.  Those  who 
are  familiar  with  county  business  will 
see  how  considerably  the  Bill  of  this  year 
benefits  the  occupier  of  the  land  as  com- 
pared with  the  Bill  of  last  year  ;  because 
this  Bill  makes  it  possible  to  bring  down 
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tithe  to  the  level  of  tixe  rateable  value, 
which  is  formed  on  the  basis  of  the  land 
having  paid  a  certain  profit  over  the 
rental  value  instead  of  bringing  it  down 
to  the  net  profit,  which  does  not  allow 
any  margin  of  the  sort.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  at  heart  the  interest  of 
the  tenant-farmers,  with  whom  he  occa- 
gionally  endeavonrs  to  ooqnet,  though  I 
think  not  very  auccefcisfully,  he  should 
find  in  this  clause  an  additional  reason 
for  supporting  proposals  on  which  he 
bestowed  such  encomiums  last  year.  I 
do  not  know  that  I  need  occapy  more 
time  with  the  objections  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ;  we  may  leavj  the  speech  of 
the  one  year  to  reply  to  that  of  the  other* 
I  think  I  have  shown  that  the  con- 
troversy is  not  BO  much  between  us  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  between  him- 
self audoneof  his  many  former  selves.  For 
a  moment  or  two  I  will  refer  to  a  few 
other  speeches,  though  I  am  most  un* 
willing  at  this  hour  to  follow  my  hon. 
Friends  and  neighbours  of  Wales,  who 
have  made  this  discussion  a  sort  of 
happy  hunting  ground  for  airing  their 
views  on  Welsh  disestablishment.  I  was 
glad  to  hear  the  words  of  counsel  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  gave  as  to  keeping 
separate  questions  distinct  from  each 
other  ;  but  I  fear  his  example  may^  before 
long,  be  in  the  opposite  direction. 
The  Mover  of  the  Amendment 
and  others  appeared  to  me  to  lalx»ur 
under  a  strange  confusion  and 
conflict  of  purposes,  which  made  their 
speeches  mure  interestingaa  psycholo-gical 
exercises  than  as  contribntions  to  serious 
debate.  We  have  had  hon.  Gentlemen 
objectiag  to  the  Bill  because  it  is  a  tithe 
owners'  Bill,  and  we  have  hatl  others 
objecting  because  they  say  it  whittles 
away  the  property  of  the  tithe.  Not  uu- 
frequently  we  have  heaixi  hon.  Gentle- 
men make  use  of  both  of  these  mutually 
destructive  lines  of  argument  as  reasons 
for  opposing  the  Bill.  Most  of  the 
speeches  which  we  havo  heard  have 
answered  each  other ;  and  \%  has  been 
characteristic  of  more  than  one  speech 
delivered  below  the  Gangway  opposite 
that  it  has  answered  itself.  It  is 
said  that  this  Bill  ought  to  b? 
opposed  because  it  will  diminish 
what  is  called  the  national  pro 
pjrty  in  tithe,  and  we  are  told  that  this 
IS  national  property  because  it  belongs  to 
the   National  Church,  and  then  we  are 


also  told  that  the  Church  is  no  longer  to 
be  regarded  as  the  National  Church.  We 
are  told  that  the  State  ought  to  take 
possession  of  the  tithe  because  it  belongs 
to  a  National  Institution,  and  in  the  same 
breath  we  are  told  that  the  Church  is  not 
a  National  Institution.  Such  are  the 
mutually  destructive  arguments  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  and  constitute  the 
etock-in-trade  of  the  usual  disestablish- 
ment speeches  we  hjive  listened  to.  But 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Eye  Division 
(Mr.  Stevenson)  has  discovered  another 
pretext  which  excites  our  interest  and 
curiosity  more  than  the  others  with 
which  we  are  more  familiar.  He  told  ua 
we  were  to  regard  the  tithe  as  not  paid 
by  the  tenant — and  there,  I  think,  he  was 
right — as  not  paid  by  the  owner ^and 
there,  in  a  certain  sense,  he  was  also  right 
— and  then  he  proceeded  to  deduce  fnjui 
these  establisht  fl  projx»*iitioo8  the  theory 
that  the  tithe  is  paid  by  the  community, 
and  therefore  it  was  possible  thecommunity 
might*become  the  recipients  at  the  tithe, 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  hon.  Gentlr- 
man  is  a  landed  proprietor  ;  if  he  is,  I 
trust  he  is  not  a  mortgagor.  If  he  is  the 
proprietor  of  property  subject  t<J  mort- 
gage, he  might  as  well  declare  that  he 
does  not  pay  the  interest  on  themortgagc ; 
it  isimidbythe  community  amongst  whom 
he  would  otherwisu  spend  his  money,  I  re- 
member he  introduced  this  argument  last 
yearj  and  it  struck  me  as  one  of  the  most 
interesting  curiosities  produced  from  the 
brain  of  hon.  Gentlemen  can-ying  on 
the  search  for  novelties  in  politics.  The 
speeches  delivered  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  this  side  of  the  House  have  been  very 
valuable  contributious  to  the  disi:ussion. 
Th?  hon.  Member  for  the  Maldon  Division 
(Mr,  Gray)  has  spoken  wnth  a  vigour 
and  independence  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  ready  to  honour  and 
value  ;  but  though  he  made  several  sug- 
gestions as  to  the  direction  hi  which  this 
Bill  might  be  improved,  he  spoke 
generally  in  favour  of  it.  The  point  he 
urged  in  regard  to  the  separate  assessment 
of  buildings  and  landj  and  the  deduction 
of  the  rateable  valne  of  buildings,  is  one 
the  Government  regard  as  well  deserving 
conside ration.  There  was  another  p»int 
he  urged  in  the  course  of  his  speech 
with  regtird  tn  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
being  allowed  to  appoint  an  arbitrator  in 
the  fixing  the  value  of  the  tithe  rent-charge 
which  also  appears  to  the    Government 
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to  demand  very  careful  examination.  In 
the  same  way  some  of  the  suggestions  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  West  Dorset  (Mr. 
Farqaharson),  although  perhaps  not  so 
practical  because  a  little  more  ambitious, 
are  yet  suggestions  the  Government  are 
glad  to  have  heard,  and  which  will  re- 
ceive the  attention  of  the  House  in 
Committee.  There  have  been  two 
speeches  made  in  the  course  of  the 
debate  in  regard  to  the  Welsh  part  of 
this  question  which  I  should  like  to 
notice.  The  hon.  Member  for  Mont- 
gomeryshire said  Wales  was  unanimous 
against  the  Bill,  and  that  if  this  Bill 
were  forced  through  it  would  justify  a 
Separatist  movement  for  Wales. 

Mr.  STUART  RENDEL :  What  I 
said  was  a  Separatist  movement  in  this 
House. 

•Mb.RAIKES  :  A  Separatist  movement  in 
this  House,  I  suppose  by  Welsh  Members. 
But  having  fired  off  his  minor  pieces  of 
artillery,  the  hon.  Gentleman  proceeded 
to  tell  us  this  is  a  punitive  measure. 
Looking  at  the  Times  I  do  not  find  that 
word  in  the  report  of  his  speech ;  but  he 
used  the  expression.  Well,  I  shall  have 
an  opportunity  next  week  of  addressing 
a  Welsh  constituency,  and  I  may  tell  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  first  and  foremost 
measure  to  which  I  will  call  attention,  as 
a  claim  of  the  Government  on  the  con- 
fidence of  the  Welsh  people,  will  be  this 
very  measure  he  so  describes.  I  feel 
sure  that  any  audience  in  Wales  before 
whom  the  effect  of  the  measure  is  fairly 
stated  and  not  misrepresented  and  garbled 
by  those  who  make  it  their  business  to 
misrepresent,  and  who  live  by  misrepre- 
sentation.—[  "Oh,  oh  !"  1— I  am  making 
no  reference  to  any  Member  of  this 
House  —  I  have  never  known  any 
Member  to  be  guilty  of  that — 
I  am  sure  that  any  audience  in 
Wales  would  regard  this  measure  as 
a  boon,  and  by  no  means  as  punitive. 
Unfortunately  there  are  those  in  Wales 
who  in  the  vernacular  Press  make 
it  their  business  to  misrepresent ;  indeed, 
one  of  the  qualifications  for  a  Radical 
candidate  in  a  Welsh  constituency  at  the 
present  time  appears  to  be  that  he  should 
not  understand  the  arguments  by  which 
he  is  recommended  to  the  electors. 
Although  I  am  not  master  of  the 
vernacular  tongue,  I,  for  my  part,  am 
prepared  to  tell  the  Welsh  people  the 
truth  about  this  Bill;  and  I  am  sure  that 
Mr.  Raikes 


fair-minded  men,  of  whom  there  are 
hundreds  of  thousands  in  Wales,  sp  far 
from  considering  this  as  a  punitive 
measure  will  regard  it  as  a  measure 
relieving  the  tenant-farmers  from  a 
g^evance  of  which  they  have  long  com- 
plained. No  doubt  it  will  be  punitive  to 
the  agitator,  for  it  will  deprive  him- 
of  part  of  his  stock-in-trade..  I  do  not 
however,  think  that  pity  is  likely  to  be 
excited  for  those  who,  having  fostered  and 
aggravated  that  grievance,  are  now  doing 
all  in  their  power  to  prevent  its  removal. 
I  have  only  one  word  more  to  say,  and 
that  is  with  reference  to  the  speech 
delivered  two  days  ago  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Denbighshire. 
He  went  down  in  hot  haste  and,  address- 
ing his  constituents,  he  declared  the 
tenant  would  under  this  Bill  be  put  in  a 
worse  position, an  infinitely  worse  position, 
than  before ;  that  he  was  liable  to  be  put 
into  the  County  Court,  to  be  mulcted  in 
heavy  costs,  to  be  turned  out  of 
his  holding  by  an  officer  of  the 
Court  in  whose  clutches  he  would 
remain  until  he  paid  the  uttermost 
farthing.  I  wish  my  right  hon.  Friend 
had  read  the  Bill  before  ho  made  such 
an  astounding  statement.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  enjoyed  some  reputation  at  the 
Bar.  He  must  know  that  a  more  out- 
rageous distortion  of  the  whole  provisions 
of  the  Bill  was  never  attempted. 

•Mr.  OSBORNE  MORGAN:  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  quoting  from  an 
abbreviated  report  of  my  remarks.  I 
was  referring  particularly  to  the  6th 
clause  and  to  the  occupying  owner. 

•Mr.  RAIKES  :  I  am  glad  to  hear  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  accept 
the  responsibility  of  the  report.  I  have  no 
doubt  the  most  friendly  reporter  is  some- 
times obliged  to  abbreviate  the  reports 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend's  speeches.  But 
I  am  not  able  to  give  way  altogether,  for 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  refers 
to  the  6th  clause  or  any  other  clause  of 
the  Bill,  I  should  like  to  know  how  he 
can  possibly  justify  the  assertion  that  the 
tenant  is  liable  to  be  put  into  the 
County  Court  and  mulcted  heavily  in 
costs,  because  it  is  the  owner  who  is  to 
be  put  into  the  County  Court,  it  is  the 
owner  who  will  have  to  pay  costs,  not  the 
tenant.  I  know  ray  right  hon.  Friend 
had  no  wish  to  misrepresent  the  Bill;  but 
if  he  had  he  could  not  have  done  it  more 
thoroughly.     It  is  only  right  to  expose 
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such  misstatements  in  this  House  when 
tliey  are  made  by  a  man  of  light  and 
leading  in  Wales  like  mj  right  hon. 
Friend.  The  system  adopted  in  the  Bill,  the 
system  of  collecting  from  the  owner  not 
the  occupier,  haa  been  the  immemorial 
custom  in  Scotland*  It  haa  been  in 
existence^  I  beheve^  almost  ever  since  the 
Reformation.  We  have  the  experience  of 
the  moat  practical  people  in  the  world  to 
guide  us,  and  we  see  the  Churc^h  of  Scot- 
land existing  under  these  conditions,  and 
retaining  the  affection  and  sympathy  of 
^_  the  people.  Certainly  it  cannot  be 
^m  denied  that  the  Church  of  Scotland  exer- 
^^  oiaea  a  powerful  influence  in  the  social 
life  of  Scotland.  This  is  the  system  we 
are  putting  into  operation,  and  I  believe 
our  proposal  ivill  meet  the  approval  of 
the  House  of  Commons  as  a  body»  and 
that  we  shall  be  fol  lowed  by  some  of  the 
Members  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^s 
own  Party.  Where  is  the  Leader  of  the 
Liberal  Party  ?     He  is,  I  presume,  where 

»the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  was  last  yenr.  He  has  not  yet 
found  salvation  by  listening  to  the  elo- 
quence of  the  Member  for  Denbighshire. 
The  Bill,  1  beheve,  will  be  appreciated 
by  the  great  majority  of  the  people  of 
the  country,  not  as  an  attempt  to  aggran- 
dise the  Church,  not  to  improve  the 
position  of  landowners,  but  a  serious 
effort  to  place  the  burden  on  the  right 
shoulders,  and  relieve  tliose  who  plead 
scruples  of  conscience  against  the  pay- 
ment of  a  just  debt.  We  shall  have  the 
latisf action  of  knowing  that  we  have 
placed   in   a    p'lsition   of    security    tliis 

k  property,  which  I  believe  to  be  the 
property  of  the  Church,  hut  which 
equally  requires  to  be  guarded  and 
defended  if,  as  others  say,  it  is  property 
belonging  to  the  nation. 

Mr.  PHILIPPS  (Lanark,  Mid):  I 
desire,  Sir,  to  be  allowed  to  make  a 
pers<:inal  explanation.  In  the  heat 
of  debate  last  night  I  made  use  of 
an  expression  in  reference  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Bradford  which » 
as  reported  in  the  Tiroes^  is  not  correct ; 
but  which  in  any  case,  because  of  its 
personal  nature,  I  regret  having  used. 

(1L55.)     The  House  divided : —Ay ea 
289  ;  Noe»  16i.— (Div.  List,  No.  39.) 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thursday  24th  April. 


INFECTIOUS   DISEASE  (PHEVENTIQN) 
BILL.— (No^gaO). 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  19. 
*^(12.190  The  PRESIDENT  of  thb 
LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BOARD 
(Mr.  RrrCHiB,  Tower  Hamlets,  St 
George's)  :  I  regret  I  was  not  in 
the  House  when  this  Bill  came  on  last 
night.  I  understand  that  objection  was 
raised  to  its  being  proceeded  with  in 
consequence  of  a  fear  on  the  part 
of  some  hon.  Alembers  thnt  power  would 
be  given  to  the  Local  Government  Board 
fo  appTOve  the  inclusion  of  certain 
diseiisea  which  are  contngious  in  their 
character  in  the  operation  of  this  Bill.  A 
f^imilar  question  was  rais  d  last  year^  and 
1  wafl  then  successful  in  aasuring  hon. 
Members  tlmt  the  word  infectious  dis- 
tinctly excluded  such  disease  a.  I  may 
siiy  that  my  opinion  is  fortified  by  that 
of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown.  If, 
after  consultation,  hon.  Gentlemen  still 
think  it  necessary  to  expressly  provide 
against  this  contingency,  I  will  undertake 
to  introduce  the  necessary  words  in  the 
Interpretation  Clause  on  the  Report 
stage. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  20. 

(12.21.)  Dr.  tanner  (Cork.  Alid)  i 
I  desire  to  bring  an  important  point 
arising  out  of  this  clause  under  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee.  This  clause  pro- 
vides that  where  the  Act  ia  put  in  force 
in  any  district  in  which  a  Local  Act 
containing  a  similar  provision  is  in 
force,  such  last- mentioned  provision 
shall  cease  to  be  in  opemtion.  Now,  I 
consider  that  to  be  altogether  superfluous, 
and  I  propose  to  move  that  this  clause 
be  expunged,  and  that  the  Act  shall  not 
be  put  in  force  in  any  district  in  which 
similar  provisions  are  enforced  under  a 
Local  Act. 

Amendment  proposed,  "That  Clause 
20  be  omitted.*' 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Clause 
stand  part  of  the  Bill.** 

•(12,22.)  Ma.  RITCHIE:  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  lie  good  enough  to  scan 
Clause  20  carefully  he  will  find  that  if 
the  provisions  of  this  Act  are  by  a  Local 
Act  enforced  in  any  particular  district 
thia  Act  shall  not  apply. 
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(12.23.)  Dr  TANNER:  My  point  is 
that  this  clause  is  superfluons.  Surely 
every  district  is  the  best  anthority  to 
decide  what  are  its  own  requirements. 
I  will  appeal  to  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  Belfast  to  say  if  he 
thinks  it  judicious  the  clause  should  pass 
in  its  present  form. 

(12.24.)  Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  : 
I  think  the  assurances  we  have  received 
from  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  charge  of 
this  Bill  are  satisfactory. 

Dr.  tanner  :  Very  well.  In  defer- 
ence  to  my  hon.  Friend's  superior  judg- 
ment I  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered  upon 
Monday  14th  April,  and  to  be  printed. 
[Bill  210.] 

TREES  (IRELAND)  BILL.- (No.  70.) 

Considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  2. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
9,  after  the  word  '*  shall,"  to  insert  the 
words  "subject  as  hereinafter  men- 
tioned."— {Mr.  Macartney,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Objection  being  taken  to  Further  Pro- 
ceedings, the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to 
make  his  report  to  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Wednesday  2drd  April. 


INLAND  REVENUE  BEOULATION  BILL. 

Oo  Motion  of  Mr.  Jaokson,  Bill  to  cobioU- 
rlate  certain  eDactmentB  relating  to  the  rega* 
lation  of  the  Inland  Rev(*nne,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Jackson,  Mr.  William 
Henry  Smith,  and  Mr.  Chancellor  of  tho  Ex- 
chequer. 

BUI  presented,  and  read  firsc  time.  [Bill  211.] 

HOP   INDUSTRY. 

Ordere*),  That  Sir  Boper  Lethbridge  be  dis- 
charged from  further  attendance  on  the  Select 
Committee  on  Hop  Industry. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Herbert  Knatchbull- 
Huff^ssen  be  added  to  the  Committee. — {Mr. 
Akers-Douglas,) 

House  adjourned  at  twenty-6ye  minutes 
before  One  o*clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Saturday,  29th  March,  1890. 


COMMISSION. 
The  following  Bills  received  the  Boyal 
Assent : — 

1.  Consolidated  Fnnd  (No.  1.) 

2.  Crown  Office. 

3.  Conntj  ConnciLi  Association  Ex- 

penses. 

4.  Lnnacj  (Consolidation). 

5.  Army  (Annnal). 

House  adjounied  at  half  past  Ten 

o'clock  to  Thursday  the  17th 

of  April  next,  a  quarter  past 

Four  o'cMok. 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Saturday,  29th  March,  1890. 


The  Honse  met  at  Ten  of  the  clock  in 
the  morning. 

Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Com- 
missioners. 

The  Honse  went  ; — and  being  re- 
turned J — 

Mr.  Speaker  reported  the  Royal  Assent 
to- 

1.  Consolidated  Fnnd  (No.  1)  Axst, 

1890. 

2.  Crown  Office  Act,  1890. 

3.  Conniy  Councils  Association  Ex- 

penses Act,  1890. 

4.  Lunacy  Act,  1890. 

5.  Army  (Annual)  Act^  1890. 

Whereupon,  in  pursuance  of  the  Order 
of  the  House,  of  Friday  28th  March,  Mr. 
Speaker  adjourned  the  House  without 
Question  pi^t. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after  Ten 
o'clock,  till  Monday  next. 
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HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Monday,  Slst  March,  1800. 


Q  U  E  ST  10  NS. 


EXPORT  DUTIES  IN  THE  SOILLY 
ISLANDS. 

Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Looal 
Government  Board  whether  he  is  aware 
that  an  Export  Duty  of  6d.  per  cwt.  has 
been  for  some  time  charged  by  Mr. 
Smith,  the  proprietor  of  the  Scilly 
Islands,  on  all  flowers  exported  from  the 
islands  ;  with  what  object  has  this  Export 
Duty  been  imposed,  and  is  such  duty 
legal;  whether  he  is  aware  that  Mr. 
Smith  imposes  a  duty  of  5s.  a  year  on 
every  boat-owner,  and  in  addition  Is. 
extra  duty  for  every  boat  actually  em- 
ployed, and  a  duty  of  Id.  each  for  all 
8hel>  .  fish  export  3d  from  the  islands, 
including  lobsters,  crayfish,  and  crabs ; 
and  whether  Mr.  Smith  has  carried  out 
any  works  for  the  improvement  of  land- 
ing-peaces in  the  off  islands  out  of  the 
proceeds  of  those  duties ;  whether  he 
has  been  informed  that  in  the  past  the 
captains  of  vessels  anchored  in  the  roads 
have  in  some  instances  refused  to  pay  the 
charge  levied  upon  such  vessels,  on  the 
ground  tliat  no  legal  right  ^existed  to 
impose  such  charges;  whether,  in  the 
Provisional  Order  constituting  a  Local 
Council  for  the  islands,  it  is  proposed  to 
confirm  the  rights,  if  any,  of  Mr.  Smith 
to  levy  these  several  duties  ;  and  whether 
he  will  take  into  consideration  the  advis- 
ability of  withdrawing  from  the  pro- 
prietor the  right  to  impose  some  or  all  of 
these  duties,  especially  those  levied  on 
the  export  of  flowers  and  shell  fish  1 

*The  PRESIDENT  of  thk  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  :  The  Pro- 
visional Order  which  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  propose  to  issue  for  the 
constitution  of  a  Local  Council  for  the 
Scilly  Islands  will  not  touch  the  question 
of  any  rights  of  Mr.  Dorrien  Smith  to 
levy  the  duties  or  charges  which  are 
mentioned  in  the  question.  The  Board 
are  not  empowered  by  the  Act  under 
which  the  Order  is  issued  cither  to  con- 
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firm  any  rights  of  Mr.  Dorrien  Smith  to 
levy  these  charges  or  to  withdraw  from 
him  any  such  rights.  As  regards  theso 
duties  or  charges  they  are  matters  with 
regard  to  which  the  Board  have  no  juris- 
diction whatever. 

IRELAND— THE    RIVER    SLANEY. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  (Far 
managh,  N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  if  he  is  aware  that  there  are  36 
preserves  or  several  fisheries  on  the 
River  Slaney  between  the  town  of  Ennis- 
corthy  and  the  source  of  the  nver  in 
which  the  respective  owners  lia've  neg- 
lected to  pay  to  the  Board  of  Conserva- 
tors the  amount  laid  down  by  Act  of 
Parliament,  namely,  10  per  cent,  on  tlie 
Poor  Law  valuation  of  such  fisheries ; 
why  has  this  money  not  been  collected 
from  the  owners  in  the  same  way  as  the 
Licence  Duty  required  by  rod  and  net 
fishermen ;  and  with  whom  does  the 
fault  lie  that  this  rate  has  not  l)een  col- 
lected up  to  the  present  1 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester^ 
E.)  :  The  Inspectors  of  Irish  Fisheries 
report  that  at  the  present  time  there  are 
only  two  fisheries  in  the  River  Slaney 
valued  under  the  Poor  Law,  and  that  on 
each  of  these  Licence  Duty  covering  the 
10  per  cent,  rate  fixed  by  Statute  has 
been  paid.  The  point  as  to  whether  any 
other  fisheries  in  this  river  should  be 
rated  is  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Valuation  Department.  The  10  per 
cent,  rate  is  recoverable  by  Boards  of 
Conservators  in  the  same  manner  as 
Licence  Duty. 

UNMUZZLED  DOGS. 
Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Monaglian, 
N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
it  has  come  to  the  knowledge .  of  the 
Police  of  Dunfanaghy  that  considerable 
alarm  and  annoyance  has  been  caused  to 
the  inhabitants  of  that  town  by  a  fero- 
cious dog,  the  property  of  Captain 
Brunker,  of  the  Royal  Noith  Lancashire 
Regiment,  stationed  at  Dunfanaghy  ;  and 
whether  this  dog  has  frequently  worried 
and  maimed  other  dogs  in  the  streets, 
unchecked  by  Captain  Brunker  ;  and,  if 
so,  whether  he  can  say  why  this,  animal 
is  allowed  to  go  unmuzzled,  and  why  its 
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owner  has  not  been  prosecuted  by  the 
polrce? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  given  to 
understand  that  no  complaint  has  been 
made  to  the  local  police,  nor  has  any  cir- 
cumstance come  to  their  knowledge 
suggesting  that  there  is  any  ground  for 
such  a  complaint. 

THE  BELFAST  SORTING  OFFICE. 

Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Postmaster  General  how  long  the 
ControUership  in  the  Belfast  sorting  office 
has  been  vacant ;  and  when  it  is  to  be 
filled  up? 

•The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Ralkbs,  University  of  Cambridge)  ;  There 
is  no  such  appointment  as  that  of 
Controller  in  the  Belfast  Post  Office. 
The  appointment  in  question  is  that  of 
clerk,  and  this  appointment  has  been 
filled  by  the  promotion  of  Mr.  Grant, 
who  has  for  some  time  been  performing 
the  duties  of  Controlling  officer. 

THE  FASTNET  ROCK  LIGHTHOUSE. 
Mb.  CRILLY  (Mayo,  N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  if  he  will  explain  why 
tenders  were  not  invited  for  the  con- 
tract for  boat  attendance  on  the  Fastnet 
Rock  Lighthouse,  which  lapsed  on  the 
•6  th  of  January  last ;  when  will  tenders 
be  invited,  and  what  reason  is  there  for 
the  delay ;  when  the  late  boat  Halcyon 
was  suspended  from  attendance,  were 
:any  steps  taken  to  ascertain  the  truth  or 
otherwise  of  the  allegations  made  by  the 
crew  of  this  boat  that  their  lives  and  the 
lives  of  the  light-keepers  of  the  Fastnet 
Lighthouse  were  seriously  endangered 
on  more  than  one  occasion  through  the 
boat's  unseaworthy  state ;  whether  the 
Board  of  Trade  were  warned  a  few  years 
ago  that  the  boat  was  in  a  dangerous 
s^te  ;  whether  there  is  any  intention  to 
re-instate  this  alleged  unseaworthy  boat 
in  attendance  on  the  lighthouse  ;  at  what 
weekly  cost  has  the  steamship  Alert  been 
for  weeks  doing  the  work,  and  would  he 
inquire  whether  the  attendance  could  be 
carried  on  more  cheaplyand  as  efficiently 
by  a  local  boat ;  how  long  is  it  intended 
to  continue  the  Alert  at  this  work  ;  and 
is  it  a  &ct  that  a  seaworthy  boat  has 
been  ofEered  to  attend  on  the  lighthouse 
At  the  old  contract  price  ? 
Mr.  Patrick  O'Brien 


*Thk  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  or 
TRADE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks  Beach, 
Bristol,  W.)  :  I  have  communicated  with 
the  Commissioners  of  Irish  Lights,  who 
inform  me  that  tenders  were  not  sdver- 
tised  for  as  usual  on  the  expiration  of  the 
late  contract,  inasmuch  as  the  question 
of  revision  lias  been  for  some  time  past 
under  consideration,  but  that  tenders 
will  be  immediately  invited  by  public 
advertisement,  for  temporarily  carrying 
on  the  attendance  on  Fastnet.  In  Jan- 
uary last,  the  contractor  reported  that 
some  of  his  crew  complained  that  the 
Halcyon  was  not  seaworthy ;  but  on  a 
subsequent  examination  made  by  order 
of  the  Commissioners  by  the  commander 
of  their  steamship  Alert y  assisted  by  his 
ship's  carpenter,  the  vessel  was  reported 
to  be  "  perfectly  sound  "  and  well  found 
in  gear,  &c.  Should  the  f6rmer  contrac- 
tor tender  again,  and  his  tender  be 
accepted,  the  Commissioners  will  not 
object  to  the  employment  of  the  Halcyon. 
No  additional  expense  has  been  incurred 
through  the  steamship  Alert  being  sent 
to  Crookhaven  to  carry  out  the  service, 
beyond  the  cost  of  the  coal  and  stores 
expended,  and  she  will  continue  the  work 
until  such  time  as  a  new  contract  for 
the  temporary  service  has  been  arranged. 
The  former  crew  of  the  Halcyon  stated 
they  had  a  boat,  and  would  attend  the 
Fastnet  at  the  old  contract  rate  per  trip ; 
but  the  Commissioners  know  nothing  of 
the  boat  in  question.  With  regard  to 
the  fourth  paragraph  of  the  question,  I 
have  to  say  that  three  years  ago, 
when  tenders  were  being  invited,  the 
Board  of  Trade  were  told  by  an  intending 
tendeier  that  the  boat  of  the  existing 
contractor  was  unseaworthy  and  the  com- 
plaint was  forwarded  to  the  Com- 
missioners of  Irish  Lights,  who  are  the 
Executive  Authority  in  the  matter. 

SALES  OF  INCUMBERED  ESTATES. 
Me.  JOHN  ELLIS  (Nottingham, 
Rushcliffe):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  what  is  the  area  and  value  of  the 
land  which  has  changed  hands  under 
"'  The  Sale  of  Incumbered  Estates  Act, 
1848,"  up  to  3l8t  December,  1889? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Registrar 
to  the  Land  Judges  reports  that  there 
are  no  means  of  ascertaining  the  area  of 
the  land  disposed  of  by  sale  during  the 
period  mentioned.     The  total  receipts  for 
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land  sold,  wkich,  however,  includes  house 
property,  amounted  from  1850  to 
December  31,  1889,  to  i;54,565;205, 

THE   LAND  COMM18STON, 

Mr.  peter  Mcdonald  (sugo,  n.): 

I  beg  to  iisk  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  inasmuch  as 
originating  notices  served  in  1887  by 
tenants  in  the  County  Sligo  are  etill  un- 
disposed of,  why  the  Land  CommissionerB 
departed  from  their  practice  hitherto  of 
holding  sittings  in  December  as  well  as 
in  July ;  and  when  the  next  sittings  will 
be  held  ?  May  I  further  ask  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  whether^  as  he  now  pro- 
poses to  proceed  with  the  Laud  Purchase 
Bill^  it  18  not  desirable  to  expedite  these 
proceedings  ? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Yes  ;  I  think 
it  is  desirable  that  tlie  procee<liugs  of  the 
Court  should  be  carried  on  as  rapidly  as 
possible  ;  but  1  do  nut  kno^v  that  that  is 
a  matter  which  is  directly  affected  by  the 
Land  Purchase  Bilh  In  regard  to  the 
particular  question  on  the  Paper,  the 
Land  Commissioners  report  that  no 
^X'^d  rule  has  ever  existed  for  holding 
sittings  of  Sul>-Commi3sions  at  regular 
intervals  or  at  specified  periods  of  the 
jrear.  The  Commissioners  are  using 
every  exertion  to  have  the  remaimng 
applications  received  in  the  closing  months 
of  1 887  cleared  off  with  every  possible 
expedition. 

CHARGE  AGAINST  AN  IRISH 
MAGISTRATE, 
Mr,  HATDEN  (Leitrim,  S.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  recent  statement  of  the  Chief  Sec- 
retary for  I  re  land  J  that  Mr,  Percy 
Morgan,  J. P.,  had  obtained  money  under 
the  Arrears  Act,  in  consequence  of  an 
aflBdavit  joined  in  by  him  in  which  lie 
a  wore  that  a  sura  of  £30  rent  was  due  to 
him  by  Bernard  Clogher,  his  tenant*  up 
to  I  fit  November,  1880;  whether  he  has 
been  furnLshed  with  a  receipt  showing 
that  on  the  30th  April,  1881  (one  year 
and  seven  months  prior  to  the  swearing 
of  the  affidavit)  Mr.  Clogber  had  cleared 
up  all  rent  due  by  him  to  the  let 
November,  1880;  and  whether  ho  will 
make  inquiries  into  the  matter,  and  con- 
aider  whether  the  penalties  specified  in 
Section  7  of  the  Arrears  Act  should 
be  enforced  in  the  case  ? 


Thk  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  kor 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddkk,  University  of 
Dublin) :  I  have  not  yet  had  time  to 
obtain  the  facts  necessary  to  enable  m© 
to  form  an  opinion  as  to  the  character  of 
the  transactions.  I  will,  however,  do  so 
writhout  delay* 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  Assuming  the  receipt 
to  be  genuine,  does  it  not  show  that  a 
swindle  has  been  committed  l 

Mr*  MADDEN :  I  am  unable  to  give  a 
complete  answer  to  the  question  until  I 
know  what  the  facts  of  the  case  are. 

THE  ENNISKILLEN  I'ORT  OFFICE. 
Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND :    I  beg 

to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whether 
ho  will  now  grant  the  sum  of  money 
offered  as  compensation  to  David  McGaw, 
of  Enniskillen,  in  1884,  iti  settlement  of 
the  dispute  in  refe^enc^e  to  the  Ennis- 
killen  Post  Office  ? 

♦Mb.  RAIKES:  A  sum  of  £200  was 
offered  to  Mr.  McGaw  in  1884,  on  con- 
dition of  his  releasing  the  Postmaster  of 
Enniskilieu  from  an  agreement  to  take  a 
lease  of  the  old  Post  Office  premises. 
Mr.  McGaw  refused  those  terms,  and 
the  Postmaster  was  compelled  to  execute 
the  lease.  Under  these  circumstances,  I 
am  not  now  prepared  to  recommend  that 
any  sum  of  money  should  be  granted  to 
Ml*.  McGraw. 

THE  QiriNN  BEQUEST. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  REDMOND:  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
why  there  is  so  great  delay  in  the  matter 
of  the  "  Qninn  Bequest'*  for  Newry  ? 

Mr.  GLADDEN  :  I  gather  from  infor- 
mation received  from  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Attorney  General  for  England  that 
this  is  a  bequest  which  is  being  admin- 
istered in  the  English  Courts.  If  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  postpone  the  ques- 
tion I  will  cause  full  inquiry  to  be  made. 

J^iR.  W.  REDMOND  :  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  I  will  repeat  the  question  on 
an  early  day  after  Easter. 

BOYCOTTING. 
Mb.  O'HANLON  (Cavan,  E.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  trial  of  James 
Daly,  a  large  merchant  in  the  town  of 
Carrickmacroaa,  and  three  others  from 
the  same  phice,  before  Judge  O'Brien,  at 
li  2 
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Londonderry,  on  Thursday,  for  having 
boycotted  the  Great  Northern  Railway 
(Ireland),  three  of  them  getting  six 
months  each  hard  labour,  the  other  three 
months ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  they 
were  taken  from  the  County  Monaghan 
to  the  City  of  Derry  ;  that  all  Catholics 
were  asked  to  stand  aside,  some  of  the 
Catholics  being  Justices  of  the  Peace, 
and  that  the  greater  number  of  the  jury 
who  tried  the  prisoners  were  Orangemen; 
whether  the  report  is  correct  that  a  local 
solicitor,  not  employed  in  the  case,  advised 
the  Solicitor  General  as  to  the  Protestants 
who  should  not  be  allowed  on  the  jury, 
and  that  a  gentleman  connected  with  the 
Derry  Sentinel  newspaper  also  advised 
Mr.  Eoss  as  to  keeping  off  a  Protestant 
named  Hatrick;  and  whether  care  will 
be  taken  in  the  future  that  Catholics 
shall  not  be  excluded  from  juries  % 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  My  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  conviction  referred 
to  in  the  question.  It  is  the  fact  that 
the  venue  was  changed  from  the  County 
of  Monaghan  to  the  City  of  Derry  in 
order  to  obtain  a  fair  and  impartial  trial ; 
but  I  have  no  information  as  to  the  re- 
ligion of  the  persons  who  composed  the 
jury,  or  of  those  who  were  directed  to 
stand  aside.  The  report  mentioned  in 
the  third  paragraph,  that  a  local  solicitor 
advised  the  Solicitor  General  as  to  the 
Protestants  who  should  not  be  allowed 
on  the  jury,  do3S  not  appear  to  be 
correct. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  throw  any  light  on  the  fact 
that  three  of  the  prisoners,  who  were  not 
members  of  the  National  League,  only 
got  three  months'  imprisonment ;  while 
three  others,  who  were  members  of  the 
League,  got  six  months'  imprisonment, 
although  the  Lord  Lieutenant  has 
never  exercised  his  full  powers  in  that 
county  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  No,  Sir;  I 
cannot  throw  any  light  upon  it. 

THE  POSTMASTER  OF  MEAUNS  CROSS. 
Mr.  O'HANLON  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General  whether  Thomas  Kelly,  of 
Esnacillager,  or  Meams  Cross,  who  was 
appointed  postmaster  some  two  years  ago 
by  an  official  from  Dublin,  was  ever  re- 
munerated forhis  trouble  and  expense;  and 
whether,  inasmuch  as  Kelly  set  the  boxes 
apart  for  stamps,  letters,  and  papers,  and 
kept  them  exclusively  for  that  purpose 
Mr,  O'llanlon 


since,  and  that  his  place  is  eight  miles 
from  Clunes,  County  Monaghan,  and 
three  miles  from  the  nearest  post  office, 
some  remuneration  will  be  paid  to  him 
for  his  expenses  ? 

•Mr.  R  AIKES  :  I  cannot  find  that  any 
appointment  was  conferred  on  Thomas 
Kelly,  as  supposed  by  the  hon.  Member ; 
but  about  the  time  stated  the  official 
delivery  of  letters  was  extended  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  Meams  Cross.  I  will, 
however,  have  further  inquiry  made  oa 
the  subject. 

THE  CASE  OF  CAPTAIN  RYE. 
Dr:  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  GenenJ 
for  Ireland  whether  Mr.  C.  J.  Harold, 
one  of  the  Justices  who  were  try- 
ing the  case  against  Captain  Rye 
at  Crookstown,  County  Cork,  has  been 
and  still  is  employed  by  Captain  Rye 
as  bailiff  or  agent ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
an  intimation  will  be  conveyed  to  him 
not  to  take  any  further  part  in  the  case 
in  which  there  are  four  other  magistrates 
adjudicating  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  I  have  called  for  a 
Report  upon  this  matter,  but  have  not  yet 
received  it.  I  must,  therefore,  ask  the 
hon.  Member  to  defer  the  question. 

Dr.  tanner  :  As  the  matter  is  one 
of  great  interest,  will  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  deign  to  afford  mo 
information  to-morrow  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  Certainly,  if  I  have 
received  it. 

Dr.  tanner  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, as  President  of  the  Irish  Local  Go^ 
vemment  Board,  whether  hisattention  has 
been  directed  to  the  action  of  Mr.  John 
Rye  at  the  Bandon  Board  of  Guardians^ 
and  if  it  is  correctly  reported  that  Mr. 
Rye  endeavoured  to  prevent  the  poor 
labourer,  Jeremiah  Corcoran,  from  ob- 
taining out-door  relief;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  it  was  proved  that  Mr. 
Rye's  object  was  to  oblige  Corcoran  to 
take  the  bribe  of  7s.  weekly  made  by 
Captain  Rye,  now  on  his  trial  for  shoot- 
ing Corcoran ;  and  that  medical  evidence 
was  given  the  Board  in  support  of  Cor- 
coran's  claim  ;  and  whether  the  Local 
Government  Board  intend  to  take  any 
action  in  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  informed 
that  it  is  the  case  that  at  the  meeting  of 
the  Board  of  Guardians  Mr.  John  Rye 
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did  state  that  if  Corcoran  required  more 
than  the  7s.  a  week  offered  by  Captain 
Bye  it  would  be  given,  as  the  latter  did 
not  wish  that  the  man  should  be  a  charge 
upon  the  rates.  The  assertion  in  the 
second  paragraph  was  made  by  a  member 
of  the  Board,  but  was  repudiated  by  Mr. 
John  Rye.  Medical  evidence  was  given 
in  the  case.  The  Board  decided  to  con- 
tinue the  allowance  of  5s.  a  week  sanc- 
tioned at  their  previous  meeting.  The 
Local  Government  Board  are  not  aware 
of  anything  in  the  matter  calling  for 
action  on  their  part. 

Dr.  tanner  :  Am  I  to  understand 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
reports  which  appear  in  all  the  Cork 
new8pap2r8,  to  the  effect  that  Mr.  John 
Rye  said  that  Captain  Rye  had  offered 
this  man  7s.  a  week,  and  that  thera  was, 
therefore,  no  necessity  for  granting  him 
out-door  relief,  are  not  correct  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  not 
seen  the  reports  in  the  Cork  papers. 

Dr.  TANNER :  Was  not  this  money 
deliberately  offered  to  Corcoran  on  be- 
half of  Captain  Rye,  as  a  bribe,  after 
having  fired  at  him  twice,  not  to  give 
evidence  against  him  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  given 
the  hon.  Member  all  the  information  that 
has  reached  me.  I  understand  there 
was  no  question  of  a  bribe,  nor  am  I 
aware  that  Captain  Rye  fired  twice. 
That  is  the  very  question  at  issue. 

Mr.  p.  O'BRIEN :  Was  it  not  stated 
before  Mr.  Cecil  Roche  that  the  man  had 
been  tampered  with ;  and  did  not  Mr. 
Cecil  Roche  adjourn  the  Court  so  that  he 
might  have  the  man  brought  before  him 
in  order  to  ascertain  whether  he  had 
been  tampered  with  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  must  ask 
the  hon.  Member  to  defer  that  question. 

Dr.  tanner  :  I  will  take  the  oppor- 
tunity of  raising  the  question  of  this 
discreditable  transaction  on  the  Vote  for 
the  administration  of  law  and  justice. 

ROMAN  CATHOLIC  MAGISTRATES. 

Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  the  Dromore,  County  Tyrone, 
Bench  of  Magistrates  is  composed  of  nine 
Orangemen  and  one  Roman  Catholic, 
although  an  overwhelming  majority 
of  the  people  in  the  district  are  Roman 
Catholics ;   and   whetlier   he   will   draw 


the  attention  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  to 
the  matter  with  a  view  to  having  some 
Catholic  Magistrates  appointed  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Lord 
Chancellor's  Secretary  informs  me  that 
the  Dromore  Bench  appears  to  have  been 
attended  during  the  last  three  years  by 
nine  Local  Justices.  There  is  no  infer- 
mation  as  to  whether  any  of  these 
Magistrates  are  Orangemen,  nor  as  to  the 
relative  proportion  of  the  religious  de- 
nominations of  the  people  in  the  district. 
I  am  also  informed  that  the  Vice  Lieu- 
tenant of  the  county  is  always  glad  to 
consider  the  names  of  any  properly- 
qualified  Roman  Catholics  that  may  be 
submitted  to  him  and  the  Lord  Chancel- 
lor to  give  effect  to  such  recommenda* 
tions  when  made. 

IRISH  TRAMWAYS. 
Mr.  DONAL  SULLIVAN  (West- 
meath,  S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  what  is  the  unappro- 
priated residue  of  the  £40,000  a  year 
mentioned  in  "  The  Tramways  (Ireland) 
Act,  1883  " ;  and  whether  any,  and,  if 
so,  how  much,  approximately  of  this 
residue  will  be  applied,  in  addition  to 
the  £600,000  mentioned  in  "  The  Light 
Railways  Act,  1889,"  towards  carrying 
out  the  railways  passed  by  Grand  Juries 
under  that  Act  ? 
♦The  secretary  to  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.)  :  Of  the  £40,000 
mentioned  in  the  Tramways  (Ireland) 
Act,  1883,  the  amount  unappropriated  is, 
I  am  informed,  £16,691,  which  will  be 
available  for  appropriation  in  addition  to 
the  £600,000  provided  under  the  Light 
Railways  Act  of  last  Session. 

THE  ERASMUS  SMITH  ENDOWMENT. 

Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary, 
S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  when 
will  the  Educational  Endowments  Com- 
missioners publish  their  scheme  dealing 
with  the  Erasmus  Smith  Endowment  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  under- 
stand that  some  delay  has  occurred 
in  considering  the  scheme,  owing  to 
the  retirement  of  Mr.  Justice  Naish,  ona 
of  the  Judicial  Educational  Endowments 
Commissioners,  from  the  Commission 
owing  to  ill-health.  But  that  the  matter 
now  only  awaits  the  return  from  Circuit 
(jf  his  successor  on  the  CV)mnii8sior.. 
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THE  CLONGOREY  ESTATE. 
Mr.  sexton  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  Mrs.  KeUy,  the  tenant 
of  the  Clongorey  holding  referred  tain 
the  order  of  committal  issued  by  the 
County  Court  Judge  of  Kildare,  has 
been  released  from  prison  by  the  Execu- 
tiye ;  whether  Mrs.  Morrissey,  a  person 
not  the  tenant  of  holding,  is  still  in 
prison,  with  her  infant,  one  month  old  ; 
and  whether  the  Executive  have  re- 
solved that  this  imprisonment  shall  con- 
tinue ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BAlFOUR:  As  ab^dy 
stated  in  reply  to  a  former  question, 
Mrs.  O'Kelly  was  discharged  from 
custody  on  medical  grounds.  Mrs. 
Morrissey  is  still  confined  in  prison  with 
her  infant.  The  Executive  Govern- 
ment have  no  control  in  the  matter.  The 
woman  is  in  custody  by  order  of  the 
County  Court  Judge,  and  can  obtain  her 
release  at  any  moment  by  purging  her 
contempt. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  husband  of 
Mrs.  Morrissey  is  in  prison  also;  and 
does  he  contend  that  this  woman  and 
her  infant  had  any  control  over  the 
farmi 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  not 
sufficiently  acquainted  with  the  case  to 
answer  the  question.  Mrs.  Kelly  was 
released  from  custody  on  medical 
grounds  on  the  approval  of  the  com- 
mitting Judge.  If  medical  grounds  can 
be  urged  in  the  case  of  Mrs.  Morrissey,  I 
have  no  doubt  that  she  will  be  discharged 
also. 

Mb.  sexton  :  As  the  husband,  who 
is  the  only  person  to  control  her,  is  in 
prison,  is  it  not  the  imperative  duty  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  ascertain 
whether  there  has  not  been  an  abuse  of 
authority  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  ab-eady 
said  that  the  Government  cannot  inter- 
fere. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Then  I  will  endeavour 
to  press  the  question  upon  the  attention 
of  the  House  before  the  adjournment 
for  Easter. 

EVICTIONS    IN    DONEGAL. 
Mb.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN:  I  beg  to 
ask  the    Chief    Secretary    to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant    of    Ireland     whether      the 


lately-contemplated  eviotions  on  the 
Stewart  and  Swiney  Estates  in  Ckmnty 
Donegal  have  been  abandoned  in  defer* 
ence  to  any  suggestions  made  on  the 
part  of  the  Irish  Executive;  whether 
like  suggestions  were  made  to  ihe  agent 
of  ihe  Olphert  Estate;  and,  if  so,  by 
whom,  and  what  was  his  reply ;  how 
many  families  have  been  evicted  on  the 
Olphert  Estate  during  the  past  week ; 
and  how  many  evictions  were  abandoned 
and  by  whose  authority,  and  for  what 
cause  they  were  abandoned  1 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  No  suggestions 
as  to  the  abandonment  of  evictions  on 
any  of  the  estates  mentioned  have  been 
made  by  the  Gt)vernment,  nor  have  I 
any  reason  to  believe  that  the  evictiona 
on  the  Stewart  and  Swiney  Estates  have 
been  abandoned,  although  it  would  seem 
that  they  have  been  for  the  most  part 
deferred.  I  understand  that  one  decree 
vras  executed  on  the  Swiney  Estate  last 
week ;  67  families  were  evicted  on  the 
Olphert  Estate,  all  of  whom,  except  those 
who  were  sub-tenants,  had  joined  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  and  paid  money  into 
the  war  chest  instead  of  to  the  landlord* 
Four  evictions  were  abandoned  at  the 
instance  of  the  agent  to  the  property, 
owing  in  one  case  to  the  tenant  having 
died  the  previous  day,  and  in  the  other 
cases  to  the  opinion  of  the  military 
doctor  present,  that  the  inmates  of  the 
houses  concerned  were  unfit  for  removal 
through  illness. 

Mb.  p.  O^BRIEN  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  a  telegram  was 
sent  by  the  agent  of  the  Olphert  Esfcate 
to  the  District  Inspector,  threatening  that 
he  would  carry  out  evictions  himself 
next  week  if  protection  was  not  afforded, 
and  why  did  he  threaten  to  do  this  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  know  nothing- 
whatever  about  the  telegram.  It 
appears  as  if  it  has  been  stolen. 

Mb.  p.  O'BRIEN  :  Without  discussing 
that  question,  I  may  say  that,  whether 
stolen  or  not,  it  is  not  forged.  I  b^  to 
give  notice  that  after  the  Easter  Rec^  I 
will  call  attention  more  specifically  to 
the  evictions  on  this  estate. 

MR.  HUGH  GRAHAM,  J.P. 
Mb.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Laen- 
tenant  of  Ireland  whether  any  complaints 
have  reached  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  the 
conduct    of  Mr.   Hugh   Graham,    J.P., 
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of  Rahoney,  Dromore,  County  Tyrone, 
accusing  him  of  drunkennesa  and 
threatening  to  assault  a  passenger  in  a 
railway  carriage  on  the  27th  of  Mardi, 
1889,  of  being  under  the  influence  of 
drink  while  giving  evidence  in  a  Land 
Court  on  23rd  January,  1889,  when  Mr. 
Justice  Litton  had  him  removed  from 
court  by  a  policeman  ;  and  of  being  on 
another  oc^msion  drunk  at  the  Omagh 
Railway  Station  and  annoying  ladies, 
when  a  policeman  who  was  asked  to 
arrest  him  refused,  on  the  grounds  that 
he  was  on  railway  prerfiisee ;  and 
whether  the  Lord  Chancellor  lias  inquired 
into  these  allegafcions,  and  with  what 
result  7 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  understand 
that  the  case  of  this  gentleman  is  K^ing 
inquired  into  by  the  Lord  Chancellor, 

LAND  PURCHASE  IN  IRELAND. 

Dr.  TAISTNER  :  I  bc*g  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  report  of  the  professional 
valuer  appointed  by  the  Land  Commis- 
si one  rs,  as  reported  m  Cork  Ht^raM^  to 
inquire  into  the  security  offered  by  the 
holdings  on  the  estate  of  Mr.  H.  B, 
O'Sullivan  at  Rahoona  and  Kilnamartyra, 
County  Cork,  for  the  repayment  of  the 
sidvance,  from  which  it  appears  that  the 
purchaee  money  offered  by  the  tenants 
was  excessive,  and  tliat  the  combined 
interests  of  the  tenants  and  landlord  were 
not  deemed  by  the  valuer  security  for 
the  money  ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
terms  of  purchase  agreed  upon  hy  the 
tenantti  Wimid  have  brought  down  the 
yearly  payments  to  nearly  r)0  per  cent, 
tinder  the  present  rent-s ;  whether  it  is 
trne  that  the  rental  in  question  was 
det^nnined  and  enforced  by  tlie  Receiver 
Department  of  the  Chancery  Court,  and 
that  many  tenants  were  evicted  by  tlie 
in  default  of  payment  of  I'ack  rents  ; 
whether  it  is  his  intention  to  take 
»tiy  notice  of  the  Report  of  the  pro- 
fessional valuer  ? 

U&.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  Inquiry  is 
being  jQBde  into  this  matter. 

Dr.  TAN^NKR:  May  I  remind  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  matter 
has  been  brought  under  the  notice  of  this 
House  again  and  again  ?  How  long  will 
it  take  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  give 
me  some  sort  of  a  reply,  or  will  he  give 
me  any  reply  at  aU  1 


Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  cannot  give 
tlie  hoD.  Gentleman  a  reply  until  1 
receive  the  information  that  will  enable 
me  to  answer  his  question. 

Dr.  TAOTiER :  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  observe  the  usual  courtesy 
towaiYls  hon.  Members  who  feel  it  their 
duty  U?  put  questions  in  this  House. 
*Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  ! 

THE  HISTORICAL  MANUSCRIPTS  COM- 
MISSION. 

Mii.  CRILLY  {Mayo,  N.)  :  I  beg  t.> 
ask  the  Secretfiry  of  State*  for  the  Home 
Department  if  he  can  explain  how  it  i» 
that  some  of  the  volumes  issued  by  the 
Histcjrical  Manuscripts  Commission  in 
1888  were  allowed  to  appear  without  the 
valuable  and  exhaustive  index  which 
usually  accompanies  these  intert^sting  col- 
lections of  manuscripts ;  and  if,  seeing 
tliat  the  value  and  usefulness  of  these 
volumes  are  largelj^  enhanced  by  such 
an  index,  he  will  request  the  Historical 
Manuscripts  Comniissiou  to  prepare  and 
publish  an  index  to  the  manuscripts  of 
the  Duke  of  Rutland,  the  manuscripts  of 
Earl  Cowper,  and  an^^  other  volume  of 
the  series  that  is  at  present  without  an 
index  1 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fob  tuk 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr,  Mati'hews, 
BLrmingbam  E.)  :  It  is  distinctly  stated 
in  the  first  volume  of  the  Report  on  the 
Duke  of  Rutland's  manuscripts  that  the 
index  tu  the  first  two  volumes  will  be 
given  at  the  end  of  the  second.  The 
second  volume  is  now  in  the  press.  The- 
index  Ui  the  three  volumes  of  the  calen- 
dai*  of  Lord  Cowper's  manusci  i|it8  (two 
of  which  have  Vieen  issued)  will  Ix^  at 
the  end  of  the  third  and  concluding 
volume,  which  is  pnictically  c<jmplcto 
and  in  the  press,  I  am  not  aware  that 
any  other  volume  in  the  series  is  at 
present  without  an  index. 

THE  CAMBRIDGE  BII8SI0N  TO  BELUL 
Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
I  beg  to  ask  tlie  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  his  attention  hii» 
been  drawn  to  a  letter  of  the  Bishop 
Designate  of  Durham,  published  in  the* 
Times  of  26th  March,  resf>ecting  the 
Cambridge  Mission  to  Delhi^  in  which  it 
is  stated  that  **This  work  was  under- 
taken at  the  suggestion  of  the  Indian 
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Government,  who  have  given  the  site  ;  " 
and  whether  this  statement  is  accurate  ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  this  is  a  departure 
from  the  traditional  British  policy  in 
India  of  strict  neutrality  in  religious 
matters  1 
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♦The  under  SECRETARY  op  STATE 
¥0K  INDIA  (Sir  J.  GoR>fr,  Chatham)  : 
In  reply  to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  I  have 
to  say  that  the  "  work  "  referred  to  by 
the  Bishop  Designate  of  Durham  is 
St.  Stephen's  College,  Delhi — an  educa- 
tional establishment  of  the  Cambridge 
Mission.  It  has  always  been  the  prac- 
tice of  the  Government  of  India  to  make 
grants  in  aid  to  all  institutions  calculated 
to  promote  the  education  of  the  people, 
and  this  practice  has  not  been  found  to 
interfere  with  the  religious  freedom 
which  the  British  Government  guaran- 
tees. 

THE  MAHARAJA  SCINDIA. 
Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  the  telegram  of  the  Governor 
of  India,  of  the  19th  June,  1886,  to  the 
late  Maharaja  Scindia,  was  in  reply  to 
the  dying  request  of  His  Highness,  that 
his  son  should  not  be  placed  for  instruc- 
tion under  a  European  tutor  ;  and 
whether  the  Secretary  of  State  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  the  complete  text  of  the 
letter  of  the  late  Maharaja  referred  to 
in  the  previous  answer  of  the  Under 
Secretary,  and  of  any  reply  thereto  ? 

*Str  J.  GORST.:  The  character  of  the 
request  of  the  late  Maharaja  Scindia  is 
not  correctly  described  in  the  question  ; 
but  it  was  undoubtedly  his  wish  in  June, 
1886,  fchat  his  son,  then  under  10  years 
of  age,  should  be  under  native  and  not 
European  tutors.  This  wish  was  for 
three  years  complied  with,  and  the  young 
Maharaja  was  left  during  that  time 
under  the  charge  of  native  tutors  only. 
He  is  now  13  J  years  of  age  ;  and  in  the 
judgment  of  the  Government  of  India 
his  own  interests  and  those  of  his  people 
require  that,  while  neither  his  religion 
nor  caste  will  be  in  any  way  inter- 
fered with,  he  shall  be  under  the  charge 
of  a  British  oflScer.  The  Secretary  of 
State  does  not  think  it  in  the  interest  of 
the  Public  Service  to  lay  on  the  Table 
either  the  letter  or  the  reply. 
Mr.  Bradlaugh 


THE  19TII  MIDDLESEX  RIFLES. 


Mr.  bradlaugh  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  if  he  can 
state  the  date  or  dates  or  tenor  of  any 
charges  of  insubordination  preferred 
against  the  bandsmen  of  the  19th 
Middlesex  (Bloomsbury)  Rifles ;  when 
such  charges  were  investigated;  and 
whether  the  accused  were  then  severally 
present  and  heard  in  their  defence,  or 
whether  he  will  cause  inquiry  to  be  made 
in  the  matter? 

♦The  secretary  of  STATEf or  WAR 
(Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire,  Hom- 
castle):  The  commanding  officer  reports 
that  the  insubordination  of  the  bandsmen 
consisted  of  persistent  and  long-continued 
defiance  of,  and  opposition  to,  the  band- 
master's authority.  Apart  from  this 
general  course  of  insubordination,  they 
were  insubordinate  on  December  1 1  and 
January  25,  on  which  latter  day  some  of 
them  were  very  insolent  to  the  adjutant. 
I  have  no  doubt  that  the  commanding 
officer  satisfied  himself  that  these  men 
could  not  be  retained  as  bandsmen  con- 
sistently with  discipline ;  and  I  do  not 
contemplate  any  further  inquiry. 

Mr.  bradlaugh  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  with  reference  to 
Bandsmen  Andrews,  C.  Butler,  W. 
Butler,  and  Norman,  the  colonel  heard 
the  charge  against  them,  and  acquitted 
them ;  while  with  reference  to  five 
others  there  has  been  no  charge  and  no 
hearing  against  any  of  them?  If  the 
right  [hon.  Gentleman  can  be  satisfied 
that  such  was  the  case,  wiU  he  direct 
inquiry  into  the  matter  ? 

♦Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  In  the  interests 
of  discipline,  I  shall  not  go  behind  the 
decision  of  the  commanding  officer. 

EXTRADITION  TEEATY  WITH  THE 

UNITED  STATES. 
Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  if  the 
new  Extradition  Treaty  between  Her 
Majesty  and  the  United  States  has  been 
duly  ratified  and  is  now  in  force  ;  and 
whether,  having  r^;ard  to  the  long- 
standing interchange  of  criminal  refugees 
between  Anglo-Saxon  States  which  may 
now  be  effectually  stopped,  the  provisions 
of  the  new  Treaty  can  be  brought  to  the 
knowledge  of  the  Chief  Officers  of  Police 
throughout  the  country  ? 
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•Thb  under  SECRETARr  of  STATE 
FOE  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J.  Fer- 
GUSSON,  Manchester,  N.E.) :  The  new 
Extradition  Treaty  between  Her  Majesty 
and  the  United  States  has  been  duly 
ratified,  and  will  come  into  force  on  the 
4th  of  April.  I  am  informed  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment will  call  the  attention  of  Chief 
Officers  of  Police  to  the  Treaty. 

RETURNS    OF     ACCIDENTS. 

Sir  WILLIAM  PLOWDEN  O^olver- 
hampton,  W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  he  has  any  objection  to  include 
in  the  Return  of  Accidents  (Factories, 
Railways,  and  Mines),  notice  of  which 
appears  in  to-day's  Orders,  the  localities, 
and  the  names  of  the  factories,  work- 
shops, and  mines  in  which  accidents  have 
occurred  during  the  year  ending  31sfc 
October,  1889? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  am  afraid  I 
cannot  comply  with  the  hon.  Member's 
request.  It  would  add  enormously  to 
the  labour  and  cost  of  the  Return  ^  and  it 
would  be  wholly  unprecedented,  and  not  a 
little  invidious,  and  would  lead  to  con- 
clusions possibly  altogether  erroneous  as 
to  the  persons  really  responsible  for  the 
accidents,  unless  the  cause  of  the  accident 
were  in  each  case  explained. 

VOLUNTEER  CORPS. 
Mr.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh,  E.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  what  regulations,  if  any,  exist  re- 
quiring that  the  Finance  Committees  of 
Volunteer  Corps  shall  sanction  the 
incurring  of  debt  for  their  corps  by  Com- 
manding Officers,  as  well  as  the  paying 
of  debt  after  being  incurred  by  such 
officers? 

*Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  There  are  no 
specific  regulations  on  the  subject ;  but 
it  is  considered  that  paragraphs  704  and 
705  of  the  Volunteer  Regulations  are 
sufficient  security  against  improper  ad- 
ministration of  the  funds  of  a  Volunteer 
corps,  either  by  the  Commanding  Officer 
or  the  Finance  Committee. 

FEES  IN  BANKRUPTOr  PROCEEDINGS. 
Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
Rollox)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether  it  is  the  case  that 
the  fees  payable  to  the  Accountant  of  the 
Court  of  Session  in  resnect  of  the  Audit 


and  Supervision  of  Bankruptcy  proceed- 
ings are  payable  in  stamps;  whether  these 
stamps  are  procurable  only  in  Edinbur^ ; 
and  whether,  considering  the  large 
number  of  bankruptcy  estates  in 
Glasgow  and  the  West  of  Scotland,  he 
would  arrange  for  the  stamps  being 
procurable  in  the  Stamp  Office,  Glasgow  ? 
*Mr.  JACKSON:  Instructions  have 
been  given  for  a  supply  of  the  necessary 
stamps  for  denoting  these  fees  to  be  sent 
at  once  to  the  Stamp  Office  in  Glasgow. 

THE  CONTRACT  FOR  STATIONERY 
AND  STAMPS. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Canter- 
bury)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether  the  new  contract 
with  Messrs.  De  la  Rue  and  Company 
for  the  supply  of  stationery  and  stamps 
has  been  signed ;  and  whether  he  has 
any  objection  to  lay  the  contract  upon 
the  Table? 

Mr.  JACKSON:  The  contract  was 
signed  and  has  full  effect.  No  public 
advantage  would  be  derived  from  laying 
it  on  the  Table. 

CUSTOMS  OFFICERS. 
Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  he  is 
aware  that  officers  of  Customs  on  water- 
guard  duty  on  the  River  Thames  are 
employed  continuously  for  periods  of 
24  hours  without  rest,  and  whether 
there  is  any  bedding  supplied  to  the 
Harpy  cutter,  where  these  officers  are 
stationed ;  whether  officers,  when  em- 
ployed in  the  landing  and  examination 
of  free  goods  fully  entered,  are  obliged  to 
give  continuous  attendance,  when  necesr 
sary,  for  12  hours  per  day  without 
any  extra  remuneration,  during  the 
eight  months  from  March  to  October ; 
and  whether  officers  of  the  Outdoor  De- 
partment are  employed  on  clerical  work 
at  present  for  eight  hours  per- 
day,  whilst  seven  hours  per  day  is  the 
maximum  for  officials  employed  on 
clerical  work  in  the  Indoor  Department, 
and  what  is  the  reason  for  this  dis- 
tinction ? 

♦Mr.  JACKSON:  It  is  true  that 
officers  of  Customs  employed  upon  water- 
guard  duty  on  the  River  Thames  are  in 
attendance  for  duty  contingent  upon 
ships'  arrivals  for  24  hours  continuously, 
being  relieved  from  attendance  for  the 
succeeding  24  hours.     In  all  such  cases 
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o£  employment  officerfi  do^  as  ji  matter  of 
fact,  receive  Bome  rest  in  addition  to  the 
time  allowed  for  meals,  which  necessarily 
varies  aooording  to  the  exigencies  of  the 
work.  Beds  are  fnrniahed  npon  reqnest 
to  all  stations  where  officers  of  Customs 
are  liable  to  give  attendance  on  water- 
guard  dnty  for  24  hours  continuously. 
Up  to  the  present  no  request^  however, 
has  been  received  from  the  Harpy  cutter. 
^Customs  regulations  permit  of  the  land- 
ing and  examination  of  free  g^xids  fully 
entered  between  the  hours  of  6  a.m. 
and  6  p.m.  during  the  eight  months  from 
March  to  October.  Tins  privilege  is, 
however,  not  often  availed  of  to  the  full 
extenti  and  only  in  very  exceptional  cases 
does  it  happen  that  Custt»ms  officers  are 
required  to  give  12  hours'  continuous 
attendance  upon  this  work.  Officers  of 
the  Outdoor  lie  jjitrtment  whu  are  required 
to  be  employed  on  ware h casing  accounts 
are  necessarily  held  available  for  such 
service  throughout  the  hours  during 
which  the  banded  warehf>uses  are  open, 
which  at  this  season  of  the  year  are  eight 
a  day  ;  in  the  winter  months  only  seven 
hours  a  day.  Officers  so  employed  are 
inter-changeable  with  those  who  are 
actually  working  in  the  warehoueea  or 
upon  landing  stations  for  the  like  number 
of  hours  in  each  day.  The  hours  of  ser- 
vice for  the  Indoor  Department  are  based 
on  different  requirements,  and  are  ren- 
dered, not  tiy  outdoor  officers,  but  by 
clerks  appointed  solely  for  clerical 
work. 

Mb.  BRaDLAUGH  :  If  it  is  true  that 
the  officers  of  the  Harpy  are  employed 
continuously  for  24  hours,  w^ill  the  hon. 
Gentleman  see  that  beds  are  supplied  1 
♦Mb.  JACKSON:  Beds  are  supplied 
whenever  a  request  is  made  for  them.  No 
request  has  been  made  in  tliis  case.  If 
the  men  think  it  more  for  their  comfort 
that  beds  should  be  supplied,  I  am  sure 
that  any  wish  on  their  part  to  that  effect 
will  be  cximplied  with 

RAILWAY  RATES-TUE  CAREIAGE  OF 

MILK. 

Mr,    BRUNNER    (Cheshire,    North  - 

wich)  :  I  beg  tct  ask  the  Pi^esident  of  the 

BoEurd  of  Trade  whether  his  attention  has 

been  called  to  the  Report  made  by  Dr. 

Fox  t'O  the  Rural  Sanitary  Authorities  of 

Mid-Cheshire  districta  on  the  importance 

to  the  public  health  of  cheap  rates  of 

carriage   for   milk ;     and    whether   the 
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Railway  Commissioners  in  deciding  up 
the  matter  are  empowered  to  take    int 
their  consideration  this  most   important 
question  of  the  public  health  ? 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH:  I  have  seen 
the  Report  referred  to,  and  agree  as  to 
the  importance  of  cheap  rates  of  carriagft| 
for  milk.  The  Act  of  Parliament  con- 
tains no  special  pi*o vision  with  regard  to 
milk  ;  but  in  fixing  maxunum  rates  for 
that  as  well  ad  other  articles,  the  Board 
of  Trade  must  take  into  consideration 
all  the  circumstances  affecting  the   case. 

THE  FOREST  OF  DEAK. 
Mr.  ISAifUElASON  (Gloucester^  Forest 
of  Dean) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretiiry  to 
the  Treasury  whether  he  is  aware  that 
some  grievance  is  felt  by  persons  who 
own    shee[j    which    feed  on   common  or 
unencloeed  land  in  the  Forest  tif  Dean, 
who   have  hitherto  obtained  exemption 
from  taking  out  licences  for  dogs  kept  i 
by  them  solely  for  use  in  tending  sheep,  1 
because  they  have  this  year  been  com- 
pelled by  the  Inland  Revenue  officers  to 
take   out   such    licences ;    whether    thia^ 
change  ha/?  been  ordered  by  the  Depart- i 
ment  ;  and  whether  he  will  consider  the 
prtjpriety  of  removing  the  gi*ievance  by 
revertiDg  to  the  former  custom  ? 

*Mr.  JACKSON  :  The  statutory-  exemp- 
tion is  in  favour  only  of  **  farmers '"  in 
respect  of  a  dog  used  solely  in  tending  i 
sheep  or  cattle  on  a  farm.  The  Bimrd  of] 
Inland  Revenue  have  already  considered 
the  case  of  persons  who  own  sheep  wliieh 
feed  on  the  unenclosed  land  in  the  Forest 
of  Dean,  and  have  decided  not  to  insi 
too  stringently  on  the  term  **  farmer/* 
though  it  is  rather  doubtful  whether 
colliers  or  small  tradesmen  become 
**  farmers  *'  by  feeding  sheep  on  common 
lands.  But  the  Board  do  insist  that  any 
dog  for  whom  exemption  is  granted  shall 
be  used  solely  for  tending  sheep  or 
cattle,  and  any  other  use  of  such  a  dog| 
forfeits  the  exemption  and  rendei"^  th 
owner  liable  to  the  penalty  for  keeping 
a  dog  without  licence. 

TRINITY  COLLEGE,  TORONTO. 
Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  (University  of 
London)  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  Under  SecTO- 
tary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether  the 
Royal  Charter  granted  to  the  University 
of  Trinity  College,  Toronto,  gives  it 
authority  to  examine  candidates,  and  to 
issue  degrees  in  the  Faculties  of  Arts, 
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Medicine,  Divinity,  Law,  and  Music  out- 
side the  diocese  of  Toronto ;  whether  the 
examinations  in  music,  conducted  on  be- 
half of  the  University  of  Trinity  College, 
Toronto,  notified  to  ho  held  in  London  at 
Easter,  are  Rtill  to  be  proceeded  with  ; 
and  whether  he  has  considered  the  pro- 
teat  of  the  Engb'sh  Universities,  the 
Royal  Academy,  and  Royal  College  itf 
Mufiic? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of  &T ATK 
iroR  THE  COLONIES  (Baron  H.  de 
Worms,  Liverpixil,  East  Toxteth)  :  This 
question  is  under  reference  to  the  Law 
Officers,  and  1  therefore  cannot,  at  pre- 
sent, make  any  statement  as  to  the 
powers  of  this  University.  The  Secretary 
of  State  lifls  no  control  over  the  examina- 
tions, and  has  no  information  which 
would  enable  me  to  reply  to  the  second 
paragraph  of  the  question.  The  protests 
referred  to  in  the  concluding  part  of  the 
question  are  under  consideration. 

INSANITARY  CONDITION  OF  ASSIZE 
COORTS. 

Mb.  GHANNING  i  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  statement  of  Mr,  Justice 
Denman,  at  Chelmsford  on  Friday  21st 
ch,  that  the  Assize  Court  was  in  such 
insanitary  statt^  as  to  be  a  perfect 
disgrace,  and  dangerous  to  Judges,  conn- 
sel,  and  prisoners,  and,  further,  to  tlie 
aimilar  comments  made  by  Mr.  Justice 
Smith  and  Mr.  Justice  Wills,  on  Thursday 
2 7 til  March  at  Cajrtliff,  iis  to  tlio  sicken- 
ing smells  in  the  Assize  Court  at  Cardiff  ; 
whether  attention  was  drawn  by  the 
Departmental  Committee  two  years  ago 
to  the  insanitary  condition  of  these 
CourtB ;  and  whether  he  will  take 
immediate  steps,  by  repi-^sentations  to 
the  Local  Authority  or  otherwise,  to 
have  these  and  other  Courts  which  may 
have  been  similarly  complained  of  put 
into  a  proper  sanitaiy  condition  ? 

Mk.  ALATTHEWS:  Yes,  Sir.  The 
learned  Judge  has  called  my  attention  to 
the  state  of  the  Court  at  Chelmsford  ; 
but  I  have  not  seen  the  comments  re* 
ferred  to  as  to  the  Cardiff  Court.  The 
duty  of  providing  a  pro{K?r  Court-house 
and  acxiommodation  for  prisoners  await- 
ing trial  rests  with  the  Local  Authorities. 
In  oonsequenco  of  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  of  1886,  I  made  strong 
representations  to  all  the  Local  Autho- 


rities throughout  the  Of^untiy,  includuig 
those  of  Chelmsford  and  Cardiif.  At 
Cardiff  many  improvements  have  been 
made.  With  regard  to  Chelmsford,  I 
aL^ain  in  July  last  asked  the  Justices  to 
take  the  earliest  opportunity  of  giving 
effect  to  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee.  I  am  now  making  further 
inquiry  with  regq,rd  to  both  plat^ea. 

INLAND  REVENUE  DEPARTMENT. 
Mr,  HAYDEN:  1  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  he 
will  statt*  the  number  of  otticials  i»i  the 
Inland  Revenue  Department  who  have 
40  years  of  service  ;  whether  it  is  true, 
as  stated  in  the  CiiHlkifi  of  22nd  March, 
1890,  that  eight  expectant  Inspectorships 
and  one  Inspectorship  are  vacant ;  and 
when  the  vacancies  may  be  filled  np  'i 

*Thb  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (AL\  GoscflEN,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  I  do  not  think  any 
public  object  would  be  served  by  in- 
quiring into  the  number  of  ofiicials  in 
the  Inland  Revenue  DepaHment  who 
have  40  years  of  service.  The  statement 
in  the  newspaper  referred  t<i  by  the  hon. 
Member  is  inaccui-ate,  There  is  tio 
Inspectorship  vacant,  Tlie  expectant 
Inspectorships  are  new  appointmtnts, 
and  there  lius  lx*en  some  delay  in  filling 
them  up  (owing  to  the  examination  of 
the  bfoks,  ifcc,  of  the  candidates) 
which  will  not  occur  again.  But  there 
are  five,  not  eight,  of  these  posts  vacant, 
and  they  will  be  filled  up  in  a  few  days. 

THK  CHELSEA  SAVINGS  BANK. 
Mr.  WHITMORE  (Chelsea):  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  he  is  aware  that,  although  two 
months  have  elapsed  since  the  Chelsea 
Savings  Bank  was  closed,  and  although 
large  assets  were  available  for  immediate 
distribution,  no  dividend  has  yet  been 
declared  ;  and  whether  any  stepn  can  be 
taken  to  expedite  the  ai:tion  of  the 
Official  Liquidator  ? 

*Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  The  hon.  Member  is 
aware,  of  course,  that  the  afisets  in  such 
a  case  as  that  of  tlie  Chelsea  Savings 
Bank  are  not  available  until  all  the 
claims  have  been  got  in  by  the  Official 
Liquidator.  Reasonable  notice  lias  to  be 
given  for  this  purpose,  and  the  date 
fixed  for  claims  to  l>e  sent  in  with 
regard  to  the  Chelsea  Savings  Bank  wa» 
the  lJ!<th  of  this  month.     An  order  was 
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made  four  days  later  for  payment  in  fall 
to  depositors  under  £o,  including  in- 
terest up  to  January.  20  last,  and  of  15s. 
in  the  £1  to  depositors  of  over  £5,  who 
were  also  offered  facilities  by  the  Liqui- 
dator for  the  transference  of  their 
moneys  to  the  Post  OflBce  Savings  Bank. 
The  money  for  the  actual  payment  of  the 
dividend  ordered  will  be  placed  to  the 
credit  of  the  Official  Liquidator,  and 
payment  will  be  made  after  April  8. 
I  trust  that  the  hon.  Member  will 
recognise  that  all  possible  diligence  has 
been  shown  in  the  matter. 

'  Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) : 
Will  the  Treasury  call  the  attention  of 
the  Trustees  and  Managers  of  this  bank 
to  the  recent  decision  in  the  case  of  the 
Cardiff  Savings  Bank  ? 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  As  it  is  a  matter  of 
great  interest  to  all  Trustees,  I  think  it  is 
probable  that  the  case  has  been  brought 
to  the  attention  of  these  gentlemen  in 
the  same  way  in  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's attention  has  been  drawn  to  it.  I 
do  not  know  whether  the  Liquidators 
are  aware  of  the  judicial  view  taken  by 
the  Judge. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (IsUngton,  N.) :  May 
I  ask  when  the  Bill  on  this  subject  will 
be  introduced? 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN :  The  Judgments  in 
the  case  referred  to,  which  were  only 
delivered  a  few  days  ago,  and  were  of  a 
very  complicated  character,  will  have  to 
be  considered  in  connection  with  the 
Bill. 

CHINESE  EMIGRATION   TO 
AUSTRALIA. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  the  negotia- 
tions with  the  Government  of  China  on 
the  question  of  Chinese  emigration  to  Aus- 
tralia have  been  completed ;  and,  if  so, 
what  settlement  of  the  matter  has  been 
come  to  ? 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  No  settlement 
in  regard  to  this  question  has  yet  been 
arrived  at.  Some  of  the  Colonial 
Governments,  whom  it  was  necessary  to 
consult,  have  not  yet  expressed  their 
views.  Answers  have  now  been  re- 
quested of  them  by  telegraph. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  :  How  long  have 
the  negotiations  been  going  on  ?     Early 
last  Session,  when  I  put  a  question  upon 
Jfr.  G'uschcn 


the  subject,  I  was  told  that  the  negotia- 
tions were  nearly  complete. 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  That  is  so;  but 
the  hopes  which  were  then  entertained 
were  disappointed.  I  am  not  able  to 
say  when  the  negotiations  will  be  finally 
concluded. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND:  Is  the  matter 
now  awaiting  the  consent  of  the  Austra- 
lian Colonies  ? 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  Yes,  Sir ;  or 
rather  of  some  of  them. 

PILOTS.  ' 
Mr.  DILLWYN  (Swansea  Town)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  if  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
the  pecuniary  disadvantages  the  pilots  of 
most  of  the  ports  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland  labour  under  by  their  inabilify 
to  provide  funds  for  the  payment  of 
Parliamentary  and  legal  charges  incurred 
in  obtaining  the  necessary  Provisional 
Order  to  enable  them  to  obtain  the 
unanimous  recommendation  of  the 
Select  Committee  on  Pilotage  (1888), 
and  the  benefits  of  the  Merchant  Shipping 
(Pilotage)  Act  of  1889,  which  granted  to 
the  pilots  a  seat  on  every  Pilotage  Board ; 
and  whether  the  Board  of  Trade  has  any 
funds  at  their  disposal  which  could  be 
used  in  assisting  the  pilots  to  obtain  the 
Provisional  Order  for  direct  representa- 
tion, or  whether  he  will  introduce  a 
clause  in  the  Merchant  Shipping  Bill  to 
facilitate  the  pilots  in  obtaining  the 
requisite  Provisional  Order  ? 

♦Sir  M:  hicks  BEACH :  Pilots  who 
apply  for  Pilotage  Provisional  Orders  are 
in  no  worse  position  than  applicants  for 
other  Provisional  Orders,  such  as  those  for 
Oysters  and  Mussels,  Piers,  Tramways,  Gras 
and  Water,  &c.  Applicants  in  all  cases  have 
to  pay,  towards  the  expenses  of  settling 
the  Order,  a  fee  the  amount  of  which 
has  been  fixed  by  the  Treasury;  but 
they  have  no  Parliamentary  or  House 
fees  to  pay,  as  Bills  to  confirm  Pro- 
visional Orders  are  introduced  by  the 
Department.  Legal  charges  in  defending 
an  application  against  opposition  would, 
of  course,  fall  on  the  applicants.  There 
are  no  funds  at  my  disposal  which  oould 
be  applied  to  the  relief  of  one  particxdar 
class  of  applicants ;  but  if  special  circum 
stances  should  arise  which  would  justify 
a  representation  to  the  Treasury  to 
forego  the  fee,  or  a  portion  of  it,  I  will 
direct  such  a  representation  to  be  made. 
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THE  MAILS  TO  THE  HEBRIDES. 
Mr.  BAUMANN  (Camberwell,  Peck- 
liam) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
steamer  Lochiel,  which  carries  the  mails 
between  Strome  Ferry  and  Stornoway, 
is  so  small  that  when  the  weather  is 
rough  she  is  unable  to  make  the  trip, 
and  that  she  has  several  times  during 
the  past  winter  not  made  the  voyage ; 
whether  he  is  aware  thot  Mr.  MacBrayne, 
the  contractor,  frequently  sends  the 
Lochiel  round  by  Portree,  thus  delaying 
her  arrival  in  Stornoway  till  1  or  2 
in  the  morning,  while  the  Portree 
steamer  is  sent  to  out-of-the-way  places 
to  pick  up  sheep,  cattle,  and  other  traffic  ; 
and  whether  he  will  take  some  steps  to 
provide  a  good  and  regular  mail  service 
between  Strome  Ferry  and  Stornoway  1 

*Mr.  RAIKES  :  Yes,  Sir ;  I  am  aware 
that  the  steamer  Lochiel  has  failed  on 
certain  occasions  to  perform  the  voyage 
between  Strome  Ferry  and  Stornoway 
on  account  of  rough  weather,  when  a 
larger  and  more  powerful  vessel  might 
have  succeeded.  The  deviations  of 
route  round  by  Portree,  and  the  conse- 
quent deviations  of  the  Portree  steamer 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers,  have 
also,  I  am  informed,  been  due  to  stress  of 
weather.  I  regret  that  I  am  not  in  a  posi- 
tion to  incur  the  large  additional  expense 
which  the  employment  of  a  more  power- 
ful steamer  would  involve,  having  regard 
to  the  fact  that  existing  arrangements 
already  entail  a  very  heavy  loss  to  the 
revenue. 

POSTAL    ARRANGEMENTS  WITH    THE 
COLONIES. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  :  I  beg  to 

ask  the  Postmaster  General  if  it  is  a 
fact  that  the  United  Kingdom  is  pre- 
cluded by  some  Convention  with  Foreign 
States  from  entering  into  preferential 
postal  arrangements  with  the  Colonies  of 
the  British  Empire  ;  and,  if  so,  what  is 
the  date  of  the  Foreign  Treaty  which  so 
limits  the  power  of  Her  Majesty  within 
Her  own  dominions  ;  what  are  the  terms 
of  the  restrictive  clause;  and  for  how 
much  longer  will  it  remain  in  force  ? 

*Mr.  RAIKIES:  I  may,  perhaps,  usefully 
refer  my  hon.  Friend  to  a  reply  which  I 
^ave  in  this  House  to  the  lion  Member 
for  Glasgow  on  the  11th  of  March  last 
as  bearing  upon  the  present  question. 


In  that  reply  I  said  there  was  great 
reason  to  doubt  if  it  would  be  competent 
to  this  country  to  reduce  the  ocean  postal 
charge  to  its  colonies  to  Id.  without  with- 
drawing from  the  Postal  Union;  but  I 
am  not  aware  of  any  Convention  which 
generally  precludes  the  United  Kingdom 
from  entering  into  any  preferential 
postal  arrangements  with  the  colonies  of 
the  British  Empire. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  (Kent,  Isle  of 
Thanet)  :  Arising  out  of  the  answer, 
may  I  ask  whether  it  is  competent  to 
enter  into  preferential  arrangements 
without  the  consent  of  the  parties  to  the 
Convention  ? 

*Mr.  RAIKES  :  I  imagine  that  certain 
preferential  arrangements  would  be 
possible  without  the  consent  of  the  parties 
to  the  Convention. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER :  Do  the  Govern- 
ment contemplate  taking  any  immediate 
steps  to  obtain  freedom  from  these  em-> 
barrassing  obligations  ? 

*Mr.  RAIKES:  That  is  a  question 
which  I  cannot  answer. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  :  I  will  ask  a  ques- 
tion on  the  subject  at  a  later  date. 

SEVKIIE   SENTENCE. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  case 
of  Isabella  Pickup,  who,  in  February, 
1889,  at  the  Manchester  City  Sessions, 
waa  sentenced  to  five  years'  penal  servi- 
tude for  stealing  a  pair  of  boots  ;  and 
whether  he  will  make  inquiry,  witb  a 
view  to  consider  the  justice  of  this 
sentence  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  No,  Sir;  my 
attention  has  not  been  called  to  this  case 
otherwise  than  by  the  question  of  the 
hon.  Member.  I  gather  from  the  calen- 
dar that  there  were  numerous  previoua 
convictions  for  drunkenness,  abusive 
behaviour,  and  felony  against  the  pri- 
soner. If  the  hon.  Member  has  any  facts 
in  his  possession  which  can  be  urged  in  the 
woman's  favour  I  shall  be  happy  to  give 
them  full  consideration  ;  otherwise  I  do 
not  see  any  reason  to  interfere  with  the 
sentence. 

THE  DEATH  OF  W.  H.  GATCLIFFE. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  why,  in  the  private  exami- 
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nation  recently  conducted  by  one  of  Her 
Majesty's  Inspectors,  Captain  Wilson, 
inside  Strange  ways  Gaol,  Manchester, 
relative  to  the  death  of  W.  H.  GratclifE,*, 
owing  to  the  breaking  of  six  of  his  ribs 
and  his  breast  bone,  two  persons  who 
could  have  given  important  evidence 
were  not  examined,  namely.  Dr.  Kitchen, 
who  made  a  poat-mortem  examination  of 
the  prisoner's  body,  and  Henry  Mac- 
Birnie,  a  prisoner  who  occupied  the  next 
bed  to  that  of  the  deceased  f 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  The  persons 
named  had  already  given  evidence  on 
three  different  occasions  before  the 
coroner,  the  stipendiary,  and  the  Judge, 
and  there  was  no  reason  for  their  further 
examination  by  the  Inspector,  who  had 
their  evidence  before  him,  and  exercised 
his  discretion  in  a  manner  with  which  I 
am  quite  satisfied  as  to  what  witnesses 
could  be  most  usefully  examined  by  him. 

Mr.  PICKBRSGILL  :  Is  it  not  the 
fact  that  on  the  occasion  referred  to  the 
evidence  was  confined  to  an  investigation 
as  to  whether  a  certain  person  was  guilty 
or  not  ;  whereas  the  investigation  of 
Captain  Wilson  would  occupy  a  much 
larger  field  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  do  not  think 
that  the  j)08t-mortem  examination  was 
calculated  to  throw  any  light  upon  the 
matter. 

MAJOR  H.  B.  WOODS. 

iMr.  la  BOUCHERE  (Northampton) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  whether,  in  view  of  the 
eminent  services  of  Major  H.  B.  Woods 
during  22  years  as  an  officer  of  the 
Royal  Marine  Light  Infantry,  the  strong 
recommendation  to  mercy  which  accom- 
panied the  finding  of  the  court  martial  on 
him  last  October,  the  fact  that  the 
language,  in  regard  to  which  he  was 
found  guilty,  having  been  due  to  a 
brother  officer  calling  him  a  liar,  and  the 
numerously  signed  Petition  in  his  behalf 
from  the  inhabitants  of  Plymouth  where 
he  was  quartered,  the  liords  of  the 
Admiralty  could  see  their  way  to  re-con- 
sider their  confirmation  of  the  sentence 
of  the  court  martial,-  so  that  the  country 
may  not  entirely  lose  the  services  of  this 
gallant  officer? 

The  FIRST  LORD  oy  thk  ADMI- 
RAI/rr  (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex. 
Ealing)  :  The  statements  in  the  question 
Mr,  Pickersgill 


of  the  lion.  Membsr  give  an  inadequate 
and  incorrect  idea  of  the  gravity  of  the 
offences  and  acts  for  which  Major  Woods 
was  tried.  The  sentence  of  the  Court 
and  all  the  circumstances  connected  with 
this  most  painful  a&ir  have  been  fully 
and  carefully  considered  by  myself  and 
the  naval  members  of  the  Board,  and  it 
is  our  unanimous  opinion  that  the  sen- 
tence should  not  be  interfered  with. 

CAMBRIDGE  TRUSTEE  SAVINGS 
BANK. 
Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Trustee  Savings  Bank  at  Cambridge  is 
closed  for  the  receipt  of  deposits ;  whether 
it  is  a  fact  that  the  Trustees  and 
Managers  have  refused  to  afford  through 
'  the  Post  Office  Savings  Bank  Authorities 
the  usual  facilities  to  depositors  to 
transfer  their  accounts  on  the  spot ; 
whether  they  have  refused  to  allow  the 
exhibition  of  the  usual  Post  Office  notices 
on  the  premises  of  tho  bank  ;  whether 
Messrs.  J.  Mutlock  and  Co.,  bankers,  of 
Cambridge,  treasurers  of  the  aforesaid 
Trustee  Savings  Bank,  are  making 
arrangements  for  the  transfer  to  their 
own  bank  of  a  large  number  of  the 
deposit  accounts  of  the  said  Trustee  Bank  ; 
and  whether  the  National  Debt  Com- 
misTiioners  can  take  any  steps  to  bring  to 
the  notice  of  depositors,  who  are  generally 
ill-informed  as  to  these  matters,  the  usual 
facilities  and  information  afforded  by  the 
Post  Office  Savings  Bank  to  depositors, 
with  the  view  of  attracting  the  deposits 
of  a  closed  Trustee  Savings  Bank  to  the 
Post  Office  Savings  Bank  ? 

*Mk.  GOSCHEN:  The  answer  to  the 
first  three  questions  is,  yes.  As  regards 
the  fourth  question,  I  am  informed  that 
statements  have  appeared  in  the  local 
papers  attributing  this  action  to  Messrs. 
Mutlock  and  Co.  The  action  of  the 
Trustees  has  been  entirely  new  and  un- 
precedented ;  but  the  National  Debt  Com- 
missioners have  no  means  of  comraxmica- 
tion  with  the  depositors  of  a  savings 
bank.  They  have,  however,  given  the 
IVustees  full  information  as  to  the  steps 
to  be  taken  for  closing  the  bank,  adding 
that— 

''The  Trustees  will,  .no  doubt,  in  the  interests 
cf  the  depositors  themselves,  induce  ati  iHfiny  of 
them  as  possible  t6  n^cept' transfers  to  osd'^or 
other  class  of  savings  buiks.*' 
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that  is,  Trustee  Savings  lUnkB.  It  is  a 
question  whether  a  provision  should  not 
be  made  in  the  new  Bill  compeUitig 
the  Trustees  of  biinks  which  are  closed 
t'l  inform  their  depositors  of  the  facilities 
afforded  by  the  Post  Office  Savings  Banks. 
Mr.  HOWELL:  To  whom  do  the 
depoiiits  belong  ?  Do  they  not  belong  to 
the  Trnstecs  and  not  to  the  Commis- 
sioners of  the  National  Debt  1 

*Mb.  GOSCHEN:  The  Commissioners 
can  only  communicate  with  the  managers 
and  Tnistoes,  Tliey  have  no  direct  com- 
munication with  the  depositors.  I  believe 
that  the  Trustees  are  as  anxious  to 
increase  the  legitimate  business  of  these 

anks  as  the  hon.  Member  himself, 

Mr.   BRUNIN^ER    (Cheshire,    North- 

wich) :  Will   the  rit^ht  hon.  Gentleman 

►make  a  formal  request  to  the  Trustees  to 

fjut  up  the  usual  announcement   in  the 

'  building  ? 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN:  That  has  already 
been  done  by  the  direction  of  the  Com- 
tnissioners. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  WRITERS. 

Mr.     JOHN     KELLY    (Camherwell, 

N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary'  to  the 

Admiralty  whether  three  Lower  Division 

^vacancies  in    tlie    Accountant  (leneml's 

department     of    the     Admiralty     have 

recently  been  filled  up  by  persons  who 

have  passed  no  examination,  except  in 

the  case  of  one  who  was  for  some  time 

SI  boy  cx>pyist;   whether   ahout  a  doaen 

Civil  Service  writera  in  this  Department 

kwere  recommended  for  promotion  under 

tie  Treasury  Minute  of  21st  December, 

1886,  to  the  Lower  Di\'ision,  and  that  of 

this   number  three    only   have  been  so 

[promoted  ;  and  whether,  in  the  event  of 

■the  appointraenta   to   the   above-named 

iincies   in    the   Accountant  General's 

irtmeiit  being  only  of  a  temporary 

characfeer,  it  is  intended  that  steps  should 

at  once  be  taken  to  fill  up  the  vacancies 

from  the  writers  in  the  Department  so 

recommended,  and  who  have  for  several 

years  discharged  the  work  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  trk  ADMI* 
RALTY  (Mr,  FoRwooDj  Lancashire, 
S,  W.  Ormskirk);  The  Civil  Service 
Commissionera  having  exhausted  their 
list  of  qualified  candidates  for  Second 
Division  clerks,  three  vacancies  in  the 
Accountant  Genemrs  Department  of  the 
Admiralty  had  to  be  temporarily  filled 
by-   csopyists.      It    is    not    intended   to 


promote  any  of  tlie  present  copyists  to 
the  Second  Division  clerkshipfi  now 
vacant, 

THE  EASTERN  ROUDAN- 
Mr,  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.):  IhegU^ 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  wfiether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  can  tiow  see  their  way  to 
advise  the  Egyj)tian  Government  to 
expend  a  considerably  larger  sum  than 
;£500  on  the  relief  of  the  inhabitants  of 
the  Eastern  Soudan  now  perish irijj  of 
famine,  liaving  regard  to  the  terrible 
sufferings  reported  from  that  district, 
and  to  the  desirability  of  est^ihlishing 
infiuences  and  connections  which  may 
make  for  the  re-establishment  of  peace 
in  the  Soudrtu,  and  prevent  the  re- 
currence of  like  calamities? 
♦SrR  J.  FERGITSSON  :  The  Egyptian 
Guvernment,  besides  placing  X500  at 
the  disposal  of  the  Governor  of  Suakin 
for  the  i*elief  of  the  distress,  has  directed 
him  to  provide  work  f(u*  the  able-bt:)died 
men.  It  is  obviously  undesintble  to  give 
gratuitous  relief  except  to  those  who  are 
physically  unable  to  work.  In  answer 
to  inquiries  how  a  London  Committee 
could  best  assist,  Sir  E.  Baring  lias 
advised  that  £500  should  he  sent  Uy  the 
Local  C^unniittee,  and  it  is  hoped  that 
the  airangenients  made  by  the  Governor, 
with  the  aid  of  private  charity,  may  prove 
sufficient  tvi  i*elieve  the  starring  people 
without  any  serious  demand  on  the  tax- 
payers of  Egypt.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment ai"tJ  unwilling  by  any  tender  of 
their  advice  to  the  Egyptian  Government 
to  allow  the  impression  to  exist  that  that 
Government  is  insensible  to  the  dictates 
of  humanity. 

SHIPPING  GOODS  TO  THE  UNITED 

STATES. 
Mr.  CAUSTON  (Southwark,  W.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  fur  Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  is 
aware  of  the  great  trouble,  inconvenience, 
and  loss  caused  to  partners  in  firms  ship- 
ping goods  to  the  United  States  of 
AmericEi,  through  their  being  compelled 
personally  to  attend  the  American 
Consulate  to  make  declarations  on  all 
consignments  of  the  value  of  XIO  and 
upwards  ;  and  whether  it  is  not  possible 
to  come  to  an  arrangement  with  the 
United  States  Government  whereby  this 
inconvenience  may  be  avoided  1 
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♦SibJ.  FERGUSSON:  Her  Majesty's 
Minifiter  has  addressed  the  CTnited  States 
Government  with  reference  to  the 
memorials  received  on  this  subject  from 
Chambers  of  Commerce,  and  has  asked 
for  modifications  of  the  regulations  in  the 
sense  desired.  He  has  been  informed 
that  the  regulations  are  undergoing 
revision,  but  has  not  been  able  as  yet  to 
ascertain  whether  the  grievance  com- 
plained of  has  been  remedied. 

RATING  AND  VALUATION  (SCOTLAND). 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether 
the  Government  propose  during  this 
Session  to  re-appoint  the  Select  Commit- 
tee on  Rating  and  Valuation  (Scotland) 
which  in  1888  took  evidence  but  made 
no  Report? 

•The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  Robertson,  Buteshire)  :  It  was  on 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Dundee  (Mr.  E.  Robertson)  that 
this  Committee  was  appointed  in  1888. 
If  a  Motion  is  made  for  the  re  appoint- 
ment of  the  Committee,  the  Government 
will  not  oppose  it. 

Mr.  E.ROBERTSON  (Dundee) :  Then 
I  beg  to  give  notice  that  directly  after 
the  Easter  Recess  I  will  move  for  the  re- 
appointment of  the  Committee. 

ASCENSION     ISLAND. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford* 
Central)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  whether  he  can  state 
what  is  the  value  of  the  victualling 
stores  supplied  from  Ascension  to  the 
vessels  of  the  West  African  Squadron 
during  the  last  two  years,  or  either  of 
them? 

♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  The  value  of 
the  victualling  stores  supplied  from 
Ascension  to  the  ships  on  the  West 
Coast  of  Africa  station  amounted  during 
the  two  years  ended  September  30,1889, 
to  about  iBl 0,500,  or  an  annual  average 
sum  of  £5,250.  Tliis  is  exclusive  of  the 
value  of  the  stores  issued  to  the  residents 
on  the  island,  amounting  to  about 
£3,000  per  annum. 

THE     OATHS    ACT. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 

Solicitor  General  whether  he  is   aware 

that  at  Lynn  County  Court,  on  March 

19th,  Robert   Green   claimed   to  affirm 


under  "The  Oaths  Act,  1888;"  whether 
the  County  Court  Judge  is  correctly 
reported  as  having  asked :  "  Are  you  a 
Quaker  ? "  and  on  being  answered  in  the 
negative,  refused  to  allow  Green  to 
explain  how  he  was  entitled  to  affirm 
under  "The  Oaths  Act,  1888,''  saying, 
"  You  must  go  to  argue  that  somewhere 
else ; "  and  whether  any  steps  can  be 
taken  to  bring  "The  Oaths  Act,  1888," 
to  the  official  knowledge  of  the  Judge  ? 

The  SOLICrrOR  GENERAL  (Sir  E. 
Clarke,  Plymouth)  :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member,  the  Attorney  General  is  informed 
that  the  statement  in  the  question  does 
not  fuUy  represent  what  passed.  The 
learned  Judge  states  that  he  understood 
the  defendant  was  claiming  a  right  to 
make  a  sjjeech  and  not  asking  to  be 
allowed  to  affirm,  and  on  his  telling  him 
he  must  be  sworn,  or  if  he  had  conscien- 
tious objections  to  taking  the  oath  he 
might  affirm,  the  defendant  at  once  con- 
sented to  be  sworn  and  gave  evidence. 
The  learned  Judge  seems  to  be  acquain- 
ted with  the  provisions  of  **  Tlie  Oaths 
Act,  1888." 

NAVAL  AND  MILITARY  COUNCIL  OP 
DEFENCE. 
Sir  JOHN  COLOMB  (Tower  Ham 
lets.  Bow)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  when  considering  the 
suggestion  of  the.  Royal  Commission  re- 
specting the  formation  of  a  Naval  and 
Military  Council  of  Defence,  will  further 
take  into  consideration  the  opportunity 
afforded  by  the  establishment  of  any 
such  Council  for  providing  in  some  form 
for  the  representation  upon  it  of  outlying 
portions  of  the  Empire  contributing  to 
the  maintenance  of  the  regular  Naval 
and  MiHtary  Forces  of  the  Crown  ? 

♦The  FIR^T  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURr  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  West- 
minster)  :  The  subject  to  which  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  refers  will  un- 
doubtedly receive  the  consideration  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  but  he  will, 
I  am  sure,  realise  that  it  is  surrounded 
with  very  great  and  serious  difficulties. 

POSTAL  ORDERS. 
Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON:  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whether 
he  is  aware  that  large  numbers  of  cheques 
are  drawn  for  one  guinea  or  two  guineas 
in  payment  of  subscriptions  to  charitable 
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atid  other  institntioiis,  and  greatly  to  tke 
inconvenience  of  the  bankers  ;  whether 
lie  'will  snpply  the  public  with  postal 
wrders  for  one  guinea  and  two  guineas 
respectively  ;  and  whether  he  will  extend 
the  time  so  as  to  make  postal  orders  pay- 
able within  12  months  of  issue,  without 
tine  or  increased  charge  ? 

*Mk.  RAIKEiS  :  I  have  no  information 
n«  to  the  number  of  cheques  drawn  for 
sums  of  a  guinea  or  two  guineas  respec- 
tively, though  I  have  no  doubt  that  they 
urd  numerous,  but  I  know  that  the  idea 
of  introducing  a  postal  order  for  a 
guinea  had  to  be  abandoned  owing  to 
the  opposition  of  bankers.  As  regards 
the  last  part  of  the  question,  the  hon. 
Member  does  not  seem  to  l^e  aware  that 
the  limit  of  time  during  which  postal 
orders  are  payable  without  fine  was  re- 
duced in  deference  to  the  wishes  of  this 
House  from  12  months  to  three,  when 
the  Act  of  Parliament  was  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House. 

UAILWAY  MESSAGES  BY  TELEGRAPH. 
Mr,  HENNIKER  HEATOX  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  evi- 
dence of  the  late  Mr,  C.  H.  B.  Patey, 
C.B.,  Third  Secretary  of  the  Post  Office, 
given  before  the  Select  Committee  on 
the  Revenue  Estimates,  that,  under  the 
t?rms  oi  the  Telegmph  Act,  the  Post 
Office  had,  as  part  of  the  bargain  for  its 
way  leave^  to  transmit  messages  sent  on 
the  business  of  railway  companies  free 
of  cost;  that  in  187!  there  were  trans- 
mitted 97,000  such  messages,  and  in  the 
yeaF  18vH8  961,000  messages;  that  these 
railway  messages  would  represent  some- 
thing like  Is,  a  message  at  the  least,  the 
Ifiss  of  revenue  on  them  being  nearly 
£50,000  a  year;  and  that  the  railway 
companies  had  found  it  more  convenient 
ti  do  their  business  by  means  of  the 
Telegraph  Office  for  nothing  than  to  do 
it  in  other  ways ;  and  whether  he  will 
at  once  take  steps  to  introduce  a  Bill 
into  Parhament  to  put  an  end  to  tliis 
arrangement '/ 

*Mr.  RAIKES :  I  am  well  acquainted 
with  the  evidence  in  question  which,  the 
hon.  Member  may  recollect,  was  given  in 
my  hearing.  He  may  also  recollect  that 
jie  was  present  in  this  House  on  the  28th 
]^Iarch  last  year,  when  attention  was 
i*alled  to  the  evidence  by  the  right  hon. 

VOL.     CCCXLIII.       [THtBD  SERfES.] 


Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bradford, 
and  the  hon.  Members  for  Bethnal  Green 
and  South  West  Notts ;  and  I  would 
refer  him  to  the  remarks  which  I  m^e 
on  that  occasion.  I  may  add,  for  the  in* 
formation  of  the  House,  that  legal  action 
on  the  right  of  the  railway  companies  to 
send  certain  classes  of  messages  is  now 
pending,  and,  until  the  result  is  known, 
I  shall  not  be  in  a  iKisititm  to  consider 
the  question  of  the  farther  relation  of 
the  Post  Office  to  the  companies  in  this 
matter. 

INDUSTRIAL   EDUCATION. 

Sir  RICHARD  PAGET  (Somerset, 
Wells) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Educa 
tion,  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  Report  of  the  Commission 
on  Industrial  Education,  made  to  the 
Legislature  of  Pennsylvania,  1889,  of 
which  10,000  copies  wei'e  ordered 
to  be  printed ;  and  whether  he  will 
consider  the  propriety  of  directing 
the  Science  and  Art  Department,  South 
Kensington,  to  issue,  as  a  handbook  for 
the  use  of  such  technical  schools  as  may 
require  it,  a  aeries  of  plates  of  the  nature 
of  those  engraved  in  the  Annual  Report 
of  the  Fennsylvannia  State  College, 
which  are  stated  at  page  304  of  the  Report 
of  the  Commission  above  referred  to,  to 
be  **  the  best  available  illustration  of  a 
progressive  series  of  exercises  for  a  coarse 
of  the  mechanic  arts  7 " 

The  YICK  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Haet  Dyke,  Kent, 
Dart fo  I'd)  :  I  have  seen  the  Report  to 
which  my  hon.  Friend  refers,  but  valuable 
and  instructive  as  the  plates  are,  it  is  not 
proposed  to  issue  a  liandbook  because  it 
has  not  been  found  expedient  for  a 
Government  Department  in  this  country 
to  publish  text-books.  No  doubt,  as 
manual  instruction  is  henceforth  to  be 
included  in  the  curriculam,  many  books 
on  the  subject  will  be  produced  by 
private  enterprise  and  may  to  a  large 
extent  be  based  on  the  Report  in  question. 

ICELAND— CASH  OF  MR.  McDERMOTT, 

Mr.  THOMAS  GILL  (Louth,  S.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Cliief  Secretary  to  the 
Liird  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  what  have 
been  the  costs  incurred  by  the  (/!rown  in 
the  various  remands  of  Mr.  McDermott, 
of    Clanricanie,    including    the    cost  of 
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transporting  and  escorting  him  on  each 
occasion  from  the  gaol  to  the  locality  in 
which  the  secret  Court  before  which  he 
has  been  summoned  has  been  held  1 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  have  already 
answered  this  question  in  reply  to  a 
query  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork. 

Mr.  gill  :  Is  not  the  right  hon- 
Gentleman  aware  that  Mi*.  McDermott 
has  already  been  for  10  weeks  in  gaol, 
and  is  he  not  of  opinion  that  the  time  has 
now  arrived  to  grant  his  release  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  aware  that 
Mr.  McDermott  is  in  prison  because  he 
has  refused  to  answer  the  questions  which 
have  been  put  to  him. 

Mr.  gill  :  Has  he  refused  to  answer 
any  question  that  may  be  put  to  him  in 
open  Court,  and  has  he  not  been  brought 
10  times  from  Gralway  Gkiol  to  Ballenas- 
loe,  a  distance  of  40  miles  1 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  only  know 
that  he  is  detained  in  custody  because  he 
refuses  to  give  evidence  in  regard  to  the 
conunission  of  an  outrage. 

ACr.  gill  :  Has  he  not  ofEered  again 
and  again  to  give  evidence  in  open 
Court? 

[No  answer.] 

THE  EDUCATION  CODE. 

Sir  W.  hart  DYKE :  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  on  Monday,  April  14,  I  will 
move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  the 
purpose  of  making  operative  certain 
articles  in  the  new  Education  Code  with 
reference  to  instruction  in  evening  schools 
and  the  proposed  new  Grant  to  small 
schools  in  rural  districts. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  WHl  the  BUI  be 
confined  to  those  official  subjects  ? 

Sir  W.  hart  DYKE  :  Yes ;  to  those 
special  subjects. 

PUBLIC  TRUSTEES  AND  TRUST  COM- 
PANIES' BILL. 
Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  a  question,  of  which  I 
have  given  him  private  notice,  namely, 
whether  the  Government  will  consent  to 
the  Public  Trustee  Bill  and  the  Trust 
Companies'  Bill,  which  have  now  come 
down  to  this  House,  being  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee  to  inquire  and  report 
upon  their  provisions  ? 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Yes,  we  should  cer- 
tainly propose  that  those  two  Bills  should 
Mr.  Thomas  Gill 


be  referred  to  a  Committee,  but  I  am  not 
quite  certain  whether  it  should  be  a 
Select  Committee  specially  appointed  for 
the  purpose  or  whether  it  should  be  one 
of  the  Standing  Committees. 

CRETE  AND  TUEKI8H  WAR  VESSELS. 
Mr.  BRYCE  (^Aberdeen,  S.) :  I  also 
desire  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  a  question,  of  which  I 
have  given  private  notice,  namely, 
whether  there  is  any  foundation  for  the 
statement  in  the  Times  of  this  day  tele- 
graphed  from  Athens  that  several 
Turkish  war  vessels  cruising  around 
Crete  have  endeavoured  to  disguise  their 
character  by  flying  the  British  flag ;  and 
whether,  if  the  statement  is  found  to  be 
true,  the  Government  wiU  take  prompt 
notice  of  such  unwarrantable  conduct  ? 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  We  have  heard 
that  there  was  a  rumour  at  Athens  that 
one  or  more  Turkish  men-of-war  had 
been  seen  in  the  direction  named,  under 
Italian  colours.  No  mention  was  then 
made  of  such  use  of  British  colours,  nor 
have  the  Admiralty  heard  anything  con- 
cerning these  allegations. 

Mr.  BRYCE:  May  I  ask  whether, 
considering  the  positive  way  in  which 
the  statement  is  made  in  the  TimeSy  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  take  steps  to 
inquire  whether  the  statement  is  true? 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  The  Foreign 
Office  are  hardly  bound  to  make  inquiry 
on  every  statement  that  appears  in  the 
newspapers.  I  would  remind  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  this  country  has  ships 
in  those  waters,  and  that  if  any  improper 
use  is  made  of  the  British  flag  it  is  quite 
certain  to  be  reported  to  the  Admiralty. 

THE  CONVICT  DALY. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  May  I  ask  if  the  Home 
Secretary  has  any  statement  to  make  in 
reference  to  the  prisoner  Daly  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  have  made  it  clear 
on  former  occasions  that  the  visitors  have 
written  in  answer  to  an  application  made 
to  them  stating  that  they  expect  their 
Report  to  be  ready  in  the  course  of  the 
Easter  Recess. 

EPIDEMICS  IN  IRELAND. 
Mr.  E.  HARRINGTON :  I  wish  to  ask 
whether  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
is  aware  of  the  fact  that  influenza  or 
some  other  epidemic  has  seriously  inter- 
fered   with    the    attendance    of    sdbool 
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children  in  Ireland ;  and  whether  he 
will  give  any  instructions  on  the  sub- 
ject ? 

Mk  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  will  com- 
mnnicate  with  the  authoritieg  on  the 
Hubject. 

CHABITY  COMMISSION  SCHEMES. 

Sir  E,  PAGET :  I  wish  to  ask  the  ' 
hon.  Member  for  Penrith  whether  tlie 
Charity  CJommiaaioners  will  be  prepartd 
to  Bend  to  the  clerks  of  County  Councils 
a  copy  of  every  di-uft  scheme  to  bo  pub- 
lished by  the  direction  of  the  Commis- 
sionera,  for  the  regulation  of  u  charity 
administered  for  the  benefit  of  any 
parish  or  place  within  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  County  Councils  respectively  1 

Mb.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumberland, 
Penrith)  :  The  Chain ty  Commissioners 
will  comply  with  the  request  of  any 
County  Cotmcil  which  posses  a  resolution 
requesting  to  be  supplied  with  a  copy  of 
every  draft  scheme  for  a  charity  in  that 
punty  pobliahed  after  the  date  of  such 

solution. 

NEWFOUNDLAND. 
Mb*  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagli, 
N.):  1  wish  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  AEEairs  a  question 
of  which  I  liavo  given  him  private 
notice.  It  is  whether  the  attention  of 
the  Government  has  been  called  to  the 
cablegmm  received  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Sunderland  with  refe- 
rence to  the  Newfoundland  Fishery 
Question,  in  which  it  is  alleged  that 
the  Government  of  Newfoundland  deny 
having  consented  to  the  modus  tnvendi 
between  Her  Majesty's  Government  and 
France,  alleging  that  it  had  been  only 
partially  submitted  to  Newfoundland  ? 
Is  it  true  that  the  Government  of  New- 
foundland did  not  consent  to  the  TtuKlus 
mvendi  at  present  existing,  and  is  it  true 
that  the  despatches  were  only  partially 
submitted  to  Newfoundland  ? 

♦(4,41.)  Sir  X  FERGUSSON :  With 
regard  to  the  questions  now  put  by  the 
hon.  Member,  I  answered  similar  ques- 
tions laiit  week.  I  may  state  that  the 
modus  iHveiidi  was  submitted  with  a 
view  to  meeting,  as  far  as  possible, 
the  views  of  the  Government  of  New- 
foundland. In  its  original  form  it  was 
not  consented  to  by  the  Government 
of  Newfoundland,  but  a  full  explanation 
of  the  whole  case  has  been  sent  to  the 


Government  of  Newfoundland,  and  the 
objection  which  has  been  expressed  to  it 
ie,  I  think,  founded  on  a  misapprehen- 
sion. I  think  it  would  be  much  better 
to  wait  until  the  Government  of  New- 
foundland is  in  full  possession  of  the  factc^ 
of  the  case. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND:  ConsideHng 
the  extremely  excited  condition  of 
public  opinion  in  Newfoundland  over 
tins  matter,  do  not  Her  Majesty's 
Government  congider  it  vital  to  cable  out 
the  full  text  of  the  arrangement  come  ti> 
with  France ;  and  do  the  Government 
intend  to  invite  representatives  of  New- 
foundhind  to  this  conntrj*  1 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  Her  Majesty'*; 
Government  have  expressed  their 
desii^e  that  representatives  from  New- 
foundland should  come  over  to  thiH- 
country  for  the  purj>ose  of  consultiition, 
hut  I  am  not  authorised  to  make  any* 
further  communication. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND :  In  conseqnenct- 
of  the  reply  I  have  received  I  beg  to 
give  notice  that  I  shall  call  attention  to 
this  subject  on  the  Vote  for  the  Foreign 
Office. 

THE  NEW  EDUCATION  CODE. 

Mr.  a.  J.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield): 
I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
when  his  Bill  will  bo  introduced  ? 

Sm  W,  HART  DYKE:  Monday,  14th 
April. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  Will  it  be  confined 
to  the  subjects  which  have  been  men- 
tioned ? 

Sm  W,  HART  DYKE :  It  will ;  that 
was  my  object  in  making  the   stfitement. 


PUBLIC    PETITIONS    COMMITTEE, 
Fifth  Report  brf>ught  up,  and  read  ;, 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

LAND   PURCHASE   (IRELAND)   (NAMEfct 
OF   LANDOWNERS). 
Return  ordered^ — 

"GiviDg-  the  namea  of  the  Incdowners  the- 
purcliaae  of  whoso  properties  under  '*  The  Land 
PurohBB^  (Ireland)  Act,  1885,'  has  been  eanc- 
tlooed  by  the  Iriah  L!»nd  Gommie^ion  since  the 
latday  of  January,  1889,  with  the  foUowing 
particulars  against  each  naine  :— (a)  area  of  the 
property' ;  (b)  comity  in  which  situated  ;  (c) 
total  rental  :  (d)  viiluation  ;  (e)  amount  of  pior- 
oliAse  money  ;  (f )  total  number  of  holdings  on 
the  eatato  (in  continuation  of  Returo^  No,  SU 
of  Seaaioa  1889.'*)— (ifr,  /,  MorUy.) 
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feeling  for  the  clerical  branch  of  the 
Customs.  As  regards  hours  of  work, 
those  of  the  clerical  branch  are  much  the 
same,  I  understand,  as  those  of 
the  other  clerical  Deparbments  of  the 
State,  but  the  houfs  of  duty  of  the 
practical  outdoor  staff  are  longer — so  far 
as  my  information  goes — than  those  of 
anjr  other  Dapartment  of  the  Civil 
Service.  I  find  that  officers  at  the  larger 
ports  are  often  on  duty  and,  perhaps, 
without  rest,  for  alternative,  continuous, 
periods  of  24  hours,  and  that  Sundays 
«nd  Bank  Holidays  are  included.  I 
find  that  the  Chainnan  of  the  Customs, 
commenting  on  that  statement  before 
the  Ridley  Commission,  observes  that — 
''  When  on  duty  for  24  hours,  the  officers 
are  allowed  time  for  'meals  and  for  (such  rest 
and  sleep  as  the  Service  will  permit.*' 

Well,  I  think  that  is  a  very  mild  qualifi- 
cation, and  one  that  supports  my  argu- 
ment for  inquiry.  I  find  that  the 
information  was  laid  before  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  by  Mr.  Hinks,  the 
head  of  the  Water-guard,  that  in  each 
21  days  a  man  \s  in  attendance  224  hours, 
or  10  J  hours  in  every  24,  and  is  on  duty, 
at  most,  every  other  Sunday.  That 
was  also  a  qualifying  remark  on 
the  broad  statement  of  long  hours 
that  was  laid  before  the  Ridley  Com- 
mission by  the  outdoor  Department. 
I  ihink  it  will  be  seen  by  every 
'One  who  peruses  the  Report  of  that 
Oommission,  or  reads  the  Appendix,  that 
it  is  officially  acknowledged  that  the 
hours  are  longer  than  in  the  clerical 
Departments  of  the  Services.  Then  the 
outdoor  staff  have  less  cHances  of  pro- 
motion than  the  indoor.  They  receive, 
on  an  average,  less  pay,  and  they  are 
longer  on  duty,  and  yet  they  do  all  the 
practical  work  of  the  Customs  Depart- 
ment. ,  The  origin  of  this  state  of 
things,*  so  far  as  I  am  able  to  ascertain, 
began  in  1882.  In  that  year  there  was 
u  g^eat  re^organisation  of  the  Customs 
Department,  and,  as  far  as  I  can  make 
out,  it  resulted  in  the  rapid  promotion 
and  increased  payments  of  the  clerical 
heads  of  the  Customs,  and  an  increase 
of  work  and  reduced  chances  of  promo- 
tion to  the  outdoor  practical  staff.  Pre- 
vious to  June,  1882,  the  clerical  work  of 
the  warehousing  branch  of  the  Port  of 
London  was  performed  by  an  indoor 
speoial  clerical  staff  of  269  officials  with 
average  salaries  of  £250  a  year ;  but  in 
Sir  John  Colomb 


1882  the  work  was   transferred  as  an 
additional  duty  to  the  outdoor  Beirioes, 
performed  by  the  practical  officers,  whose 
average  salaries  at  that  time  were  about 
£128  a  year.     In  order  .to  compensate 
the  outdoor  staff    for    the    unpleasant 
effect  of  this  amalgamation  a  new  classi- 
fication of  the   staff  was  not  only  pro- 
mised,      but      actually     approved      of 
by     the     Treasury.      In     effect,    that 
classification     was      to     provide     supe- 
rior   appointments    and    improvements 
in  the  status  of  the  officials  in  the  higher 
Department  of    the    outdoor  branch  of 
the  Customs.     But  the  promise  has  not 
been  kept.    The  classification  was  altered, 
and  the   benefits  promised   by  it  were 
withheld.     In  the  revised  classification 
the  number  of  higher  posts  was  cut  down 
and  a  new  lower  and  cheaper  grade  of 
outdoor  officers — called    '*  assistants  " — 
was  added  at  the  bottom  of  the  classifi- 
cation.     The    increase    at    the    bottom 
was  to  compensate  for  the   cutting  off 
at  the  top  of  those   good  appointments 
and   better    prospects   afforded    by   the 
original  classification.     I  find  that  since 
1 882  the  general  Customs  staff  has  been 
materially  reduced,  and  I  find  also  that 
there   are   now   only  112   persons   em- 
ployed overlooking  and   superintending 
the    outdoor     Customs   work    for    the 
whole    of    the     ports    of    the     United 
Elingdom.     Since  1883  the  practical  staff 
of  the  Port  of  London  has  been  reduced 
by   something    like    22   surveyors  and 
8   first-class  examining    officers;  and  I 
find  on  comparing  the  Board  of  Trade 
Shipping  Returns  of  1882  and  1888  that 
while,   on   the    one   hand,    the  clerical 
Department  has  been  cutting  down  the 
superintendents  and  practical  officers  of 
the    Port    of    London,    the    aggregate 
number  of  tons  of  shipping  entering  the 
port  has  been  1,500,000  tons  greater  in 
1888  than  in  1882.     Now,  the  result  of 
all   this,  however    satisfactory  it    may 
have   been  to  the  clerical  Department, 
has  been  that  the  work  of  the  practical 
Department  has  been  increased,  whiLlt 
the  promotion  has  been  retarded.     I  find 
that,  taking  the  last  decade  and  diyiding 
it  into  two  portions  of  five  years  eac^  In 
the  five  years  ending  1888  there  were 
43    less    promotions    from    seeond-olM 
examining  officers  to  first-class  eraminftig 
officers  than  there  were  in  188S;.wi*-T 
find  that  in  the  five  years  endkgj* 
the  promotions    of    mferior  '  gfWl 
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will  go  to  the  root  of  the  matter.      The 
Customs  Department  performs  two  groat 
functions.       Firat,  the  overhauling   and 
minute  examination  of  all  ^hips,  of  alt 
cargoes,  of  all  passengers,  and  of  all  the 
effects    of   passengers   coming  into   the 
Kingdom,     and     various    other      com* 
plex  duties  connected  with  bonded  ware- 
houses, the  exj>ort  trade,  transhipments, 
and   the   gauging   duties.      This    work 
is  done  by  the  pnictical  or  nnt-door  staff 
of  the   Customs,       The  .secoud   fnnctiini 
is  the   recording  of   the   results  of  such 
overhauling  and  minute  pei*sonal  exami- 
nation by  the  practical  stiiff.     This  re- 
cording is  done  by  the  clerical  or  indoor 
staff.     Now,  the  centi*al  superintending 
estabU8hraent  over  this  duplex  Organisa- 
tion consists  of  a  BDanl  of  three  Com- 
missioners, a  Secretary's  Office*  a  Surveyor 
General's  Office,  an  Accountant  General 
and     Controller's    Office ,    a    Statistical 
Branch,  and  a  Bill  of  Entry  Branch.   The 
superintending  establishment  is  composed 
of  207  officials  in  the  proportion  of  about 
3  of  the  pi-actical    staff   to    204    of  the 
clerical.       Two  out   of  the  three   Com- 
missioners  were   Treasury   clerks ;    the 
third  Avas  a  War  Office  clerk,  while  the 
Secretary   was    also    a    Treasury   clerk. 
Thus,  the  general  administration  is  almost 
exclusively  in  the   hands  of  gentlemen 
without  previous  practical  experience  of 
Costoma  work.     Thereat  of  the  Cnstoms 
Department  is  organised    in   establish- 
ments   at    the    various   ports,    such   as  \ 
London,  Liverpool,  and  elsewhere,    and 
each    of     these    Departments    at    each 
port      is      divided      into      indoor      and 
outdoor  branches — or,  as  I  prefer  to  call 
them,    the  clerical  and  practical   staffs. 
The  duties  of  the  clerical  sttiff  of  a  port 
establishment  do   not   materially   differ 
from  clerical  work  in  other  Departments 
of   the  State,      But   the   duties  of   the 
practical    staff    at    the   port  are    heavy, 
complicated,  peculiar,  and  various.      The 
practical  or  outdoor  staff  are  on  duty  by 
night  as  well  as  by  day  ;  they  are  exposed 
to  all   the  vicissitudes  of  the  weather. 
Rain  or  shine,  fog  or  storm,   in  rough  or 
smooth    water,     their    work     must    be 
done.       Upon    the    activity,    vigilance, 
and  accuracy  of  these  officer^!,  the  Cus. 
toms    Revenue    depends.      Upon    their 
tact,    temper,   and   judgment    also    de- 
pends    the     smocith     working    of    the 
gigantic  foreign  trade  of  the  country.    In 
)888|  the  ag£pregat€    tonnage    of  ships 


dealt   with    was    68 J    millions   of   tons. 
The  value   of  the   imports   and  exports 
dealt  TV'ith  by  the  practical  staff   in  that 
year  amounted   to   £685,500,000,     The 
net  duty  from  weighing  and  gauging  all 
dutiable    goods   and   assessing   Customs 
Revenue     amounted    to     £21,000,000. 
Then   they    have    the    keeping    of    the 
accoants  of  goods  in  308  bonded  ware- 
houses.   They  have  charge  of  Quarantine 
Duties,  the    examination  of    passengers' 
btiggage,    of  shi|js*   stores,  of   dangerous 
oils  and   explosives,  and  of   cattle;  and 
they  have  to  see  that  there  is  no  evasion 
of    the    law    with    respect    to  indecent 
publications  and  to  British  ti'ade  marks. 
Tliey  have  to  verify  statistics  with  regard 
to    imports,    and    to    enforce    the    law 
respecthig   copyright,      Tliey  have    also 
their  duties  connected  with  the  bonded 
warehouse,    including   the    examination 
and  certitication  of  the  shipments  of  all 
bonded   and   drriw-back   goods,  and    the 
authorisation  of  all  the  deliveries  from 
bonded  warehouses.     Taking  the  number 
of  the  examining  staff,  every  examining 
officer  overhauls  annually,  on  the  average, 
over    40,000    tons   of    shipping    in  the 
year,      supervises    over     £400,000     of 
imports  and  exports,    and  assesses  over 
£1!2,000    of     Revenue.      That    justifies 
the    stiitement    that    the  duties  of    the 
practical  staff  are   complex  and  various. 
In  order  to  bring  the  ground  fnr  inqiHfy 
into  as  small  a  focus  as  possible,   1  will 
now   contine   myself  to   iUustniting  my 
point  by  taking  the  establishment  of  tht' 
Port  of  L*mdon  as  exhibiting  tV*e  gene  ml 
conditions   which    I    think    should     be 
inquired    into.     The    establishment     of 
the  Port  of  London  consists  of  a  clerical 
staff  of  92,  and  of  an  outdoor  staff   of 
1,278  ;  and  I  find  that  the  aveinge  salary 
of  the  clerical  staff  is  £293,   whilst  the 
average   salary  of  the  outdoor    staff    is 
only     £140,      Now,    this     exemplificK 
sufficiently  one  of  the   points  which,  1 
think,     demands    careful     examination » 
namely,  that  the  average   salaiy  of  the 
practical    or    outdoor   staff   is  less  than 
half  the  salary   of  the  clerical  or  indoor 
staff.     This    great    discrepancy    in    the 
salary    averages    is   a  matter  which,  I 
tliink,  in  view  of  what"  I  have  brought 
before  the   House,  demands  aeriouB  and 
carefttl      investigation.      I      can      only 
account  for  it  by  remembering  that  the 
Treasuiy  itself  is  a  thoroughly  clerical 
Department,  and  naturally  has  a  fellow- 
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feeling  for  the  clerical  branch  of  fclie 
Oostoras.  As  in?garda  hours  of  work, 
those  of  the  clerical  branch  are  much  the 
gUiUie,  I  tttiderstand,  as  those  of 
the  other  clerical  Departments  of  th€^ 
State,  but  the  hoars  of  duty  of  the 
{iractical  outdoor  staff  are  longer — so  far 
as  ray  information  goes — than  those  of 
«iy  other  Dt^partinent  of  the  Civil 
Service.  I  find  that  officers  at  the  larger 
ports  are  often  on  duty  and,  perhaps^ 
without  rest,  for  alternative,  continuous^ 
periods  of  24  hours,  and  that  Sundays 
and  Bank  Holidays  are  included.  I 
£nd  that  the  Chairman  of  the  Customs, 
oommenting  on  that  statement  before 
the  Ridley  Commission,  observes  that — 
**  When  on  duty  for  24  hours,  the  officers 
aro  allowed  time;  for 'meals  and  for  [auch  rest 
and  Bleep  as  the  Service  will  permit.'' 

Well,  I  think  that  is  a  very  mild  qualifi- 
4jation,  and  one  that  supports  my  argu- 
ment for  inquiry.  T  find  that  tlie 
information  was  laid  before  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  by  Mr.  Hinks,  the 
head  of  the  Wat-er-guard»  that  in  each 
•il  days  a  man  is  in  attendance  224  hours, 
or  I  Of  hours  in  every  24,  and  is  on  duty, 
nfc  most,  every  other  Sunday.  That 
wjui  also  a  qualifying  remark  on 
the  broad  statement  of  long  hours 
that  was  laid  before  the  Ridley  Com- 
mission by  the  outdoor  Department, 
I  ihink  it  will  be  seen  by  every 
<Mio  who  peruses  the  Report  *»f  that 
Oommiaaion,  or  reads  the  Appendix,  that 
it  IB  officially  acknowledt^ed  that  the 
hours  are  longer  than  in  the  cleritinl 
Departments  of  the  Services.  Then  the 
outdoor  staff  have  less  cliances  of  pi*o- 
motion  than  the  indoor.  They  receive, 
on  an  average,  less  pay,  and  they  are 
longer  on  duty,  and  yet  they  do  all  the 
practical  work  of  the  Customs  Depart- 
jTumt.  The  origin  of  this  state  of 
things,'  90  far  as  I  am  able  to  ascertain, 
began  in  1882.  Tn  that  year  there  was 
i*  great  re-organisation  of  the  Customs 
Department-*  and,  a8  ftvr  as  I  can  make 
out,  it  resulted  in  the  rapid  promotion 
and  increased  paj^ments  of  the  clerical 
h»ads  of  the  Customs,  and  an  increase 
of  work  and  rediiced  chances  of  promo- 
t'toti  to  the  outdoor  practical  staff.  Pre- 
vious to  June,  1882,  the  clerical  work  of 
tho  warehousing  branch  of  the  Port  of 
Iiondon  was  performed  by  an  indoor 
t^pecial  clerical  staff  of  269  officials  with 
average  salaries  of  £250  a  year ;  but  in 
Sir  John  Col&mb 


1882   the   work  was    transferred   as   an 
additional  duty  to  tlie  outdoor  services^ 
performed  by  the  practical  officers,  whose 
average  salaries  at  that  time  were  about 
£128  a  year.     In  order  .to  compensate 
the  outdoor  staff     for    the    unpleas&ut 
effect  of  this  amalgamation  a  new  daasi- 
fioation   of  the    staff  was  not  only  pro^ 
raised,       but      actually     approved      of 
by     the     Treasuiy*      In     effect,    that 
classification     wus      to     provide     supe- 
rior   appointments    and    improvement « 
in  the  status  of  the  officials  in  the  higher 
Department  of    the    outdoor  bnwieh   of 
the  Cust^nxs.     But  the  promise  has  not 
been  kept*    The  classification  was  altered, 
and  the    benefits  pn:»mised    by  it  were 
withheld.     In   the  revised  classification 
the  number  of  higher  pLists  was  cut  down 
and  a  new  lower  and  cheaper  grade  of 
out<loor  oflSoers— Ciilled    *' assistauts  " — 
was  added  at  the  bottom  of  the  classifi- 
e;\tion.      The     increase     at    the    bottom 
was  to  compensate  for   the    cutting   off 
at  the   top  of  those   good  appointments 
and    better    prospects    afforded    by   the 
original  classifieatir^u-     I  find  that  since 
1882  the  general  Customs  staff  hafi  been 
materially  reduced,  and   1  find  also  that 
there   are   now    only   112    persons    era 
ployed  overlooking   and   superintending 
the    outdoor     Customs   work     for    the 
whole    of    the     ports    of    the     United 
Kingdom.     Since  1883  the  pi^actical  staff 
of  the  Port  of  London  has  been  reduced 
by    Home  thing    like     22    surveyors  and 
8    first-class   examining    officers;  and    1 
find   on  comparing  the  Board  of  Trade 
Shipping  Returns  of  1882  find  1888  that 
while,    on    the    one   hand,    the  clerirail 
Department  has  been   cutting  down  the 
superintendents  and  practical  officers  of 
the    Port    of     London,    the     aggregate 
number  of  tons  of  shipping  entering  thr 
port  has  been  1,500,000  tons  greater  in 
1888  than  in  1882.     Now,  the  result  of 
all    this,  however    satisfactory   it    may 
have    l)een   to   the  clerical  Department, 
has  been  that  the  work  of  the  practical 
Department  luus  lieen    increased,   whilst 
the  promotion  has  IweTi  retarded.     I  find 
that,  taking  the  last  decade  and  dividing 
it  into  two  portions  of  five  years  eadi^  iJi 
the  five  years   ending  1888  there  were 
43    less    promotions    from    second^oliifls 
examining  officers  to  first-class  examining 
officers  than  there  were  in  1883  ;  and  I 
find  that  in  the  five  years  ending  IS$^ 
the   promotions    of    inferior    grades    to 
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assistant  eiaminmg  c»fficers  and  examining 
officers  and  g-angers  were  425^  Imt  in  the 
five  years  «ndinor  1888  the  number  of 
promotions  had  fallen  to  311,  so  titat  the 
decrease  of  promotions  for  these  two 
periods,  and  for  that  particuUir  step  of 
advancement,  has  been  114.  1  find  that 
in  1888  there  were  only  six  promotions 
to  first-class,  while  the  average  of  such 
promotions  in  previous  years  was  28. 
8o  that,  with  increased  duties,  there  has 
been  a  decrease  of  prospects  of  promotion 
in  the  Outdoor  Department.  In  order, 
as  it  appears  to  me,  to  get  the  practical 
work  done  with  leas  hands,  and  to  avoid 
increasing  tlie  cost,  the  Department  has 
had  to  resort  to  the  plan  of  having  tem- 
porary makeshift  appointments — acting 
men  and  acting  assistants  who  belong  to 
the  lower  grade,  and  wliilst  doing  the 
work  of  the  higher  grade,  receive  the  pay 
of  the  lower.  This  is  naturally  a  grievance 
to  the  lower  grade  officers,  and  my  point 
ta  that  on  br^wi  grounds  of  public  policy 
it  is  a  bad  system  that  responsibilities 
assigned  to  a  jiarticular  class  of 
individuals  should,  because  you  have 
an  insufficient  number  of  such  men,  bts 
imposed  on  men  of  an  inferior  grade. 
Thus  inferior  officers  of  the  practical 
staff  are  employed  on  superior  dut)' 
without  extra  remuneration,  although 
the  work  has  been  increasing,  a 
thing  which,  in  itself,  it  seems  to  me, 
-deserves  very  searching  inquirj%  There 
is  a  matter  in  connection  with  tliis 
subject  to  which  I  think  I  am  justified 
in  drawing  the  attention  of  the  House. 
r  am  not  going  to  lalx>ur  the  point, 
and  I  am  not  going  to  say  that  the 
statistics  I  give  are  such  as  juBtlfy 
a  strong  pronouncement  of  opinion ; 
but  they  are  curious  and  interest 
ing,  because  it  does  appear  to  me  that 
as  it  is  the  pmctical  staff  that  stands 
between  this  country  and  evasion  by 
dutiable  goods,  and  on  their  efficiency 
and  their  work  depends  the  revenue  of 
the  country,  there  should  be  a  very 
minute  inquiry  to  ascertain  whether 
all  the  changes  which  have  occurred 
since  1882  to  the  detiiment  of  the 
practical  staff  have  not  led  to  a  de- 
cline, to  some  extent,  of  that  revenue. 
During  the  past  eight  years,  whilst  these 
changes  which  have  tended  to  diminish 
the  number  of  the  practical  staff  were 
occurring,  there  has  been  a  ^eat  advance 
in  our  national  business.    The  tonnage  of 


the  ships  entering  and  clearing  the  ports  of 
the  United  Kingdomiu  1 888  was  7,000,000 
tons  greater  than  1882.  That  means 
a  largely  increased  number  of  ships,  and 
means  a  great  increase  of  personal 
e^certion  in  overhauling  7,000,000  tons  of 
additional  shipping.  Then^  if  you  take 
the  Export  and  Import  Returns  of  1882, 
and  compare  them  with  those  of  15?8&, 
you  will  find  that  goods  of  the  value 
of  £21,000,000  more  in  the  last-named 
year  than  the  former  had  to  pass  under 
the  supervision  and  c^mstant  examina- 
tion of  the  practiciil  outdoor  staff.  The 
increase  in  the  supervision  of  passengers 
and  their  baggage  it  is  impossible  to 
state,  for  the  reason  that  whilst  there  is  a 
record  kept  of  immigration  and  emigra- 
tion from  and  to  places  outside  Europe, 
there  is  none  in  regard  to  European 
immigrations  and  emigrations.  In  the 
record  that  exists,  T  find  that  the  emigra* 
tion  and  immigration  figures  in  188L* 
were  78,000  passengers,  whereas  in  1888 
they  were  139,000,  or  an  increase  of  64 
per  cent.  It  is  fair  to  assume  that  in  the 
unrecorded  emigration  and  immigration 
the  increase  has  been  as  great.  Therefore, 
it  will  be  seen  that  there  has  been  an  in- 
c revise  in  the  amount  of  work  the  outdoor 
Custom  Hoiuse  officers  have  had  to  perform , 
But  in  addition  to  that,  tliis  House  has 
imposed  and  placed  fresh  duties  on  the 
practical  staff  since  1882.  The  enforce- 
ment of  the  provisions  of  the  Merchan- 
dise Marks  Act  of  1887  is  one  of  these 
fresli  duties.  The  new  work  created  by 
the  excellent  Wine  Duties  Act  of  1888 
is  another.  Then  tliere  is  the  Registry 
of  Fishing  Boats  Act  of  1886,  witii  re- 
spect to  wliich  new  duties  are  imposed 
and  increased  labour  is  also  thrown  on 
them  by  the  new  system  of  gauging 
casks  to  the  quart  instead  of  to  the 
integral  gallon.  There  is  also  the  testing 
of  spirits  for  ^*  obscnration*"  It  is  a 
curious  fact  that,  in  spite  of  all  the 
increase  of  trade  and  business,  the 
revenue  from  Customs  Duty  stagnates 
in  a  way  not  to  be  satisfactorily  ac- 
counted for  by  the  alterations  made  in 
tlie  amounts  of  t!ie  duties.  The  Cus- 
toms Returns,  oddly  enough,  show  that 
the  revenue  collected  has,  since  1882 
fallen  as  the  number  of  officers  of  the 
outdoor  department  htus  diminished.  I 
do  not  base  any  strong  argument  upon 
the  fact;  I  merely  notice  the  coincidence. 
I  have  not  been  able  to  work  out  the 
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variaiioiis  due  to  alterations  iu  duty,  and 
there  are  various  nice  considerations  to 
be  taken  into  account  before  it  would  be 
safe  to  lay  down  the  doctriue  that  the 
revenue  has  fallen,  because  the  number 
of  officers  has  been  reduced,  and  the 
number  of  duties  ihiposed  upon  the 
Department  haij  increai^cd.  There  L*? 
another  odd  fact.  As  the  number  of 
officQrs  of  Customs  has  been  reduced, 
the  number  of  seizures  of  smuggled 
goods  has  increased.  It  is  interesting  in 
this  respect  io  comjmre  the  fia;nre8  of 
1882  with  those  of  1889.  In  1882  the 
number  of  established  Customs  officers 
was  5,223.  In  1889  it  had  fallen  to 
4,595 — a  decrease  of  628.  The  revenue 
collected  in  1882  was  £22,175,937, 
whilst  that  collected  in  1889  was  only 
J&2 1,888 ^603~a  decrease  of  over  a 
quarter  of  a  million.  The  seizures  of 
smuggled  goods  in  1882 numbered  l,698» 
and  in  1889  they  had  risen  to  4,354— an 
increase  of  2,656.  Tlie  convictions  for 
smuggling  in  1882  numbered  1^516,  and 
in  1889  3,294  -an  increase  of  1,778 
cases.  The  number  of  seizures  of 
tobacco  and  spirits  had  in  seven  years 
increased  by  113  per  cent.  When  it  is 
remembered  that  goods  seizt'd  are  liable 
to  treble  duty,  it  is  evident  that  in 
order  to  make  smuggling  profitable 
there  must  be  at  least  some  three 
successful  evasions  of  duty  to  com- 
pensate for  each  failure.  Therefore, 
we  may  approximately  compute  the 
numter  of  castas  of  smuggling  last  year 
at  some  10,000  oases,  over  8,000  of 
which  were  not  detected.  The  revenue 
from  unmanufactured  tobacco,  which  is 
most  likely  to  be  affected  by  an  increase 
in  smuggling,  is  tolerably  stritionar}^  in 
spite  of  the  increase  of  population  in  the 
last  decade.  The  consumption  of  tobacco 
per  head  of  tlie  papulation  given  in  the 
Statistical  Abstntct  is,  of  course,  based  only 
upon  the  consumption  of  t<:)l)acco  which  has 
paid  duty.  I  find  that  in  1868  it  amounted 
to  1*35  lb«.,  whilst  in  1878  it  wns  1*44  lbs,, 
showing  an  increase  of  9-100th8  of  a  lb. 
of  tobacco  per  head.  But  this  ratio  of 
increase  has  not  been  kept  up,  for  in  the  1 0 
years  between  1878  and  1888  the  increase 
was  only  l-lOOths  per  head.  It  is 
certainly  difficult  to  reconcile  these 
figures  with  one's  own  observation  as  to 
the  practice  of  smoking  except  by  assum- 
ing that  large  quantities  of  tobacco  reach 
the  country  without  having  paid  duty. 
Sir  John  Colmnh 


As  a  proof  that  smoking  has  increafit^d 
I  may  mention  the  fact  of  the  new 
institution  of  smoking  concerts  con- 
stantly  given  by  almost  all  the  political 
clubs  in  the  Kingdom.  I  find  also  tha 
the  number  of  occasional  dealers  licensed 
in  1889  was  nearly  fourfold  that  in  187 
These  facts  seem  to  me  to  show  that  tht* 
consumption  of  tobacco  is  increasing,  lind 
is  not  practically  stfinding  still,  as  would 
appear  from  the  Statistical  Abstract.  In 
conclusion,  I  would  mention  that  the 
whole  case  of  the  complaints  of  the  out- 
door staff  was  laid  before  the  Ridley.. 
Commission  and  wjis  commented  on 
by  the  Clerical  Head  and  the^ 
Secretary  of  the  Customs  Service, 
The  Commissioners  reported  that  they 
*'  did  not  feel  themselves  in  a  p<Jsition  to 
report  in  detail,'^  and  for  so  declining  to 
report  they  gave  as  a  reason  tliat 

*' It  voold  require  much  more  accor^it©  and 
techniLal  knowledge  than  could  possibly  be 
our  command,  before  we  could  give  opinion »^ 
ftdverfie  to  those  entertained  by  responaibl^ 
hertda  of  offices,  who  are  so  thoroughly  ac- 
quainted with  the  character  of  the  work,*'  &oJI 

And  so  the  Commission  left  the  qnestion 
to  the  Treasnry.  1  wonld  ask  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  to  devise  some 
machinery  for  an  inqniry  being  conducted 
**  with  more  accurate  and  technical 
knowledge "  than  the  Commissionera 
passessed^  and  by  which  a  thorough  and 
im|.tartial  investigation  may  be 
into  the  whole  question.  The  House 
aware  that  neither  the  present  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen) 
nor  the  present  Financial  Secretary  (l~ 
Jackson)  is  responsible  for  the  pulling  i 
pieces  of  the  Customs  machinery  in  1882. 
I  fully  recognise  the  difficulty  of  putting 
right  a  huge  and  complex  administrative 
mjichine  after  it  was  pulled  to  pieces  by 
^prentice  hands  eight  years  ago,  and 
after  it  has  been  tinkered  ydth.  ever 
since.  I  recognise  also  that  the  cry  for 
econ(>my  in  this  House  involves  cheese- 
paring in  the  lower  grades  of  Depart- 
ments.  T  am  fully  alive  to  the  fact  that 
there  are  inherent  evils  and  dangers  ta 
the  administration  of  the  Services  by  the 
modern  system  of  multitudinous  Com- 
missions and  Inquiries,  which  are  often 
at  cross  purposes  with  each  other*  1 
apprehend  that  the  ever-increasing  de 
mands  on  the  time  and  attention  of 
Ministers  by  the  continually  accumu- 
lating power  of  Parliamentary  talk,  is 
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really  shifting  tlie  practical  duties  of 
^mmistration  from  their  hands  to  those 
of  permanent  clerical  officials,  who  in 
theory  are  their  subordinates.  It  appears 
to  me  that  as  the  time  and  attention  of 
Ministers  is  more  and  more  absorbed  by 
this  Hoofia  than  by  the  Departments 
over  which  they  preside,  so  ninst  the 
permanent  clerical  officials  transfer  to 
themselves  more  and  more  of  the  admini- 
strative functions  of  Ministers.  For  the 
gi-ave  evils  I  have  ventured  to  bring 
before  the  House  I  blame  not  men  but 
the  modern  system,  and  I  bring  forward 
ray  Motion  on  the  ground  of  its  import- 
ance, and  because  I  am  persuaded  of  its 
public  necessity. 

Amendment  proposed^  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  ''  That  *'  to  the  end  of  the 
Question,  In  order  to  add  the  words — 

"In  the  iotereats  of  the  Revenue  and  fcho 
(^Qmrnercial  and  shippiog  transai^tions  of  the 
United  Kingdoni,  it  h  expedient  that  spoolal 
inqoirj  should  he  made  into  the  organisation 
of  the  CaetoniB  Department^  particularly  aa 
regards  tbo  position,  the  houra^  and  the  over- 
time of  the  outdoor  officers,  upon  which  sub- 
Jeots  the  Royal  CommiBsionera  on  Civil  Estab- 
lishin&ate  were  anable  fco  report,  and  therefore 
remitted  to  the  TreftBury  to  deal  with," — {Sir 
John  Colomh,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  sttind  part  of  the 
Qaestion/* 

(5.35.)  Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (North- 
ampton) :  In  rising  to  second  the  Amend 
ment  moved  by  the  hon,  and  gallant 
Gentleman,  I  wish  to  isay  I  am  placed  in 
an  exceedingly  ditBcult  position  by  the 
concluding  words  of  bis  speech.  If  I 
fancied  anything  I  was  likely  to  say  in 
support  of  theAmendment  tended  in  any 
way  against  the  policy  of  economy  which 
I  understand  both  Front  Benches  prac- 
tically concur  in,  I  should  be  extremely 
loth  to  occupy  the  time  of  the  House. 
But  there  is  economy  and  economy,  and 
if  the  case  presented  with  so  much  detail 
by  the  hon,  and  gallant  Member  has 
anything  in  it,  as  I  think  it  has,  a  ground 
for  inquiry  has  been  nmde  out.  It  is 
true  that  many  evils  necessarily  result 
from  raising  discussions  in  this  House 
upon  the  administration  of  the  various 
Departments;  but  I  think  that  is  an  evil 
inherent  in  our  system  of  Parliamentary 
Government^  and  it  is  no  use  deploring 


it  at  tlie  present  moment  Ministers  are 
under  the  control  of  Parliament,  to  some 
extent  at  any  rate,  and  evils  in  the  De- 
partments should  be  brought  before  the 
House  in  order  that  Parliament  may 
underatjind  wliat  it,  is  giving  Ministers 
money  for,  Prinid  facie  I  would  suggest 
that,  if  there  were  no  snch  grounds 
presented  as  have  been  presented  in 
support  of  this  proposal,  the  fact 
that  general  inquiries  have  been 
deemed  necessary  by  lloyal  Com- 
missions in  the  other  Departments 
would  involve  the  possibility  that  such 
an  inquiry  might  be  necessary  here.  If 
it  be  true  that,  coupled  witli  the  re- 
duction of  the  Customs  staff,  from  various 
parts  of  the  coasts  and  creeks  smuggling 
has  increased,  some  inquiry  is  necessary. 
I  see  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
contradicts  that,  and  I  am  sure  his  means 
of  information  are  more  complete  than  can 
possibly  be  those  at  my  disposal  ;  but  then 
we  have  before  us  the  fact  that  there  has 
been  no  increase  of  revenue  proportionate 
to  the  increase  of  population.  I  see  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  says  I  am 
wrung  in  that.  I  know  there  is  nothing 
more  deceptive  than  a  mass  of  figures  ; 
but  I  am  bound  to  say  it  SL^ems  to  me  to 
be  the  case  at  the  moment  that  there 
lias  not  been  the  increase  of  revenue 
from  tolmcco  and  spirits  which  one  woulil 
expect  in  view  of  the  increase  of  popvi- 
lation.  Of  coarse,  if  this  was  due  in  the 
greater  sobriety  of  the  people — and  1 
lielieve  the  masses  of  the  working-classes 
are  growiag  more  sober  year  by  year — it 
would  be  a  matter  of  congratulation. 
But  the  statement  made  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  seems  to  show  tlui^ 
there  has  been  an  increase  of  smuggling 
all  round,  and  the  increase  in  sei^uiva 
and  convictions  seems  to  show  that  a 
business  of  no  inconsiderable  extent 
is  carried  on.  Certainly  I  think 
some  inquiry  should  be  made  into 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman's 
allegations.  Since  the  Playfair  inquiry ^ 
in  1875,  the  conditions  under  which 
these  Civil  servants  work  have  not 
been  inquired  into.  This  evening,  in 
reply  to  a  question  I  put  to  him,  the 
Seci*etary  to  the  Treasury  said  some  of 
these  men  are  ke{)t  at  their  work  con- 
tinuously  for  a  period  of  24  hours, 

•►The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY,(Mr.  Jacksox,  Leeds,  K,)  t  No,  I 
did  not  eay  that.     There  is  a  confusion 
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of  terms.     I  said  thej  were  iti  attend- 
ance for  duty, 

Mr.  BRAjDLAUGH:  But  they  are 
liable  to  be  called  upon  at  any  time 
during  the  24  hours,  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  his 
happy  life  ever  had  the  disadrantage  of 
being  liable  t«:»  be  called  upon  in  this 
way.  Having  been  part  of  my  life 
subject  to  a  command  of  **  guards,  turn 
out,"  I  am  bound  to  say  that  a  man  who 
18  liable  to  be  called  upon  at  any  time  in 
24  hours,  even  if  he  has  convenience 
for  refit,  is  certainly  not  in  a  very 
enviable  position,  Wlien  we  are  told 
that  in  the  case  of  the  Harpy  cutter 
no  bedding  is  provided  for  the 
men  who  are  on  duty,  it  is  quite 
clear  that  the  authorities  think  that 
the  men  are  likely  to  be  called  upon 
so  often  that  the  beds  would  not  he  much 
used  if  they  were  provided,  I  do  not 
want  to  stand  between  the  Government 
and  the  Yotea  they  wish  to  take,  and 
therefore  I  simply  suggest  that  a  primd 
facie  case  has  been  made  out  by  the 
Mover  of  the  Amendment  for  some 
inquiry.  Tht^  hon,  and  galknt  Gentle- 
man does  not  ask  for  a  Royal  Commis- 
sion or  for  an  inquiry  by  the  House — 
forma  of  inquiry  which  I  expect  would 
not  be  Weil  received  by  au)-  one  con- 
nected with  the  Department.  But  surely 
fclie  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  might 
himself  undertake  some  inquiry,  or  under- 
take that  special  attention  should  be  paid 
io  this  matter,  so  that  Parliament  should 
see  there  was  no  real  grievance  which 
was  left  unredressed.  I  understand  by 
his  manner  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  assents  to  the  view  I  am  ex- 
pressing. If  that  is  so,  I  am  loth  to 
occupy  the  time  of  the  House  longer. 

(5,43.)  Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTOIfE 
(Edinburgh,  Mid  Lothian) :  It  apjiears  to 
me  that  there  is  one  very  simple  and  quite 
conclusive  ground  for  the  Amendment 
which  almost  precludes,  and  certainly 
does  not  require,  any  lengthened  dis* 
cussion.  There  seems  to  be  no  dij^pute 
alxjut  the  fact  tlmt  there  has  been  an 
inquiry  into  the  organisation  of  the  Civil 
Service  establishments,  and  that  those 
who  were  charged  with  that  inquiry  have 
not  been  able,  from  want  of  time,  to  under- 
take an  examination  into  the  organisation 
of  the  Cnstoms  Department.  It  is,  there- 
fore, in  point  of  fsict  a  question  of  what 
lias  been  recognised  as  a  public  duty,  com- 
Mr,  Jackson 


bined  with  the  evidence  bpforo  us  that  a 
portion  of  that  public  duty  remains  un* 
fulfilled.  I  therefore  think  the  Amende 
ment  of  the  hon,  and  gallant  Member 
obviously  reason  able  in  the  purpose 
which  it  contempljites,  and  I  gathered 
from  difFerent  indications  that  the 
Goveinment  are  not  indisposed  to  accede 
to  that  opinion.  It  appears  to  me  also 
that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  has 
exercised  a  sound  discretion  in  avoiding 
any  endeavour  by  the  terms  of  bis 
Amendment  t^  limit  the  action  of  the 
Government  as  to  the  nature— the  precise 
machinery — of  the  inquiry  they  are  to 
make,  and  I  would  suggest,  if  it  should 
appear  that  there  is  a  general  concurrence 
with  regard  to  the  puqxjse  in  view,  that 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  should 
show  a  further  discretion  by  withdrawing 
his  Amendment  on  the  clear  understand- 
ing that  the  Government  are  to  discover 
for  themselves  and  to  state  to  the  Houi*e 
what  they  deem  to  be  the  best  machinery 
of  inquiry,  1  think  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  will  feel — as  I  myself  certainly 
feel,  and  strongly  feel — that  there  ought 
never  to  be  any  interference  by  the 
House,  through  any  vote  or  Motion,  in  a 
question  of  the  administration  of  a 
Public  Department,  except  whereanecus* 
sity  for  such  interference  has  arisen. 
No  necessity  for  such  interference  can  Ix? 
Miid  to  Imve  jirisen  when  ihc  object  cJon- 
templated  by  the  Amendment  is  one 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  admit 
to  be  reasonable,  and  with  respect  to 
which  they  are  prepared  to  provide 
adequate  means  for  carrying  it  into 
.effect.  Upon  that  supposition  I  re- 
commend the  Mover  and  Seconder 
of  the  Amendment  not  to  ask  the 
House  til  come  to  a  vote  on  the  Amend- 
ment. I  am  bound  to  say  I  have  another 
reason  for  wishing  that  the  House  should 
not  come  to  a  vote  upon  the  Amendment, 
and  that  is  that  while  I  commend  what 
seems  to  me  the  sound  judgment  of  the 
Mover  of  the  Amendment  in  respect  to 
the  discretion  he  allows  to  the  Govern- 
ment, and  in  respect  to  the  substantial 
justice  of  his  object,  I  certainly  should 
not  like  tti  be  pledged  to  the  general 
colour  and  tendency  of  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugh)  luis  said  tliat  nothing  would 
induce  him  to  second  the  Amendment  if 
he   thought   there   was  anything  in   it 
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which  would  be  adverse  to  public 
economy.  Then  the  hon.  Member  said 
"but  there  is  economy  and  eeonomy/* 
Will  he  forgive  me  for  saying  that  that 
18  a  remark  which  I  liave  often  heard  used 
in  this  House  t  No  doubt  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber used  it  with  a  good  object.  The  fact 
is,  every  one  who  recommends  anything 
extravagant  in  this  House  invariably 
takes  care  to  have  it  well  understood  he 
does  so  in  the  interest  of  economy.  Tljere 
is  good  economy  and  bad  economy,  such 
an  hon.  Member  will  say,  and  he  is  in 
favour  of  good  economy  as  opjiosed  to 
bad  economy »  and  on  that  fiCL^onnt  he 
recommends  certain  expenditure^  having 
it  in  his  mind  to  save  the  money  in 
some  other  way  not  yet  developed  or 
explained.  Such  declarations  ought  to 
be  received  with  some  c^aution^  and  I  am 
quite  clear  that  if  we  go  into  this  inquiry 
it  ought  to  be  undertaken  ^vithout 
prejudice  and  without  any  general  supposi- 
tion that  what  is  to  be  arrived  at  is  a  fore- 
gone conclusion.  A  considerable  point 
of  the  Mover's  speech  was  to  show  that 
whereas  there  has  been  an  increase  of 
duty  in  tlie  Port  of  London  between 
1878  and  1888,  the  increased  daty  is 
performed  by  a  diminished  number  of 
official  persons*  I  should  have  thought 
that  primd  facie  that  statement  ought 
to  fill  the  mind  of  the  hon.  Member 
with  a  lively  satisfaction.  On  the 
contrary,  it  is  treated  by  tlie  hon.  Mem- 
ber as  being  a  most  grave  circumstance, 
requiring  a  minute  and  jeiilons  inquiry. 
Indeed,  that  part  of  his  speech  actually 
tended  to  the  conclusion  that  if  it 
could  be  shown  that  there  was  a 
diminished  amount  of  duty  done  by  an 
increased  number  of  officials,  that 
circumstance  would  have  filled  the 
hon.  Member's  mind  with  satis- 
faction and  joy.  I  have  not  the  smallest 
doubt  that  in  the  Cfiso  of  the  constituents 
of  the  hon.  Member,  as  in  other  eases,  a 
very  large  amount  of  public  duty  is 
performed  by  a  body  of  trustworthy 
servants  at  moderate  remuneration.  I 
do  not  question  that,  but  I  must  observe 
that  the  case  of  the  Customs  Department 
is  peculiar  from  one  very  important 
point  of  view.  There  is  no  other  depart- 
ment  of  the  State  the  duties  of  which 
have  nndergone  so  extraoi*dinary  a 
revolution  in  our  time^ — ^I  mean  in  the 
sense  of  simplification  and  facilities.  It 
is  nearly  50  yeara  since,  as  Vice  Presi- 


dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  I  becume 
minutely  acquainted  with  the  working 
of  the  Customs  Department,  and  it  is 
marvellous  to  compare  its  duties  at  that 
time  with  what  they  are  now.  A  very 
large  proportion  of  the  duties  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  at  that  time  consisted  iti 
investigating  the  cases  of  difficulty  which 
arose,  and  arose  from  day  to  day,  under 
the  Customs  law,  and  required  inces- 
santly to  be  made  the  subject  of  appeal 
from  the  Customs  Authorities  to  the 
Board  of  Treasury,  which  used  the  Board 
of  Trade  as  its  advise r»  What  has 
become  uf  those  appeals  ?  The  w^hole 
snbject  matter  of  them  has  been  swept 
away»  The  change  in  our  commercial 
system  which  has  reduced  the  1,200 
articles  of  our  tariff  to  something  like 
1 2,  and  which  has  established  as  the  rule 
of  trade  in  this  country  a  system  of  free 
goods  and  free  entry  instead  of  universal 
duty,  striking  every  commodity  as  it 
approached  our  shores,  and  entailing  a 
system  of  examination,  checks  and 
counter- checks,  such  as  are  now  totally 
unknown,  has  happily  relieved  the 
department  of  ninteen-twenticths  of  its 
former  difficulties.  I  must  say  I  believe 
also  that  the  Department  has  been 
extremely  well  administered  under  its 
successive  heads.  Every  tiling  I  trust 
that  can  be  established  in  the  nature  of 
a  substantive  grievance  on  the  part  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member's  con- 
stituents will,  I  hope,  receive  a  close  and 
careful  examination,  but  I  trust  this 
inquiry  will  not  be  undertaken  with  the 
belief  that  something  must  be  very 
wrong  indeed,  on  grounds  such  as  have 
l>een  laid  before  the  House  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman. 

•(5.56.)  Tm:  CHANCELIiOR  or  thu 
EXCHEQUER  (Mr.  Goschen,  St. 
George's,  Hanover  Square) :  1  think 
it  is  desirable  I  should  rise  at  once  to 
state  the  course  which  the  Government 
propose  to  take  in  regard  to  this  Amend- 
ment. The  Amendment  was  in  trod  need  in 
a  conciliatory  speech  by  my  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend,  and  I  may  say  at  once 
that  the  Government  will  meet  him 
precisely  in  the  spirit  indicated  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian,  who  for  many  years  lias 
been  endeavouring  to  reform  the  ad- 
ministration both  of  the  Customs  and  of 
the  Inland  Revenue,  and  who  is  as 
responsible   as    any  one,   and   probably 
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moi*e  responsible  than  uny  one,  for  this 
desirable  result— that  the  revemie  in 
this  country,  both  of  the  Customs  and  the 
Inland  Revenue,  is  collected  with  less  cost 
to  tlie  taxpayer  than  in  any  other  country 
in  the  world.  A  distinction  ought  to  bi? 
drawn  between  the  efficiency  of  the 
Service  and  the  position  of  the  officers 
engaged  in  that  Service.  With  regai*d 
to  the  officers  engaged  in  the  Servi(3e,  one 
fact  is  clear,  namely,  that  rigid  good 
faith  must  be  kept  with  them,  and  that 
they  should  have  no  reason  to  complain 
that  the  terras  on  which  they  entered 
the  Service  hare  been  chaoged  to  tlieir 
detriment.  But  neither  are  they 
entitled  to  claim  that  if  there  la  a  Service 
pretty  similar  bo  their  own,  which  stands 
on  a  different  footing,  the  terms  of  their 
own  engagement  must  be  altered  to 
their  advantage.  There  is  nothing  more 
dangerous  than  the  levelling  up  of  all 
Departments  of  the  State  by  n  system  of 
comparison  of  the  salaries  received  in  one 
Department  with  those  received  in  other 
Departments.  The  question  is  whether 
the  duties  of  the  officera  are  adequately 
remunei'atcd.  My  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
supposes  they  are  not  adequately  paid,  but 
there  are  now600  applicants  for  the  Service. 
I  liave  had  sufficient  experience  of  the 
Civil  Service  to  know  that  if  the  Custtims 
offic>er8  are  levelled  up  t(^)  some  particular 
point,  another  class  will  at  once  wish  to 
be  levelled  to  the  same  ptiint  also.  For 
the  Government  I  can  say  that  they  will 
inquire  into  every  possible  real  grievance 
that  may  exist;  but  I  must  deprecate  the 
basis  of  a  genei*al  levelhng  up  of  salaiies 
advocated  by  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend. 
One  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Genileman^s 
main  grievances  was  that  there  has  been 
a  certain  reduction  in  the  upper  part  of 
the  Service. 

♦Sir  J.  COLOMB:  The  Omtdoor  Service. 

♦Mil.  GOSCHEN  :  Well,  my  point  is  that 
whenever  any  re-organisation  or  reform 
takes  place  involving  a  diminution  of  num- 
bers it  must  be  asked, where  is  the  dmiina- 
tion  to  take  place  ?  It  will  not  take 
place  at  the  bottom  of  the  scale,  where 
the  young  men  are,  nor  in  the  middle, 
because  the  House  naturally  and  rightly 
objects  to  pensioning  men  in  the  prime 
of  life.  Therefore,  the  reduction  must 
take  plac^  in  the  upper  branches  of  the 
Service  ;  and  if  any  such  reduction  is  to 
be  deprecated  beca-use  it  curtails  the 
opportunities  for  promotion,  there  will 
Mr.  Gosclten 


be  an  end  to  all  refonn  at  t>nce.  I  bayii 
heard  the  complaint  made  many  times,, 
and  I  think  that  it  is  impossible  to  r.*- 
coguise  that  Civil  servants  have  any 
vested  interest  in  the  number  of  offic^t^ 
in  the  higher  grades  of  the  Service.  If 
the  State  acknowledges  that  there  is  sucli 
a  vested  interest,  then  there  will  be  an 
end  to  all  reform.  I  therefore  would 
beg  hon.  Members,  when  complaints  are 
brought  to  them  that  promotion  is 
slackened  by  any  scheme  of  re-organisa- 
tion, not  to  lend  too  ready  an  ear  to  that 
which  is  claimed  as  a  vested  right,  1 
feel  strongly  on  this  puint,  for  I  regi*et. 
to  see  the  degree  to  which  the  minds  oi 
Civil  servants  have  lately  lieen  disturbed. 
No  one  recognises  more  than  myself  the 
immense  merits  of  the  Civil  Service.  It 
is  a  Service  of  which  any  nation  might  be 
proud.  In  its  honour,  integrity,  aud 
loyalty  it  is  nimpprcmched  ;  while  tl\e 
loyalty  which  it  ever  shows  to  the  Execu- 
tive Government  of  whatever  Party  Ia 
one  of  the  most  striking  features  of  the 
Services.  There  is  also  another  loyalty, 
and  that  is  a  strong  feeling  of  loyalty 
among  the  Civil  servants  to  the  Dejiart- 
ments  to  which  they  belong,  I  fear  thnt 
this  latter  sentiment  is  being  injured  l>y 
the  tendency  not  to  think  of  the  special 
Department,  but  to  treat  the  Service  a» 
one  vast  Body.  If  that  is  done,  loyalty  to 
particular  Departments  will  be  destroyeil, 
and  I  am  not  sure  that  the  public  iu- 
terests  will  not  suffer  thereby.  As  to  the 
proofs  which  exists  that  the  Service  i& 

not  efficient 

♦Sifi  J.  COLOMB  :  Sufficient, 
♦Mr-GOSCHEN:  I  should  be  very  sori-j 
to  thmk  that  the  Customs  officers  do  not 
believe  tlieir  services  to  be  efficient^  or 
that  there  is  any  slackness  as  to  seizures. 
I  think  tliat  the  hon.  and  gallant  Genth - 
mau*8  proofs  will  entirely  break  down 
under  examination.  But  there  is  n«t 
evidence  tlrnt  an  increased  number  of 
seizures  means  an  increased  amount  o£ 
smuggling.  The  Customs  officers  have 
derived  great  ajsfiistanc^  from  the  employ- 
ment of  steam  launches,  and  this  fa^'t^ 
together  with  increased  vigilance,  may 
account  forthe  greater  number  of  seizuresiJ 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  suggest 
that  there  has  been  a  reduction  in  the 
aiiiouut  per  hcEui  of  the  Customs  revenue  ; 
but  he  should  not  be  too  ready  to  spea 
of  a  reduced  consumption  of  spirits  pec 
head.   It  is  rather  too  soon  to  do  that^  and 
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T  am  afraid  my  hon.  Friend  and  the 
House  may  have  a  rude  awakening  as  to 
nny  great  falling  off  in  the  amount  of 
spirits  consumed  per  head.  Again,  if 
there  has  been  a  reduction  it  might 
be  due  to  the  increased  temperance 
adopted  during  the  time  when  wageR  are 
not  so  plentiful.  It  would  not  be  wise  to 
form  any  premature  conclusions  as  to 
the  revenue  from  spirits  in  a  year  of  in- 
creasing prosperity.  So  far  as  spirits, 
then,  are  concerned,  I  think  my  hon. 
Friend's  case  has  broken  down.  As  to 
tea,  it  has  been  proved  conclusively  that 
a  reduction  in  the  amount  of  tea  con- 
sumed per  head  is  due  to  the  sulistitution 
of  Indian  for  China  tea,  the  former  being 
stronger  and  producing  pi  ore  cups  to  the 
pound.  My  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  has 
not  established  a  conclusive  case  ;  but 
there  are  points  to  which  the  attention 
nf  the  Government  should  be  directed. 
[  think  that  there  ought  to  be  a  rigid 
t'xaraination  of  all  those  arrangements 
wliich  the  Cust<^ms  officers  hold  to 
1>e  objectionable  ;  because,  even  though 
the  ofhcera  are  wrong,  the  Govern- 
ment wiflli  to  remove  the  sense 
of  injury.  Too  much  imi3ortance  cannot 
be  attached  to  the  advisability  of  having 
n  contented  as  welt  as  an  efficient  Service . 
As  to  the  24  hours'  question,  the  Govern- 
ment will  make  it  the  subject  of  inquiry 
how  far  the  convenience  of  the  men  and 
the  necessities  of  the  Service  can  be  made 
to  agree.  I  propose  that  I  myself » iF  the 
House  will  so  far  confide  in  me,  should 
undertake  to  conduct  a  pei'sonal  inquiry 
into  the  nuitter,  I  will  enter  upon  it 
without  any  preconceived  ideas  on  one 
side  or  the  other,  and  will  act  simply  on 
the  principle  that  strict  justice  must  be 
»lone  between  the  interests  of  the  tax- 
payers and  the  demands  of  the  Service^ 
and  that  the  interests  of  the  taxpayers 
and  the  contentment  of  the  Service  are 
equally  secured. 

(6,12,)  Mr.  FORREST  FirLTON 
(West  Ham,  N.) :  I  desire  to  express 
a  very  earnest  hope  that  the  right  hon. 
(Tentleman,  in  the  course  of  his  inquiry, 
will  call  before  him  officers  from  the  Out- 
door Department  as  well  as  from  the 
Indoor  Department. 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN:  Yes. 

Mr.  FULTON  :  The  outdoor  officers 
complain  most  that  they  have  to  do  all 
the  work,  while  the  indoor  officers   and 


the  clerks  from  the  Treasury  secure  all 
the  plums  of  the  Service.  Neiirly  all  the 
higher  offices  have  been  filled  in  that 
way,  and  this,  I  think,  is  a  distinct 
grievance  under  which  they  believe  they 
are  suffering.  I  have  been  brc»ught  into 
close  contact  with  many  of  these  officers  ; 
I  think  them  a  very  reasonable  body  of 
men  ;  and  I  know  they  will  be  satisfied 
with  such  an  inquirj^  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  offers,  provided  they  have  an 
opportunity  of  placing  their  grievances 
before  him. 

(6.U.)  Mil.  RALPH  NEVILLK 
(Liverpool,  Exchange)  :  I  'wnsh  to  thank 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  for  the  promise  he  has 
given  us,  and  I  am  quite  certain  that  it 
will  prove  extremely  satisfactory  to  my 
constituents.  In  Liverpool  I  tliink  there 
has  b^en  one  groat  abuse,  namely,  the 
appointment  of  officers  of  one  grade  to 
the  active  duties  of  those  of  a  higher 
grade  without  any  payment  of  the  higher 
emoluments.  Tiiough  occasionally  un- 
avoidable, it  is  obvious  this  practice  is 
easily  abused,  and  r>ne  result  is  that  by 
it  you  are  not  keeping  faith  with  a  body 
of  public  servants  who  took  office  in  the 
belief  that  they  ivould  have  certain 
chances  of  promotion.  Ever  since  I  have 
had  the  honour  to  repres.^nt  Liverpool  in 
this  House,  outdoor  officers  have  fre- 
quently complained  to  me  of  the  extreme 
length  of  the  hours  imposed  on  many  of 
them.  Some  of  the  men  who  nre  em- 
ployed in  watching  and  in  boarding 
vessels  are  often  on  duty  for  24  hours  at 
a  stretch,  It  may  be  true  that  those 
duties  do  not  require  any  great  amount 
of  intelligence,  but  they  make  great 
demands  on  phj-sical  strength  through 
lack  of  shelter,  for  the  men  have  to  be 
on  deck  in  all  weathers^  and  no  adequate 
provision  is  made  for  their  rest  in  the 
short  intervals  during  which  they  are  off 
duty.  I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wall  find  that  too  much  is  expected  of 
some  of  these  men  ;  and  I  am  glad  that 
they  are  to  be  afforded  an  opportunit}"  of 
stating  their  grievances.  At  the  same 
time,l  hope  it  will  be  clearly  understood 
that  the  men  are  not  to  suffer  in  any 
way  for  stating  what  they  believe  to  be 
their  grievances.  There  is  a  feeling 
that  men  who  have  brought  forward 
grievances  have  been  treated  w4th  harsK- 
ness,  and  certainly  an  inquiry  which  was 
set  on  foot  at  Liverpool  was  followed  by 


327 


Customs 


{COMMONS} 


Department. 


S28 


men  being  removed  to  other  ports,  mxich 
to  their  own  disadvantage. 

(6.18.)  Mr.  J.  K  KELLY  (Camber- 
weU,  K) :  Will  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  give  us  an  assurance  that  the 
inquiry  shall  extend  to  the  case  of  the 
messengers,  who  believe  rightly  or 
wrongly  that  they  have  a  serious 
grievance  ?  When  the  warehousing  sys- 
tem was  altered  in  1882  there  were  16  I 
first-class  messengers  and  20  second-class,  ! 
and  a  great  majority  of  the  latter  entered 
the  Service  believing  that  as  vacancies 
occurred  among  the  first  class  messengers 
they  would  be  filled  up  by  men  of  the 
second-class.  It  is  true  these  messengers 
receive  but  small  salaries.  The  second- 
class  men  get  JB70  a  year,  with  an 
annual  increment  up  to  £80,  while 
the  first-class  get  £80,  with  an  annual 
increment  up  to  £90.  Their  complaint 
is  that  now  when  vacancies  occur  in  the 
first-class  only  every  alternate  one  is 
filled  up  from  the  second-class.  I  hope 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
will  give  this  matter  his  attention.  I 
should  also  like  to  know  if  the  in- 
quiry will  extend  to  the  case  of  those 
who  are  employed  in  the  Statistical 
Department?  It  will  surprise  the 
House  to  learn  that  out  of  120  gen- 
tlemen employed  in  that  Department 
as  many  as  54  are  writers,  and,  there- 
fore, have  only  temporary  engagements. 
Mr.  Giffen,  in  referring  to  these  men, 
expressed  a  strong  opinion  that  they  were 
called  upon  to  discharge  duties  which 
should  be  fulfilled  by  persons  on  the  per- 
manent stafE ;  land  a  former  Secretary  of 
Customs  pointed  out  that  there  was  no 
difference  between  the  work  done  by 
these  writers  and  that  done  by  the  Lower 
Division  clerks.  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  inquire  whether  it  is 
right  and  in  the  public  interest  that  a 
great  portion  of  the  responsible  work 
done  by  this  Department  should  be  done 
by  gentlemen  who  only  hold  a  temporary 
position. 

(6.24.)  Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal, 
E.)  :  I  desire  to  express  the  genuine 
satisfaction  with  which  I  have  heard  that 
a  personal  investigation  is  to  be  made  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in 
whom  the  Civil  Service  generally  will 
place  confidence.  But  I  do  venture  to 
impress  on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  it  will  still  be  necessary  to  re-assure 
a  large  number  of  men  in  the  Customs, 
Mr.  Ralph  NevUle 


who  are  very  doubtful  whether  they  can 
give  evidence  with  safety  to  themselves, 
whatever  tribunal  may  be  constitated. 
Some  time  ago  an  officer  was  drowned  at 
Harwich,  and  at  the  inquest  evidence 
was  given  by  certain  Customs  officers  as 
to  the  number  of  hours  he  and  others 
had  been  on  duty.  Soon  afterwards 
those  who  gave  this  evidence  were  sum- 
marily removed  to  other  ports,  which 
involved  the  breaking  up  of  their  homes. 
This  was  done  by  orders  of  the  Board  of 
Customs.  I  do  not  say  it  was  the  result 
of  their  giving  evidence,  but  it  certainly 
was  the  sequel ;  and  in  the  Customs 
generally  there  is  a  strong  feeling  that 
that  is  likely  to  be  the  kind  of  treatment 
meted  out  to  men  who  venture  to  give 
evidence  with  regard  to  matters  of 
internal  administration.  I  have  been 
assured  that  owing  to  the  long  hours  and 
the  insufficiency  of  the  stafE  for  certain 
duties — chiefly  water-guarding,  landing, 
and  export  duty — officers  are  required  to 
give  a  ;«cord  of  daily  work,  which  it  is 
impossible  for  them  to  perform;  and 
those  who  have  made  inquiries  for  me 
have  said  that  the  statements  can  be 
proved  if  opportunity  is  afforded.  Mr. 
Horsf all's  Committee  in  1862  recom- 
mended a  limitation  of  the  number  of 
hours  that  men  should  be  employed ;  and 
since  then  the  tendency  has  been  to 
increase  rather  than  diminish  them.  I 
do  think  there  should  be  a  searching 
investigation  into  these  matters. 
*(6.28.)  Sib  GEORGE  BADBN-POW- 
ELL  (Liverpool,  Kirkdale)  :  During  the 
time  I  have  represented  Liverpool  in  this 
House  I  have  become  cognisant  of  many 
grievances  of  Customs  officers.  Some  of 
the  complaints,  no  doubt,  are  perhaps 
exaggerated,  and  when  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  comes  to  look  into  them 
he  may  find  them  to  be  empty  grievances. 
But  some  of  them  are,  undoubtedly,  sub- 
stantial grievances,  and  one  of  these  has 
to  do  with  the  matter  of  promotion. 
Therefore,  the  undertaking  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  to  personally 
preside  over  this  inquiry  will  give 
general  satisfaction. 

(6.29.)  Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  : 
I  hope  that  the  inquiry  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  will  embrace  the  ports 
of  Ireland,  and  particularly  Belfast, 
which  has  witnessed  marvellous  develop- 
ment, which  is  now  the  third  port  in  the 
United    Kingdom,  and  which  probably 
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will  compare  very  favourably  with  any 
similar  porfc  in  respect  of  the  cost  at 
which  its  revenutj  is  ci^llected.  I  do, 
therefore,  ask  the  Chjincellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer Ui  inquire  into  the  condition  of 
the  Customs  officials  in  Ireland,  and  to 
give  them  every  facility  for  laying  their 
case  before  him, 

•(6.30.)  Mu.  LAFON'E  (Southwark, 
Bertnondsey)  :  I  do  not  wish  to  deny 
that  the  officers  have  grievances  of  which 
they  may  complain  ;  bat  there  is  also  a 
grievance  among  merchants,  labourers,  and 
otliers,  which  arises  from  the  short  hoars 
during  which  outdoor  offioei"8  are  on 
duty  during  part  of  the  year.  During 
four  months  in  the  year  their  hours  of 
duty  are  from  nine  tc*  four,  and  thus  the 
waterside  labourer  was  restricted  to 
earning  2s.  lid.  a  day,  under  the  old 
wage  rate  of  od.  per  hour.  I  trust  this 
grievance  on  the  other  side  will  not  be  for- 
gotten in  this  Lnquiry.  I  do  not  think 
thero  is  a  single  trdwle  in  London  in  which 
the  liours  are  so  short.  I  hope  tlic 
Chanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  his 
Committee  will  take  into  consideration 
these  extremely  short  hours  during  four 
months  in  the  year  during  which  Cus- 
toms officials  allow  the  landing  and 
storing  of  goods,  I  suggest  an  extension 
of  hours  with  increased  pay,  if  necessary, 
as  the  present  system  is  a  source  of  great 
inconvenience  and  loss  to  merchant^*, 
ghipownprs,  and  laljourers. 

(6,3L)  Major  BA:N^;S  (West  Ham, 
S.)  :  I  only  wish  to  express  the  hope  that 
this  will  not  be  a  merely  Departmental 
inquiry,  but  that  every  facility  will  be 
afforded  for  every  officer  to  fully  ventilatt^ 
his  grievance.  For  over  40  years  I  have 
had  practical  experience  among  them, 
and  I  know  they  have  substantial  griev- 
ances of  which  they  complain.  I  am 
quite  sure  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer will  appreciate  the  advantage  of 
having  contented  servants  instead  of  dis* 
C50ntented  slaves.  There  is  a  growing 
sense  of  injustice  among  the  men  as  year 
by  year  they  have  found  their  work  and 
responsibilities  increase,  while  they  have 
fewer  chances  of  promotion.  I  am  con- 
vinced that  if  they  are  allowed  to  state 
their  case  fully  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  be  inclined  to  give  them  redress,  and 
go  I  hope  that  full  opp:n'tuaity  will  be 
giTen. 


*(6.32.)  Mr.  MORTON  (Peterborough): 
1  have  no  intention  of  prolonging  the 
debate;  I  only  wish  to  ask  the  Chati- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  if  he  will 
extend  the  inquiry  to  include  the 
messengers  of  the  Customs  Depart- 
ment? I  am  strongly  in  favour  of 
economy  ;  but  I  would  not  have  it 
practised  on  the  lower  salaries  ranging 
from  £70  to  £100  a  year.  It  is  fiair, 
however,  that  all  who  have  grievances 
should  hnve  them  inquired  inti>,  although 
I  do  not  supjK)se  inquiry  will  settle  the 
matter  entirely,  for  I  never  yet  heard 
that  public  officers  were  ever  perfectly 
satisfied.  Of  coui'se,  however^  after  fair 
inquiry,  there  should  be  less  ground  for 
complaint. 

(6,33.)  Mr.  R  G.  WEBSTEIl(St.  Pan* 
eras,  E.)  :  I  do  not  represent  a  river  side 
constituency,  but  a  large  number  of  my 
constituents  are  engaged  in  the  Customs 
Department,  and  I  think  that  I,  in 
common  with  all  Metropolitan  Member's, 
may  congratulate  the  Government  on 
their  intention  to  hold  this  inquiry.  Bat 
1  would  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  not  to  look  with  too 
optimistic  a  spirit  on  the  fact  that  there 
is  a  lai-ge  increase  in  the  number  of 
prosecutions  for  bringing  in  goods 
without  paying  duty.  The  offence  of 
smuggling  seems  to  have  greatly  in- 
creased, so  much  so,  that  recently  there 
were  as  many  as  200  prosecutions  at 
LiverpcHjl^  and  the  goods  *'  run  '  were 
chiefly  tobacco.  ConcuiTently  with  this 
there  was  a  diminution  in  the  stiiff ;  and  1 
cannot  understand  how,  with  a  decreased 
number  of  officials,  there  should  be  an 
increase  in  the  number  of  discoveries  of 
cases  of  smuggling.  I  also  Imd  that 
since  the  staff  was  decreased  several 
w^arehouses  in  Liverpool  are  not  watched 
while  goods  are  landed,  and  it  is 
practically  left  to  the  honesty  of  ti'aders 
ttj  declare  that  goods  are  not  smuggled. 
I  trust  when  this  investigation  takes 
place  the  question  will  be  included 
whether  there  are  a  sufficient  number  of 
Custom  House  officials  to  protect  the 
interests  of  the  Revenue  and  the 
taxpayers. 

•(6.35.)  Mb.^GOSCHEN:  With  the 
indulgence  of  the  House  I  will  answer 
the  questions  that  have  been  put  to  me. 
Certainly  Irish  officials  will  have  the 
same  opportunity  as  other  classes  of 
having  their  complaints  inquired    into. 
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As  to  the  character  of  the  inquiry,  and 
the  suggestion  that  it  shall  not  be 
Departmental,  I  can  only  describe 
it  as  one  in  which  I  shall  sit  as 
a  Judge ;  and  I  shall  have  the 
assistance  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  and  men 
with  practical  acquaintance  of  the  matters 
under  investigation  and  impartial  judg- 
ment. But  I  must  say,  in  answer  to  the 
hon.  Member  opposite,  that  the  inquiry 
will  be  confined  to  the  class  mentioned 
by  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend.  It  would 
be  impossible  for  me  to  extend  the 
inquiry  into  all  the  other  branches  of 
the  Service,  and  upon  this  particular 
Service  inquiry  was  recommended  by  the 
Commission,  and  this  is  one  of  the 
grounds  upon  which  I  undertake  it. 
These,  I  think,  were  the  main  questions 
asked.  I  am  glad  that  the  House  is 
satisfied  with  the  undertaking  I  have 
given;  but  may  I  venture  to  express 
a  hope  that  Members  will  not  too  much 
encourage  communication  between  mem- 
bers of  the  Civil  Service  and  politicians 
in  relation  to  the  conditions  of  service, 
for  it  has  a  tendency  to  undermine 
proper  discipline  in  the  Service. 

Mr.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.) : 
May  I  inquire  whether  inquiry  will  be 
di'rjcted  into  the  allegations  as  to  the 
insanitary  conditions  of  work  said  to 
prevail  in  certain  classes  of  the  Service  ? 

*Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  I  presume  that  will 
fall  within  the  scope  of  the  inquiry. 

*Mb.  MORTON :  And  in  reference  to 
my  question  as  to  messengers. 

*Mb.  GOSCHEN :  It  is  not  contem- 
plated that  these  should  be  included  in 
the  inquiry.  I  may  say  that  there  are 
no  posts  in  the  Service  for  which  there 
are  so  many  applications,  which  seems 
to  indicate  the  conditions  are  not  very 
unsatisfactory. 

(6.40.)     Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Main  Question  again  proposed. 

ALLEGED   MISCARRIAGE  OF  JUSTICE- 
CASE  OF  GATCLIFFE. 
*(6.40.)     Mr.  PICKERSGILL(Bethnal 
Green,   S.W. ) :  I  take   this  opportunity 
to  call  attention  to  a  grave  miscarriage  of 
justice.     It  is  a  matter  upon  which  the 
Home  Secretary  has  been  questioned,  but 
his  answers  have  been  altogether  unsatis- 
factory.    I  refer  to   the   circumstances 
under  which  a  prisoner  named  Gatcliffe 
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met  with  his  death  while  confined  in 
Strangeways  Prison,  Manchester.  The 
facts  of  the  case  are  briefly  these  :  Ga^ 
clifEe  was  committed  for  21  days  for  a 
comparatively  venial  offence,  being  drunk 
and  disorderly.  He  was  removed  to 
Strangeways  Gaol  on  November  20, 
and  was  at  the  time  found  to  be  suffering 
from  delirium  tremens^  and  was  at  once 
admitted  to  the  hospital,  being  lodged  in 
what  is  called  the  *' Association"  room, 
where  at  the  time  there  were  six  or 
eight  prisoners  confined.  He  was  there 
subjected  to  the  usual  examination  by 
the  assistant  surgeon  of  the  prison,  and 
at  tliat  time,  it  is  important  to  observe, 
the  surgeon  has  stat^  upon  oath  there 
were  no  external  marks  of  violence  upon 
his  body.  He  was  repeatedly  seen  by 
the  surgeon,  and  I  mention  particularly 
that  he  was  seen  by  the  surgeon  on  Fri- 
day the  22nd,  when  he  presented  no  un- 
favourable symptoms.  The  surgeon  next 
saw  him  at  half-past  9  on  the  Saturday 
morning,  when  he  was  suffering  from 
severe  injuries,  was  in  fact  dying,  and 
actually  died  half  an  hour  afterwards, 
and  the  medical  evidence  is  that 
he  died  in  consequence  of  certain 
injuries  which  the  post-mortem  examina- 
tion disclosed.  To  give  a  brief  summary 
of  the  injuries,  his  breast  bone  was 
broken,  besides  four  ribs  on  one  side  of 
the  body  and  two  ribs  on  the  other  were 
fractured,  one  of  the  ribs  being  fractured 
in  two  distinct  places ;  and,  in  Addition, 
there  were  more  than  a  dozen  contusions 
and  bruises  on  chest,  arms,  and  thighs. 
The  post-mortem  examination  was  in 
accordance  with  statute  made  by  a 
surgeon,  not  an  official  of  the  prison 
(Dr.  Kitchen)  ;  and  from  Dr.  Kitchen  we 
have  it  in  evidence  that,  in  his  opinion, 
the  fractures  could  not  have  been  self- 
inflicted,  and  that  some  of  the  fractures 
and  bruises  must  have  been  caused  by  the 
list  of  another  person.  Dr.  Kitchen  did 
not  stand  alone  in  this  evidence — he  was 
generally  corroborated  by  Dr.  Paton,  the 
assistant  surgeon  of  Strangeways  Prison. 
Then  came  the  question,  how  were  the 
injuries  sustained?  I  mentioned  just 
now  that  the  prisoner  was  seen  by  the 
surgeon,  and  seemed  to  be  going  on  well 
on  Friday,  22nd ;  therefore,  it  is  clear  that 
the  injuries,  liowever  they  arose,  were 
sustained  between  that  time  and  half- 
past  9  on  Saturday  morning.  The 
warder  in  charge  of  the  association  room 
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on  that  night,  a  warder  named  Mitchell, 
waB  placed  on  trial  for  the  manslaughter 
of  Gatcliflfe  ;  and  against  liim  there  was 
the  direct  evidence  of  three  prisoners  in 
the  room  that  during  the  night  they  saw 
Mitchell  repeatedly  strike  Gatcliffe  with 
hifi  fist)  QatcH^e  boing  at  the  time  tied 
down  to  his  bed.  These  prisoners  were 
asked  why  they  did  not  ring  the  bell,  or 
give  an  alarm,  and  they  replied  they  were 
too  much  afraid  to  do  that,  for  ft  they 
had  done  bo  they  would  have  been 
charged  with  mutiny,  and  have  got  into 
serious  trouble  for  committing  a  breach 
of  discipline.  Of  courso,  1  am  not  in  any 
way  desirous  of  re-trying  the  case  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  I  will  not  refer 
to  the  trial  except  so  far  B£i  the  result  of 
it  fixes  responsibility  upon  the  Prison 
Commissioners,  and,  through  them,  upon 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary.  The  jury  rejected  altogether 
the  evidence  of  the  throe  prisoners.  Well, 
for  my  own  part,  I  do  not  think  their 
stojy  incredible,  or  even  improbable,  and 
I  l:iase  my  opinion  on  a  very  weighty 
document.  Her©  T  have  the  Report  of 
the  Penal  Servitude  Acts  Commission,  in 
which  the  CommiasioaerB  dmw  attention 
to  the  evidence  given  before  them  by 
the  Governor  of  Chatham  Prison  to  the 
effect  that  he  would  never  take  prisoners* 
evidence  against  a  warder,  that  lie  had 
always  shown  prisoners  tliat  he  tiikes  the 
warders  part;  that  even  if  he  dis- 
approved of  the  conduct  of  a  warder  he 
would  not  let  a  prisoner  know  it ;  that 
the  word  of  a  warder  is  decisive  in 
every  case  ;  that  when  a  man  becomes  a 
convict  he  is  necessarily  plivced  in  such 
a  position  that  under  no  conceivable 
mrcumstances  is  his  word  to  be  pre- 
ferred to  that  of  a  free  man;  that,  in 
fact,  it  is  of  very  little  use  practically  a 
prisoner  making  a  complaint.  Tlie  Com- 
missioners add,  "  the  Governor  of 
Chatham  Prison  is  an  upright,  careful 
officer,**  Well,  my  only  observation  is 
that  when  an  officer  takes  such  a  dis- 
torted, extravagant  view  of  his  posi^on 
this  character  is  all  the  more  dangerous. 
There  were  two  theories  set  up  on  the 
part  of  the  defence,  one  l^eing  that  the 
prisoner  Gatcliffe  was  delirious,  and  that 
be  injured  himself  tumbling  about. 
Now,  I  Bubmit  this  theory  is  completely 
upset  if  one  considers  the  position 
of  the  injuries  upon  the  body  of 
the  prisoner.  There  were  no  in- 
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juries  whatever  upon  the  head  and  fiace^ 
or  on  the  back  part  of  the  body; 
all  the  injuries  were  upon  the  choel^ 
ai*ms,  and  thighs.  T  rely  a  good  deal  upon 
this  fact,  because  I  think  it  will  be  ol*- 
vious  that  if  you  suppose  a  delirions 
patient  injuring  himself  by  tumbling 
about  it  will  he  almost  inevitable  tfini 
the  extremities  of  the  body,  and  tlie  hesuL 
and  face  jjarticularly,  that  will  sustaibi 
injury  ;  whereas,  in  this  case,  not  a 
scratch  appeared  on  the  extremities  of 
the  body  ;  all  these  teiTible  injuries  were 
in  tljo  front  part  and  near  the  middle 
of  the  body*  Another  theory  for  the 
defence  was  that  the  injuries  had  been 
sustained  in  the  course  of  putting  a 
strait  jacket  upon  Gatcliffe,  and  fiis 
struggles  against  this*  .  This  theory  is 
altogether  untenable,  having  regard  to  the 
medical  testimony,  not  only  of  Dr.  Kit- 
chen, but  of  Dr.  Paton,  the  prison  sur- 
geon ;  and  when  one  considers  the 
character,  extent,  and  number  of  these 
terrible  injuries  I  submit  to  the  right 
ban.  Gentleman  that  even  if  we  acoopt 
this  theory'  we  cannot  escape  the  con- 
clusion that  reckless  criminal  violence 
was  applied  to  the  person  of  the  prisoner, 
and,  therefore,  that  manslaughter  was 
actually  eonunitted,  although,  of  courao, 
there  might  be  some  change  in  the  pre- 
cise legal  aspect  of  the  offence.  How 
does  the  matter  stand  so  far  as  the 
responsibility  of  the  Prison  CoinmiB- 
sionei's  is  concemeii '  I  submit  witk 
the  utmost  confidenc^e  that  upon 
the  evidence  wc  must  conclude  one 
thing,  at  J>IJ  events,  that  the  injuries 
to  Gatcliffe  wero  not  self-inflicted, 
and  the  conclusion  is  irresistible  that  in 
that  association  room  which  was  occupied 
at  the  time  by  some  eight  prisoners, 
criminal  and  brutal  violence  was  applied 
to  the  body  of  Gatcliffe,  and,  as  a  result, 
he  died.  Warder  itfitchell  has  l^eii 
acquitted.  Of  course,  I  accept  the 
verdict  of  tht'  jury  as  to  MitcheU'e 
innocence,  but  who  then,  I  ask,  is  the 
guilty  person  who  committed  this  offence 
in  the  room  wliile  eight  persons  were 
present  ?  That  is  the  question  to  whiBli 
the  public  have  a  right  to  insist  upon  WkU 
answer.  Are  the  Commissioners  content 
that  it  should  be  possible  to  do  a  man 
to  death  by  brutal  violence  in  this  lA^y, 
and  no  one  shall  be  brought  to  justice  f 
If  so,  is  the  Home  Secretary  content^ 
I   am  bound   to  say,  with   all   respeot 
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thieit  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  does 
not  control  his  Commissioners  with  a 
fit^mer  hand  they  will  bring  him  into 
rery  grave  discredit  with  the  conntry. 
What  has  been  done  in  the  matter  ?  The 
Home  Secretary  has  informedns  that  there 
has  been  an  inqniry,  a  secret  ihqniry,  so 
far  as  the  pnblic  are  concerned,  condncted 
by  Captain  Wilson.  Bnt  who  is  Captain 
Wilson  ?  He  is  either  a  Commissioner 
or  an  Inspector,  or  one  of  the  servants  of 
the  Board ;  so  yon  have  actually  one  of 
th?  officars  of  the  Board,  whose  adminis- 
tration is  called  in  question,  appointed  to 
investigate  the  circumstances  of  this  case. 
I  venture  to  think  that  the  public 
would  have  felt  more  satisfied  if  the 
Visiting  Justices  of  the  Prison  had 
been  requested  to  hold  the  inquiry. 
In  the  case  of  Daly,  in  Chatham  Prison, 
the  Visiting  Justices  were  asked  to  con- 
duct the  necessary  inquiry,  and  I  cannot 
gee  why,  except,  indeed,  for  the  purpose 
of  sheltering  the  Prison  Commissioners,  a 
gimilar  course  was  not  taken  in  this  case. 
Well,  Captain  Wilson,  at  all  events,  has 
conducted  the  investigation,  and  certain 
results  have  followed.  I  understand  that 
Chapman,  the  hospital  warder,  has  been 
dismissed.  I  shall  be  glad  to  know  if 
this  is  so,  and,  if  so,  why  was  he  dismissed  ? 
I  understand,  also,  that  Dr.  Braddell,  the 
chief  medical  officer,  who  has  performed 
excellent  service  for  23  years,  has  been 
served  with  three  months'  notice  to  leave, 
and  if  that  is  so,  I  should  like  to  know 
why?.  The  Home  Secretary  has  told  us 
that  two  other  officers  of  the  prison  have 
been  dismissed,  and  perhaps  he  will  be 
good  enough  to  tell  us  why  this  is  the 
case.  Apparently  the  only  person  who 
has  escaped  with  absolute  impunity  is 
tlie  Governor  of  the  prison,  but  if  there 
has  been  so  lax  an  administration  as 
that  in  the  course  of  this  inquiry,  no  less 
than  four  officials  have  been  summai'ily 
dismissed,  how  is  it  that  the  person 
chiefly  responsible  for  the  administration 
and  discipline  of  the  prison.  Major 
Preston,  has  been  allowed  to  escape 
censure  ?  I  am  informed,  upon  what  I 
believe  to  be  excellent  authority,  that 
an  order  has  been  given  that  in  future 
all  cases  of  prisoners  suffering  from 
dfelirium  tremewa  shall  be  treated 
in  the  body  of  the  prison,  under 
the  care  of  two  or  more  prisoners. 
If  that  be  so,  I  certainly  protest  most 
strongly  against  any  such  order  being 
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carried  out.  The  Prison  Commissioners 
are  not  without  experience  of  the  fatal 
results  following  such  an  arrangement. 
I  presume  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
not  forgotten  the  painful  and  fatal  occur- 
rence which  happened  at  Armley  Gaol  in 
March,  1888,  when  a  certificated  lunatic 
was  placed  in  a  cell  under  the  care  of 
two  prisoners,  and,  during  the  night,  one 
of  those  prisoners  was  killed  by  the 
lunatic.  I  only  mention  this  because  it 
shows  that  the  Prison  Commissioners 
have  had  experience  of  the  fatal  results 
which  follow  mischievous  arrangements 
of  this  character.  Now,  this  case, 
so  far  as  the  Commissioners  are  con- 
cerned, ccmes  upon  the  top  of  many 
recent  cases  which  have  caused  very 
great  disquietude  in  the  minds  of  all  who 
are  interested  in  the  administration  of 
our  English  prisons,  and  there  are  one  or 
two  of  those  cases  to  which  I  think  it 
necessary  to  allude.  It  is  only  a  few 
months  since  I  drew  attention  in  this 
House  to  an  occurrence  in  Ipswich  G«ol. 
In  a  civil  action  brought  against  the 
Governor  of  that  prison  the  plaintiff 
recovered  damages  to  the  amount  of  X75, 
on  the  ground  that  he,  being  an  uncon- 
victed prisoner,  was  put  in  prison  clothes 
and  forced  to  enter  the  bath  against  his 
will.  The  gravamen  of  the  complaint  in 
that  case  lies  in  the  fact  that  it  was 
proved  that  for  10  years  there  had  been 
in  operation  in  that  gaol  a  set  of  rules 
that  were  absolutely  contrary  to  the  law. 
Only  a  month  or  two  ago  a  much 
stronger  case  occurred,  and  the  late 
Governor  of  Northampton  Gaol  is  now 
suffering  10  years'  penal  servitude  for 
attempting  a  criminal  operation  on  a 
pregnant  woman,  that  pregnant  woman 
being  the  matron  of  the  female  side  of  tho 
prison  of  which  he  was  the  chief  officer. 
That  was  a  scandal  of  the  very  grossest 
kind,  and  is  proof  that  the  supervision 
exercised  by  the  Prison  Commissioners 
is  not  what  it  ought  to  be.  Now,  Sir, 
I  have  just  a  word  to  say  with  regard  to 
Daly's  case.  I  am  aware  that  that  case 
is  still  sub  judice,  but  it  is  admitted  on 
both  sides  that  Daly,  a  prisoner  in 
Chatham  Gteol,  was  poisoned  not  once, 
but  on  several  occasions,  by  the  wrong- 
ful administration  of  belladonna,  which 
is  sufficient  evidence  that  there  was  very 
considerable  laxity  in  the  administration 
of  that  prison.  Let  me  take  another  case. 
I  refer  to  one  that  occurred  in  Birming- 
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him  Gaol  last  year.  The  Visiting  Justices 
of  that  prison  reported  to  the  Borough 
Justices  that  the  bread  sarved  out  in  the 
s^l  was  unfit  for  human  food  and  that 
the  health  of  the  prisoners  who  had  eaten 
it  had  thereby  become  impaired.  Of 
course,  one  is  glad  that  the  Visiting 
Justices  discovered  this,  and  drew  public 
attention  to  it,  but  surely  it  was  not  the 
business  of  the  Visiting  Justices  to  find 
out  an  impropriety  of  such  a  character. 
It  ought  to  have  been  discovered  by 
the  officers  of  the  prison  long  before. 
There  is  another  case  t^  which  I  will 
briefly  call  attention.  It-  is  one  which 
occurred  inside  Millbank  Prison  in 
January  last — only  two  months  ago ;  in 
that  case  an  inquest  was  held  on  the 
bjdy  of  Joseph  Honeysett,  who  was 
seriously  injured  there  during  the  month 
of  Decembar,  so  much  injured  that  he 
died  in  consequence.  It  is  true,  I 
believe,  that  the  prisoner  stated  that  he 
fall  down  in  his  cell,  but,  according  uo  the 
<;vidence  given  by  his  mother  at  the 
inquest,  he  had  had  to  undergo  a  regular 
iit^ht  to  get  into  the  Infirmary.  The 
Coroner  naturally  inquired  for  the 
prison  doctor,  but  that  person  was  not 
forthcoming.  I  presume  they  have  more 
than  one  prison  doctor  in  that  gaol,  but 
it  was  said  that  the  doctor  was  ill  and 
there  was  no  one  to  represent  him.  A 
jaror  said — 

*' Mr.  Coroner,  I  am  afraid  we  shall  not  get 
-it  the  bottom  of  this  now,  for  the  case  is  most 
unsatisfactory.  * 

And  a  witness  said — 

"It  is  a  strange  thing  that  the  deceased 
•nhould  have  been  in  prison  for  five  or  six 
months,  and  the  authorities  there  should  know 
nothing  of  it." 

I  think  that  the  remark  made  by  the 
(/oroner  is  worthy  of  the  attention  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  for  he  said — 

'*  It  is  idle  to  hold  inquiries  if  the  inf or  ma- 
il m  is  withheld  from  us." 

Xow,  this  exactly  touches  what  I  believe 
to  be  the  real  source  of  the  mischief. 
The  Prison  Commissioners  have  adopted 
;i  policy  of  hushing  up  everything  that 
may  in  any  way  bring  discredit  on  the 
administration,  and  consequently  on 
themselves.  For  my  part,  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  say  that  this  policy  of  exces- 
sive secrecy  leads,  and  always  will  lead, 
to  abuses  and  scandals,  because  it  affords 
the  most  effective  cover  for  bad  and  un- 


scrupulous  persons.  I  do  not  wish  to  do 
any  injustice  to  the  prison  service  of 
this  country.  It  is  cleeu'  that  in  every 
service  there  must  be  a  certain  propor- 
tion of  bad  and  untrustworthy  men,  and 
this  remark,  I  think,  applies  with  excep- 
tional force  to  the  prison  service,  where 
the  duties  are  of  a  singularly  unpleasant 
and  repulsive  character,  and  where  tlve 
officers  of  every  grade  are  constantly 
brought  into  contact  with  the  seamy  side 
of  human  nature.  It  is  only  by  publicity, 
and  by  meting  out  punishment  where 
power  lias  been  abused,  that  you  caii 
hope  to  make  the  prison  service  of  this 
country  what  it  ought  to  be.  In  conclu- 
sion, I  have  only  to  say  that  in  the  caae 
of  the  prisoner  Gatliffe  there  has  been, 
in  my  judgment,  a  serious  miscarriage 
of  justice,  and  that  if  the  matter  is  left 
where  it  is  you  will  have  taught  a  bad 
lesson  to  unscrupulous  men  in  the  prison 
service,  namely,  that  they  may  be  guilty 
of  brutal  ill-treatment  towards  helpless 
creatures  placed  under  their  charge, 
and  the  Prison  Commissioners  will 
do  their  best  to  hush  up  the  matter, 
and  thus  secure  for  them  practical 
immunity.  I  think  it  is  high  time  that 
a  protest  should  ba  made  against  th« 
policy  which  distinguishes  the  present 
Prisons  Board.  I  have  felt  it  my  duiy 
to  make  this  protest  to-night,  and  I  trust 
that,  in  doing  so,  I  shall  have,  at  any 
rate  in  some  degree,  the  support  of  this 
House. 
♦(7.10.)  SiE  R.  N.  FOWLER  (London, 
City)  :  I  t  nly  desire  to  say  a  few  words 
upon  this  matter  to  which  my  attention 
was  called  a  few  weeks  ago.  I  refer  to 
the  Manchester  case  which  I  looked  into 
with  some  care.  I  was  not,  however, 
aware  that  it  would  be  brought  up  to- 
day, or  I  should  have  been  better  pre- 
pared to  have  discussed  it.  Neverthe- 
less, I  may  say  that  it  struck  me  as  being 
a  case  which  we  can  hardly  be  called 
upon  to  decide  in  this  House,  because  it 
has  already  been  considered  by  a  jury 
whose  verdict  ought  to  prevent  our  going 
into  the  matter.  All  I  wish  to  do  at  the 
present  moment  is  to  point  out  that 
several  of  the  officials  of  the  prison  have 
been  dismissed  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Home  Secretary,  which  is  a  proof 
that  he  has  had  the  matter  under  his 
careful  consideration.  Representations 
were  made  to  the  Home  Office,  and  the 
case  was  thoroughly  investigated  by  my 
N  2 
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right  hon.  Friend,  and  from  the  isd  that 
he  has  dismissed  a  nnmher  of  the  prison 
oflBcials  it  is  evident  that  he  was  not 
satisfied  with  the  result,  and  that  he  is 
disposed  to  take  a  strennous  line  in  the 
discharge  of  his  dntj. 

Mb.  p.  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan,  N.) :  I 
do  not  think  it  is  at  all  surprising,  sifter 
tl^e  cases  that  have  been  brought  before 
this  House  in  reference  to  the  treatment 
of  prisoners  in  Irish  gaols,  that  an 
English  Member  shorlld  have  thought 
proper  to  bring  forward  the  question 
which  is  now  before  the  House.  The 
experience  we  have  had  in  Ireland, 
where  the  question  of  prison  treatment 
has  long  been  a  burning  question,  has 
had  the  effect  of  throwing  a  little  light 
on  what  appears  to  be  going  on  in 
England.  And  I  am  glad  that  the  prison 
discipline  of  this  country  is  now  beginning 
to  attract  the  intention  of  English 
Members.  I  do  not  think  you  could 
have  a  better  instance  of  this  than  the 
^t  that  the  hon.  Baronet  who  has  just 
addressed  the  House,  and  who,  when 
Irish  cases  have  been  brought  before  us, 
has  habitually  treated  them  with  con- 
tempt, and  invariably  given  his  Vote 
for  the  Government,  has  at  last  found  it 
necessary  to  bestow  some  attention  on 
an  English  case.  Now  that  the  ques- 
tion has  reached  a  stage  in  which  it  has 
secured  the  attention  of  British  Legisla- 
tures, there  can  bo  little  doubt  that 
before  long  the  Accessary  reforms  in  re- 
gard to  prison  treatment  will  be 
brought  about.  I  read  in  one  of  the 
London  papers,  published  on  Saturday 
last,  an  account  of  an  interview  with  a 
man  who  had  recently  been  released 
from  Chatham  Prison,  and,  in  the  course 
of  his  statements,  the  man  preferred 
very  serious  charges  against  the  officers 
of  more  than  one  gaol.  Perhaps  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Homo  Secre- 
te^ will  be  able  to  say,  in  the 
reply  he  will  presently  make,  whether 
there  is  any  ground  for  those 
charges,  and  what  course  he  in- 
tends to  take  with  regard  to  the 
officers  who  are  implicated.  This  man 
alleges  that  while  he  was  in  Chatham 
Prison,  he  was  very  badly  treated.  He 
says : — 

<*Fonr  times  I  was  punished  by  solitary  con- 
cement  in  a  solitary  cell,  and  on  every  one  of 
those  occasions  the  ponishment  was  unjustly 
given.     They  charged  me  with  not  returning 
Sir  R.  N.  Fowler 


to  work  when  I  waa  not  able  to  work  through 
my  ill-health,  and  they  charged  me  with 
taib'ng  when  I  was  not.  I  cannot  describe 
the  terrors  of  those  eells.  The  smell  in  them 
in  horrible,  and  thej  are  so  cold,  while  the 
light  is  altogether  insufficient.  Whenever  I 
came  out  of  Uiem  after  confinement,  I  felt  like 
a  drunken  man  on  regaining  a  better  atmos- 
phere ;  but  if  the  change  made  me  reel,  as  it 
did  once  or  twice,  I  only  got  a  clump  on  the 
head." 

Tliis  is  a  strong  charge  against  some 
ofEcer  in  the  gaol,  and  I  think  it  is  one 
that  ought  to  be  inquired  into.  I  am 
not  going  to  accept  the  bare  statement 
of  any  prisoner,  but  I  know,  from  my 
own  experience  of  prisoners  in  Ireland, 
that  cruelties  are  perpetrated  of  which 
no  one  ever  hears  in  consequence  of  that 
sort  of  freemasonry  which  is  known  to 
ejcist  among  the  prison  officials.  This 
man,  whose  name  is  Harrison,  was  re- 
nif^ved  from  Chatham  to  Millbank,  and 
ho  states : — 

' '  I  saw  the  dynamitards  there  and  they  com  • 
plained  bitterly  of  their  penal  cells.  The  two 
who  were  last  convicted — Gallagher  and  Haw- 
kins— are  only  .allowed  a  quarter-of-an-hour*8 
exercise  daily  instead  of  an  hour,  and  they 
ie<?l  the  deprivation  keenly.  Our  food  con- 
sisted of  skilly,  soup,  potatoes,  bread,  and  some- 
times meat,  but  it  was  very  tough  and  gristly 
meat,  strongly  reminding  one  of  cat's  food. 
The  food  and  general  treatment  of  prisoners 
has  been  so  bad  that  several  cases  of  insubor- 
dination occurred.  I  will  give  an  instance  of 
some  of  the  treatment.  There  was  one  man 
in  a  dying  condition  over  whom  a  pail  of  water 
WHS  thrown  as  a  remedy,  with  the  result  that 
he  had  to  be  removed  to  the  infirmary  and  his 
pnrents  sent  for,  so  critical  became  his  con- 
dition.   But  he  eventually  recovered." 

Here  we  have  complaints  of  the  quality 
of  the  food  and  the  condition  of  the 
ci^Us,  and  we  are  told  that  several  cases 
nf  insubordination  had  occurred.  This 
IS  what  might  be  expected  under  the 
circumstances,  as  it  very  seldom  happens 
\n  well-conducted  prisons  that  revolts 
take  place.     Harrison  goes  on  to  say — 

'*  On  another  occasion,  in  the  cell  next  to 
mine,  I  heard  two  officers  go  in  and  beat  a 
prisoner  unmercifully  with  their  staves.  It 
was  something  terrible,  for  I  could  hear  it  was 
his  poor  head  they  ^ere  hitting.  I  have  not 
&een  him  since.  He  is  either  in  the  Infirmary 
or  dead.  I  stopped  in  my  cell  about  two 
bours  after  that,  but  I  never  heard  him  move, 
and  I  determined  to  let  the  world  know  of  it 
wlien  I  got  out.  I  believe  a  special  inquiry  has 
bcr>n  held  recently  into  the  charges  alleged  by 
prisoners,  but  what  has  been  done,  or  whether 
anything  has  been  done,  I  cannot  say.*' 

Tliat  was  a  case  which  occurred  in  Mill- 
Itank,  and  I  think  it  is  one  deserving  in- 
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vesidgation  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary.  Harrison  also  makes 
charges  against  the  chaplain  which  I  hope 
are  not  true,  for  a  prisoner  has  the  right  to 
look  to  the  chaplain  for  encouragement 
and  sympathy.  One  chaplain  said  to  him, 
"  Yon  are  like  the  rest  of  them  that  want 
to  turn  the  world  upside  down,"  and  did 
not  give  him  encouragement ;  whereas  at 
Wormwood  Scrubbs  the  chaplain  advised 
him  that  if  he  observed  the  rules,  and  con- 
ducted himself  well,  he  might  get  out  of 
prison  before  the  completion  of  his  term. 
There  you  have  the  contrast  between  the 
sympathetic  chaplain  who  does  his  duiy, 
and  advises  the  prisoner  toobserve  the  rules 
and  to  regain  his  liberty,  and  the  chap- 
lain who  ofEers  no  word  of  consolation, 
but,  priding  himself  on  being  an  old, 
true-blue  Tory  type  of  man,  permits  him- 
self to  carry  his  political  opinions  into 
the  gaol,  to  the  irritation  of  political 
prisoners,  with  whose  political  sentiments 
I  have  yet  to  learn  that  the  rules  allow 
interference  on  the  part  of  the  chaplain. 
The  same  man  says  that  he  was  three 
months  at  Chatham  without  having  re- 
ceived a  visit  from  the  chaplain  at  all. 
The  chaplain,  as  soon  as  the  prisoner  is 
classed,  ought  to  be  the  first  to  go  and 
see  him,  and  when  he  does  go  it  ought 
to  be  to  console  and  encourage,  and  not 
to  gibe.  If  Mr.  Harrison's  statement  is 
true,  not  only  did  the  chaplain  at 
Chatham  annoy  him,  but  he  neg- 
lected a  plain  duty,  which  was 
to  have  gone  and  seen  the  prisoner 
as  soon  as  he  was  passed.  It  rests  with 
the  prisoner  himself,  as  soon  as  he  is 
passed,  to  say  to  what  denomination  he 
belongs.  As  soon  as  he  does  that  a  card 
is  put  upon  his  door,  and  it  is  the  business 
of  the  chaplain  to  see  him  as  soon  as 
possible.  If  this  chaplain  has  failed  to 
do  his  duty,  I  hope  he  will  be  called  to 
order  for  his  misconduct.  If  you  cannot 
make  him  fulfil  his  duty  in  this  prison  of 
Chatham,  which  the  criminal  classes 
recognise  as  a  hell  upon  earth,  at  least 
you  can  get  some  other  clergyman  who 
will  realise  the  responsibiUty  of  his 
office.  I  think  experience  shows  that  a 
case  has  been  made  out  for  impartial 
and  •  thorough  investigation  into  the 
prison  ^stem.  It  should  be  seen  that 
men  who  find  them^elves.in  prison,  often 
as  miiGh  Iron^  their  mi^oriunes  a§  their 
faults,  are  not  worried  and  interfered 
with,     but     are     treated     as     kindly 


as  possible.  I  hope  the  Home  Se- 
cretary will  see  ttie  advisability  of 
having  some  Commission  to  inquire 
into  the  various  chaises  which  arise  all 
over  England ;  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  not  the  information  now,  I 
trust  he  will  be  able  to  give  us  some  in- 
formation to-morrow,  as  to  the  allegation.s 
respecting  Millbank  Prison. 

(7.25.)  Dr.  tanner  :  Sir,  before 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  replies,  I  take 
this  opportunity'  of  emphasising  the 
remarks  made  by  my  hon.  Friend.  It 
was  only  last  Friday  that  I  addressed  a 
question  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
the  subject,  and  it  is  really  most  ex- 
traordinary that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  done  nothing  in  this  case. 
I  cannot  understand  how  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  can  feel  satisfied  himself  with 
the  answers  which  he  gives  on  the  in- 
formation supplied  to  him,  and  I  believe 
that  if  he  laaade  thorough  examination 
into  the  matter  he  would  not  remain 
satisfied.  I  asked  him  about  the  Warder 
Mitchell,  who  assaulted  another  delirious 
prisoner ;  and  if  you  find  such  a  case  of 
gross  inhumanity  as  to  insult  a  poor  man 
who  was  sufEering  from  delirium,  I  think 
it  ought  to  be  inquired  into,  and  matters 
not  allowed  to  remain  as  they  now  are. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  per- 
fectly certain  whether  Mitshell  would  or 
would  not  be  present. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  I  did  not  say  so. 

De.  tanner  :  I  did  not  understand 
that  at  the  time.  But  it  shows  the 
great  use  of  pressing  these  questions,  for 
each  time  we  get  more  definite  infor- 
mation. I  know  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  proverbially  courteous  in 
this  House,  and  I  acknowledge  courtesy 
whenever  I  meet  with  it.  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  take  into  con- 
sideration the  suggestion  of  the  In- 
spector, Captain  Wilson,  whose  counsels, 
from  his  official  position,  certainly  carry 
weight  f  I  think  the  country  requires 
an  answer,  and  I  hope  the  Government 
will  be  able  to  clear  themselves  from  the 
charge  of  sheltering  people  guilty  of 
inhumanity  of  the  worst  possible  cha- 
racter. I  should  also  like  to  have  some 
information  as  to  the  prisoner  Daly,  for^ 
as  a  medical  man,  I  cannot  understand 
bow  it  oame  to  pass  that  a  medioii^'  Ul^e 
belladouna,  whioh  is  a  strong  poison,  was 
administered  in  such  large  doses  as 
appears  to  have  been  the  case.     It  appears 
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to  me' that  there  must  have  been  some- 
thing radically  wrong  in  the  treatment 
of  •  Daly.  If  there  is  such  laxity  in 
regard  to  the  dispensing  of  medicines  in 
Her  Majesty's  prisons  it  is  easy  to 
stretch  matters  still  further,  and  have 
prisoners  actually  killed  with  other 
piosons.  I  think  the  circumstances  of 
this  caae  should  be  thoroughly  inquired 
into. 

(7.33.)  Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  cannot 
complain  of  hon.  Members  raising  ques- 
tions of  this  kind  as  to  the  conduct  of 
prison  officials,  as  I  believe  that  nothing 
is'  tnore  calculated  to  keep  these  officials 
up  to  the  mark  than  the  application  to 
thiem  of  this  constant  watchfulness  on 
the  part  of  hon.  Members.  I  think  it 
best  not  to  enter  into  the  case  of  the 
man  Daly  in  any  detail,  as  the  case  is 
still  under  investigation  by  the  Visitors 
of  the  prison,  whose  Report,  I  hope,  will 
be  full  and  searching.  I  beg  to  postpone 
any  obssrvations  I  may  have  to  make  upon 
thfe  case  until  the  Report  comes  in.  This 
nauch  I  may  say,  however,  that  I  have 
alliowed  the  Visitors  an  absolutely  free 
hand,  having  left  them  to  pursue  their 
investigation  without  the  slightest  con- 
trbl  on  my  part.  There  can  be  no  doubt 
that  the  task  of  the  prison  warders  is 
not  an  easy  one,  from  the  very  nature  of 
their  duties,  for  they  are  constantly  being 
prbvoked  and  irritated  by  prisoners  who 
resist  prison  discipline  as  much  as  they  can, 
and  I  do  not  say  this  to  censure  such 
prisoners,  as  it  is  very  natural  on  their 
part  to  resist  so  far  as  they  can.  The 
duty  of  the  warders  is  disagreeable,  and 
necessarily  disagreeable,  and  there  is  no 
doubt  that  the  men  are  constantly  in  a 
state  of  irritation,  and  that  being  so,  it  is 
necessary  that  the  Prison  Authorities 
should  keep  a  watchful  eye  upon  them 
to  see  that  the  great  power  which,  from 
the  ve'ry  necessity  of  the  case,  is  exer- 
cised by  them  is  not  marked  by  cruelty. 
WhbTi  the  hon.  Member  for  Bethnal 
Green,  however,  makes  the  case  at 
Stit^geways  Gaol  illustrative  of  the 
ohArge  that  the  Prison  Commissioners 
shrint:  from  inquiry  and  try  to  Kush 
up  these  matters,  it  appears  to  me  that 
the'  accusation  is  utterly  unwarranted  by 
th6'  ^fects.  What  did  the  Commissioners 
ddV  I  hold  in  my  hand  an  enormous 
mais  of  evidence  collected  by  them.  This 
Bhoi^  that  they  held  a  most  careful  in- 
'  in  the  hospital  ward  to  find  out  the 
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real  facts  o!  the  case ;  and,  as  the  result 
of  their  investigation,  the  man  Mitchell 
was  put  on  his  trial  That,  surely,  was. 
not  trying  to  hush  the  matter  up,  or 
an  endeavour  to  cloak  the  guilt  of  a 
warder! 

♦Mr.  PICKERSGHiL:  Their  hands 
were  forced  by  the  verdict  of  man- 
slaughter   returned    by    the    Coroner's- 

Jury.  

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  I  would  point  out 
that  before  that  verdict  was  returned 
the  prison  officials  had  inquired  into  the 
circumstances  attending  Gkitcliffe's  deat^, 
and  the  matter  had  been  put  into  the 
hands  of  the  public  prosecutor.  The 
hon.  Member  felt — and,  of  course,  I  feel 
still  more — embarrassed  by  the  verdict  of 
the  jury,  but  the  hon.  Member  must  not 
make  that  verdict  the  foundation  for 
charges  against  the  PrisonCommissioners, 
who  were  not  responsible  for  the  result 
of  the  trial.  It  is  not  proper  that  I 
should  comment  on  what  the  jury 
thought  fit  to  find  or  on  what  the  Judge 
thought  fit  to  say.  The  hon.  Member 
has,  with  some[force,  put  before  the  House 
the  points  which  operated  on  my  mind  in 
considering  this  case.  I  considered  the 
case  over  and  over  again  to  see  if  there 
was  any  other  direction  in  which  an 
inquiry  could  take  place,  but  the  evidence 
of  the  doctors  who  attended  the  man 
Gktcliffe  from  half  past  5  to  6  o'clock 
on  the  evening  of  the  22nd  November — 
that  was  the  evening  before  his  death — 
was  conclusive  that  when  they  then 
examined  the  deceased  the  injuries  of 
which  he  ultimately  died  were  not 
visible.  The  Prison  Commigsioner& 
endeavoured,  as  far  as  they  could,  to 
ascei'tain  all  that  had  taken  place  on  the 
22nd  November.  1  hope  I  shall  not  be 
accused  of  neglecting  to  say  everything 
that  might  be  said,  but  when  dealing 
with  the  case  of  men  over  whose  heads 
accusations  are  hanging,  though  it  is 
necessary  to  say  something,  I  cannot  go 
further  than  that  the  most  careful 
investigation  has  foiled  to  bring  forth  any 
prinid  facie  evidence  on  which  a  charge 
of  undue  violence  can  be  brought  against 
any  other  person.  Underthe  circumstances 
what  other  public  inquiry  is  possible  ? 
If  I  could  have  seen  a  primd/acie  case  of 
misconduct  against  any  other  person,  that 
case  would  certainly  have  been  brought 
forward.  It  was  not  my  fault,  still  less 
that  of  the  Prison  Commissioners,  that 
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no  oue  has  been  convicted*  The  Prison 
CommiBsioiiers  displayed  the  utmost  zeal 
in  the  case.  The  greater  part  of  the  mass 
of  papers  I  hold  in  my  hand  is  made  np 
of  Reports  by  the  Commissioners,  and  they 
liave  certainly  done  their  best  to  investi- 
gate the  case,  as  well  as  to  find  ont  the 
history  of  Gatcliffe,  the  time  his  drinking 
habits  began,  and  all  other  circumstances 
connected  with  him  down  to  the  time  of 
his  death.  Chapman  was  the  huspital 
warder  in  charge  of  the  room — it  was  not 
an  association  room,  bnt  a  hospital  ward, 
and  Gatcliffe  was  put  into  it  because  he 
liad  incipient  deJirium.  trems^na.  Two 
other  persons  in  the  ward,  Dukes — who 
has  since  been  executed-  -and  Chadwick 
were  examined  over  and  over  again  by 
the  Prison  Commissi onei*s.  Thej  were 
put  into  that  ward  because  it  was  tlionght 
that  both  men  might  commit  suicide  if 
they  were  not  watched.  The  conclusion 
ol  the  Prison  Commissioners  was  that 
Cliapman  was  responsible  for  an  un- 
doubted irregularity- — namely,  putting  on 
a  strait  waistcoat  twice  in  the  course  of 
the  21st  of  I^ovember  upon  QtitelLffe, 
without  the  positive  instruction  of  the 
medical  ofiicer,  which  was  the  rule  of  the 
jjrison.  Chapman  has  been  dismissed, 
and  neither  he  nor  Mitchell,  the  warder, 
will  again  be  employed  in  the  Prison 
Service.  Of  the  personal  medical 
qualities  of  Dr,  Braddon  I  cannot  speak 
t-OD  highly.  He  is  a  man  of  yevj  great 
eminence,  a  man  of  perfect  humanity, 
and  I  desire  to  say  not  a  word  in  the  way 
of  censure  on  Dr,  Braddon.  The  Prison 
Commissioners  felt,  however,  that  Dr. 
Braddon  was  not  able  to  give  that  undi- 
vided attention  to  the  medical  care  of 
the  prisoners  that  was  desirable.  He  was 
a  gentleman  who  came  in  under  the  Act  of 
1887,  and  he  was  allowed  to  continue  hLs 
private  practice  and  to  pay  only  occa- 
sional visits  to  the  j>rison  dunng  the 
course  of  the  day.  It  appeared  to  me 
and  to  the  Commissioners  that  this  case 
showed  that  a  closer  and  more  concen- 
trated attention  on  the  part  of  the  chief 
medical  officer  was  desirable >  There- 
fore, we  determined  to  substitute  a  per- 
manent medical  officer  in  the  place  of  Dr. 
Braddon,  and  we  hope  that  change  w  ill  con- 
duce fco  the  satisfactory  medical  treatment 
of  the  prisoners.  One  other  officer  has  been 
diamiflsed,  Rappley,  tho  day  warder,  who 
was  in  charge  during  the  hours  of  day- 
"iU  both  on  the   2lBt  and  the   22ad 
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November.  Rappley,  with  the  assistance 
of  two  of  the  prisoners  iji  the  room,  put 
a  strait  waistcoat  on  Gatcliffe  on  two 
occasions  on  the  day  of  the  23rd.  Rapp- 
ley's  excuse  was  that  he  wan  carrying  out 
the  course  of  practice  which  he  had 
known  to  be  made  use  of  before  when 
pLitieuts  were  noisy »  and  Gatcliffe  w«« 
undoubtedly  noisy  and  mischievous. 
Hon.  Meniljers  compel  me  to  say  that 
after  ike  itcquittal  I  did  look  round 
Ui  see  whether  anyone  else  was  re- 
sponsible. I  am,  however,  bound  to  my 
that,  after  making  the  utmost  inquiry 
into  all  the  circumstances  of  the  unfor- 
tunate affair,  T  have  been  unable  to 
discover  even  a  pnmtt  facie  case  against 
Rappley,  and  the  testimony  of  tlie 
medical  men,  which  goes  up  to  tho  final 
chx'umstances  in  the  case,  certainly 
acquit  him  of  any  blame  in  connection 
with  the  mau*s  death.  I  must  say,  at 
the  same  time,  I  t^aimot  agree  with 
Rappiey's  conduct  after  the  event.  I 
believe  there  was  a  deficiency  of  straight- 
forwardness in  his  account  of  the  blows 
inflicted  by  Mitchell  and  others  in  tho 
ward,  and  he  has  l)een  discharged  from 
further  service  in  the  prison.  The 
Governor  of  the  prison  has  not  escaped. 
I  believe  it  will  not  Ije  denied  that  he  is 
a  most  humane  man,  thoroughly  desirous 
of  doing  his  duty  towards  the  prisonen* 
under' liifl  charge.  I  believe  the  Governor 
has  the  respect  and  goodwill  of  all  tiic 
magistrates  who  commit  prisoners  to  h»N 
keeping,  and  I  l^elieve  that  will  be  fotind 
to  be  the  feehng  entertaine<l  towards 
him  in  the  locality  generally.  At  tin? 
same  time  I  thought  it  right  to  diretrt 
that  that  gentleman  should  be  severely 
reprimanded  for  what  I  consider  a 
want  of  sufficient  supervision.  1  have 
stated  that  in  tho  House  already,  m 
answer  U^  the  many  questions  which 
have  been  addressed  to  me.  I  do  not 
mean  to  say  that  the  Governor  WJiS 
responsible  for  the  ultimate  injuries 
sustained  by  Gatcliffe^  but  there  wan  a 
deficiency  of  supervision  in  regard  to  Uk* 
strait  waistcoat.  It  was  in  a  pla<-<- 
where  it  ought  not  to  have  been,  namely, 
under  one  of  the  beds  in  the  ward.  It 
ought  to  have  been  in  safe  custody, 
where  it  could  not  have  been  got  at  wit^i- 
out  the  knowledge  of  higher  officials  thaij 
tho  warders.  The  Governor,  however, 
was  not  responsible  for  the  oharactar  of 
Mitchell,  who  was  employed  aa  a  boapital 
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warder.  He  was  always  regarded  ns  ti. 
qniet  and  Jdndly-d  is  posed  man.  He  waa 
foitnorlj  a  ooIour-setTgeant  in  the  Army, 
and  had  teBtimonials  of  the  highest 
Irrnd.  I  oaanot  agree  with  the  hon. 
Maiaber  for  Bethnal  GriH-n  (Mr.  Pickers- 
gfll)  that  cases  of  violence  to  prisoners 
aro  on  the  increase.  Wlieii  we  look  tit 
1il6  extant  and  character  of  onr  prison 
•fafcera  we  must  be  prepared  to  find 
msea  of  miscooduct  on  the  part  of 
warders  now  and  then ;  but  I  think, 
ondtyr  all  the  eircnmstances,  the  hon. 
Member  will  find  that  the  number  of 
«ioli  instances  is  extremely  smalL  Ae 
re^rdfi  what  has  been  mid  by  the  hon. 
Member  in  reference  to  the  Visiting 
Ootnmiasioners  I  mii£t  also  disagree,  T 
re^rd  the  Oommisaioners  as  a  most 
admirable  Body,  The  Visitors  display 
oommendable  watchfulness  and  control 
in  tiiese  matters,  ai\d  spare  no  effort  to 
check  any  abase  of  power  either  on  the 
part  of  a  warder  or  a  Goirernor  of  a 
prison.  I  am  convinced  that  they  dis- 
charge the  duty  devolving  upon  them 
oonfloientioualy  and  well,  I  do  not 
know  that  any  better  system  could  be 
aubatituted  for  that  wliich  is  at  present 
in  force  in  this  respect.  It  is  the  duty 
of  the  Viflitfjrs  to  visit  eveiy  prisoner, 
and  if  any  complaint  is  made  as  to  the 
maltreatment  of  a  prisoner  it  is  the  duty 
of  the  Visitor  to  investigate  tho'  com* 
plaint,  and  to  bring  any  oflicial  before 
kim  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  him  to 
arnvo  at  the  facts  of  the  case.  I  cannot 
oonoeive  any  better  system  of  discovering 
and  punishing  cases  of  maltreatment.  I 
am  not  going  to  say  that  any  warder  or 
any  Governor  is  not  liable  to  make  mis- 
tokaa,  but  I  do  sfty  this  much,  that  the 
hon.  Member  who  introduced  this 
matter  has  not  brought  forward  the 
slightest  foundation  to  support  the 
chaz^  that  the  Prison  Commigsionere  in 
this  case  neglected  to  discharge  their 
roaponsiblo  duties.  My  experience  of 
them  is  that  they  do  thoir  utmost  to  pre- 
reni  any  undue  exercjise  of  tlie  powers 
ont rusted  to  prison  officials. 

(T Jj5.)  Mb.  COSSHAM  (Bristol,  E.) : 
I  would  impress  upon  the  right  hon. 
C^Witleman  the  importance  of  thoroughly 
pn»bing  each  case  that  comes  to  the  fmnt, 
BCiiia  lo  carry  out  the  spirit  of  the  law 
whiohhas  made  the  punishment  inflicted 
lead  FindictiTe  than  it  used  to  be.  I  think 
th4  punishment  of  imprisonment  iB  quite 
Mr.  Matthf.WH 


enough  to  inflict  on  any  num  without 
adding  to  it  by  treating  the  prisoner 
vindictively.  All  vindictive  punish- 
ment tends  to  harden  prisoners.  Our 
object  should  be  to  lead  them  into  the 
paths  of  virtue  rather  than  to  drive  them 
back  into  the  paths  of  vice.  I  am  glad 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  hj\s  given  so 
much  personal  attention  to  this  matter, 
and  I  hojje  that  nil  eases  of  the  kind  will 
receive  his  personal  investigation. 

GOVERN  &LENT      FDKNIIUUK 

C0NTKACT8. 
(7,57.)  Mr.  CREMER  (Shnreditch, 
Haggerston)  :  I  should  like  to  tiak  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr. 
Plunket)  a  question  I  have  already  j 
addressed  to  him  on  two  or  three  < 
sious  in  regard  to  the  system  of  supply- 
ing the  Government  with  furniture,  I 
think  that  last  year  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  promised  that  the  contracts 
for  the  supply  of  furniture  in  Govern* 
ment  offices  should  be  thrown  open 
instead  of  being  left  in  the  hands  «if  two 
or  three  privileged  firms  in  the 
Metropolis.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  that 
promise  has  been  redeemed?  1  feel 
under  der^^p  obligations  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  having  kept  the  promise 
he  made  to  me  two  years  ago  in  regard  to 
Kew  Gardens.  I  pressed  on  the  right  hoD 
Gentleman^  two  or  three  years  ago,  the 
necetesity  of  providing  light  refreshments 
to  the  public  who  frequent  Kew  GardeiJ 
I  am  glad  to  say  he  took  the  hint,  and 
has  provided  an  admirable  establishment 
of  the  kind  in  the  gardens.  1  wish  now! 
to  ask  him  who  it  is  who  provides  the 
seats  in  our  public  gardens,  and  what 
becomes  of  the  revenue  derived  from  the 
letting  of  such  seats  1 
*(8.0,)  The  FIRST  COMMlSSIONtm 
or  WORKS  (Mr.  Plunket,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  As  to  the  hon.  Member's  first 
question  the  pledge  I  gave  last  year  waa 
that  the  name  of  any  respectable  firm 
which  waa  sent  to  the  Office  of  Worka 
should  be  put  on  the  list  of  those  invited 
to  tender.  I  novv^  repeat  that  pledge ;  aome 
additional  names  havesinoethen,!  believ9) 
!  been  put  on  the  list,  and  if  the  hon.  Member 
will  submit  to  me  the  names  of  other  firms 
I  shall  be  glad  to  add  them  to  the  liat. 
As  to  the  chairs  in  the  parks  the  money 
received  from   letting  them  is   regardad 
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as  dxtra  receipts,  and   paid  into  the  Ex- 
chequer. 

Mb,  CREMER  :  WiU  the  right  hon. 
Gtentlemaii  ha^e  any  objection  to  innert- 
ing  adrertisementa  in  the  ordinary 
newspapers  for  tenders  for  furniture 
contracts  ? 

♦Mr.  PLUNKET  :  One  objectiou  is  that 
we  haye  found  by  experience  that  if  that 
system  be  adopted  tenders  are  received 
from  a  number  of  firms  that  we  know 
never  will  be  able  to  carry  out  the 
contract. 

Mb.  MORTOK:  I  should  like  to 
impress  on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  fact  that  he  ought  to  advertise 
for  tenders  of  this  Kort.  It  is 
well-known  that  the  system  of  asking 
tenders  from  certain  firms  does  not 
enable  you  to  get  fair  tenders.  I  know»  in 
connection  with  my  own  business,  that 
very  often  arrangementa  are  made  be- 
tween the  various  parties,  and  the  tenders 
are  sent  in  accordingly.  A  few  years 
ago  it  could  be  told  with  almost  dead  cer- 
tainty who  were  to  get  certain  tenders, 
simply    because    an    arrangement    was 

^made   between  the  people  on  the   list. 
Until  yon   get  independent   persons   to 
tender  in   the  ordinary  way  yon   cannot 
get  a  fair  system  of  tenders. 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
« 
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SaPPLT— OIYIL    SEETIOE 
1800-Dl. 
Considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Class  L 
L   Motion   made,   and   Question   pro- 
posed, 

'  Tliat  a  lum,  not  exoe&din^  £J  1,725,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majedtj,  to  complete  tbe  fium 
necMaary  to  defray  the  Charge  wMcli  will 
ooine  in  oourgio  of  payment  during  the  jear 
ending  on  tbe  Slat  day  of  Maroh,  1891,  for  Ex- 
peDditore  in  re«pect  of  Eoyai  Palaces  and 
Marlborough  Home/' 

(8.7,)  Me.  a.  O'CONNOR:  This 
being  the  6rst  Vote  of  the  Civil 
Service  Estimates,  I  desire  to  ask  a 
question,  which  has  reference  not  only 
to  this  particular  Vote,  but  to  a  number 
of  other  Votes  in  different  Classes.  The 
Vote  which  has  just  been  put  from  the 
Chair  includes  the  Royal  Palaces,  which 
previously  were  dealt  with  in  a  separate 
Vote,  and  also  Marlborough  House » which 
was  also  treated  separately.      The  Go 


vernment  propose  in  this  case,  as  in  a 
great  many  others,  to  take  a  lump  sum 
for  a  number  of  different  Services.  It 
seems  to  me  that  a  Department  which 
obtains  this  complex  Vote  will  be  in  the 
position  of  having  a  very  much  larger 
balance  probably  than  it  liad  before.  It 
may  have  a  balance  on  a  single  Vote 
equal  to  what  would  have  been  the 
balances  on  the  two  combined  Votes  in 
previous  years.  That  will  give  them  a 
very  much  freer  hand  tharf  they  ever 
had  before,  and  will  diminish  prtt  tanto iha 
Parliamentary  check  over  the  Eatimates. 
I  wish  to  know  whether  the  Government 
propose  to  treat  this  lump  sum.  as  a 
single  Vote  belonging  to  the  entire 
Service,  or  whether  they  will  be  com 
pelled  to  surrender  any  unexpended 
balance  on  the  several  items  1  If,  for 
instance,  they  have  an  unexpended 
balance  on  the  Royal  Palaces  Account, 
will  they  be  compelled  to  pay  that  into 
the  Exchequer,  or  wiU  they  be  at  liberty 
to  expend  it  on  Marlborough  House  ? 

*(8.11.)  Me.  JACKSON:  My  right 
hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  said,  on  a  previous  occasion, 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  take  the  opinion  of  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee  as  to  what 
steps  should  be  taken  as  regards  the 
balances — whether  the  items  under  each 
sub-head  should  be  treated  tin  separate 
Votes  and  the  unexpended  lialance  be 
repaid  into  the  Exchequer,  or  whether  the 
balances  should  be  available  to  be  trans- 
ferred from  one  subhead  to  another. 
There  are  obv'ious  advantages  in  there 
being  the  power  of  transfer,  but  the 
Gkrverament  have  no  desire  to  act  in  any 
way  contrary  to  the  opinion  of  the  House 
and  of  the  Public  Accounts  Committee. 
Tlie  continued  control  of  Parliament  may 
be  secured  in  one  of  two  ways.  One 
plan  is  that  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor 
General  should  report,  in  his  Annual 
Report,  any  case  in  which  one  of  the 
sub-heads  has  been  exceeded.  The  rolling 
of  the  Votes  into  one  was  not  suggested 
with  any  desire  or  view  to  obtain  a  larger 
power  of  transfer  than  at  present  is 
possessed,  but  there  are  advantages  in 
putting  two  or  three  Votes  of  a  like 
character  together.  As  the  Committee 
knows,  the  margin  necessary  to  avoid 
Supplementary  Estimates  is  increased  in 
degree  and  in  extent  according  as  the 
Votes  are   numerous,   and  ni>  doubt    ^ 
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r#MCmabl6  consolidation  of  Votes  with 
tihe  power  of  making  a  transfer  of  balance 
arising  on  one  snb-koad  to  defray  a 
deficit  arising'  in  another  sub-head  does 
tend,  and  will  t«ud,  to  diminish  the  total 
amonnt  of  money  wliichany  Government 
would  have  to  ojak  for,  Tlie  Departments 
are  very  much  opposed  to  liavingtocome 
to  Parliament  for  Supplementary  Esti- 
matee,  and  I  think  that  to  put  Votes 
together  will  tend  in  the  direction  of 
both  economy  and  controh  But  the 
matter  will  shortly  be  considered  by  the 
Pubhe  Accounts  Committee,  and  we 
shiill  be  guided  very  much  by  the 
opinion  they  express  as  to  the  course 
to  be  taken.  If  it  is  deemed 
sufficient  that  t!ie  Comptroller  and 
Auditor  General  should  report  every 
case  of  excess  of  expeiiditui'e  on  any  sub- 
head it  will  be  poa^sible,  either  by  an 
jilteration  of  the  law  or  by  some  regula- 
tion or  instruction,  to  guard  against  the 
balance  under  one  sub-head  being  ap- 
propriated under  another  sub*head. 

(8J5.)  Mb.  a.  O'COXNOR:  Tlie 
Committee  will  appreciate  the  care  with 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  addressed  him- 
self to  the  point  which  I  have  raised,  but  I 
confess  that  his  answer  does  not  appear  to 
me  to  be  at  all  satisfactory,  and  that  for 
more  than  one  reason.  We  are  asked  to 
vote  a  lump  sum^  and  are  not  told 
specifically  how  that  sum  is  to  be 
appropriated  We  aix'  told  also  that  the 
matter  has  been  referred  to  the  Public 
Accounts  Committee.  Is  the  PuHic 
A(X'ount8  Committee  in  such  a  condition 
tliat  it  can  direct  how  the  "eums  of  money 
voted  in  Committee  of  this  House  are  to 
be  appropriated  ?  That  is  a  function 
never  contemplated  for  the  Fablic 
Accounts  Committee,  and  how  it  is  to 
derive  power  to  give  such  directions  I  do 
uot  know.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee  has,  in  a 
special  Report  to  the  House,  refused  to 
arrogate  to  itself  any  authoritj^  to  direct, 
or  even  to  advise,  with  regard  to  the 
mode  in  which  the  Votes  are  to  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  of  Commons.  It  is 
concerned  only  in  the  appropriation 
of  pubhc  money  after  the  money  has  been 
spent.  We  are  in  this  difficulty,  that  if 
the  Public  Accounts  Committee  adheres 
to  the  Report  which  it  made  about  a 
fortnight  or  three  weeks  ago,  the  HouBe 
will  have  referred  a  matter  to  an 
Authority  which  declines  to  answer,  and 
Mr.  Jfxckfton 


we  shall  be  in  the  position  that  we  shall 
have  voted  away  sums  of  money  for 
aggregate  Services  without  any  assurance 
whatever  that  the  balance  saved  on  one 
Service  will  not  be  devoted  to  some 
branch  of  the  Service  that  was  possib  y 
never  mentioned  in  the  Estimates  at  all. 
I  had  hoped  we  should  have  some  specific 
assurance  from  the  St^cretary  to  tbc 
Treasury  that  Voters  were  consolidated 
for  convenience  of  procedure  in  Com- 
mittee, but  that  for  appropriation 
purposes  each  sub-total  would  be  confinetl 
to  th«  Services  for  which  it  was 
specifically  obtained. 

Me.  JACKSON  :  I  am  sorry  I  did  not 
make  it  clear  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  and 
the  Committee,  but  it  was  my  intention 
to  give  that  assurance.  I  am  prepired, 
if  it  is  desired,  to  come  under  a  pledge 
that  the  surplus  under  one  of  these  Rnl> 
heads  shall  not  I>e  devoted  to  the  jinr- 
poses  of  another  sub-head. 

(8.22.)  Mr.  LABOUCRERE  (North- 
ampton) :  I  do  not  quite  understand 
whether  the  hon.  Gentleman  does  come 
under  that  pledge. 

Ms.  JACKSON :  If  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee  adhere  to  their  position. 

Mfi.  LABOUCHERE  :  K  they  adhere 
to  the  view  tliat  it  is  a  lira  i^ires^  then 
the  pledge  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  hun 
ju.st  given  holds  good  ?  [Mr.  Jackson  ; 
If  it  is  desired.]  I  do  not  precisely  know 
how  far  the  wish  of  hon.  Members  now 
present  in  the  House  will  be  considei'ed 
to  lie  the  desire  of  the  House,  [^Ir. 
Jackson  was  undcretood  to  dissent.]  Then 
we  must  jL^o  fnrther.  I  was  going  to 
comnient^e  my  holiday  to-day,  but  thi^ 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  was  good 
enough  on  Friday  to  give  a  soH  of 
personal  invitation  to  me  to  come  here 
to-day  and  aid  him  in  the  transaction  of 
business.  Cou  side  ring  the  great  courtesy 
of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury » and  how- 
anxious  I  am  to  oblige  him  so  far  &&  I 
possibly  can,  I  have  come  here  to  aid  bim . 
in  carrying  on  business,  though,  perhaps,  | 
not  in  the  way  he  desires — I  have  como  ' 
here  to  lo<:»k  at  the  Votes  in  a  deHberaie, 
calm,  impartial,  and  economical  fashion. 
This  Vote  has  always  provoked  a  good 
deal  of  discussion.  It  divides  itself  into 
three  different  heads — into  Palaces  in  the 
personnl  occupation  of  Her  Majesty, 
I^daoes  partly  in  the  occupation  of  Her 
Majesty,  and  Palaces  not  in  the  occupa- 
tion  of   Her   Majesty.     In   the  case  of 
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Buckingham  Pivlace,  I  tiiid  a  large  ex* 
pendituiHS  on  tlie  Royal  Mews.  That  has 
always  been  objected  to,  becAnse  we  never 
understand  why  this  vast  expenditure  is 
to  take  plat'e  in  these  Royal  Mews 
considering"  that  Her  Majesty  is  seldom  in 
London.  Then  1  do  not  understand  why 
we  should  pay  so  much  iu  respect  of  Sl 
James's  and  other  Palaces  not  in  the 
occnpiition  of  Her  Majesty.  A  large 
number  of  persons  have  apartments 
there  ;  but  the  very  least  that  can  be 
expected  of  them  is  that  t!iey  should 
keep  up  their  apartments,  and  provide 
their  own  fuel  and  light.  Again,  when 
structural  alterations  are  made  in  any  of 
the  Palaces  I  do  not  see  why  they  should 
be  made  at  our  expense.  I  Snd  that 
£2,754  against  £1,984  last  year  is  asked 
for  Kensington  Palaec.  I  should  think 
the  best  thing  to  do  is  to  clear  that 
Palace  away.  It  is  in  r  miserable 
condition  at  present,  and  it  must  cost  a 
great  deal  to  keep  it  in  repaii*.  There 
are  two  good  ways  of  dealing  with  the 
palace  :  one  would  be  to  clear  it  away, 
and  the  other  to  let  it  for  a  large 
restanrant  for  id  stance — of  course,  I 
should  advocate  that  it  should  be  a 
temperance  restaurant.  By  the  adoption 
of  the  latter  plan  we  should  get  a  rent  for 
thci  Palace,  and  it  would  be  used  with 
advantage  to  the  public.  It  has  been 
suggested  that  it  should  be  converted 
into  a  pictur<?  gallery,  but  it  is  too  much 
out  of  the  way  for  snch  a  purpose*  If  it 
were  swept  away,  the  grounds  might, 
with  advantage,  be  thrown  into  Kensing- 
ton Gardens.  Hampton  Court  Palace  is 
a  People's  Palace,  and  therefore  I  do  not 
complain  of  the  expenditure  there,  but 
we  have  got  the  Hampton  Court  Stud 
House.  I  should  like  some  explanation 
about  that,  I  have  asked  for  many 
years  what  becomes  of  the  foals.  We 
expend  money  on  sfcallions.  I  presume 
these  animals  have  progeny,  and  that 
the  foals  are  sold.  We  do  not,  however, 
^et  a  farthing  for  any  of  the  foals. 
Then  we  get  the  Kew  P^ace  and  build- 
ings upon  Kew  Green,  Now,  I  have 
never  yet  discovered  what  Kew  Palace 
is.  I  have  been  often  to  Kew,  and  there 
I  have  seen  a  dead  wall,  over  the  top  of 
which  you  may  see  part  of  a  wretched 
looking  house,  which  we  understand  to 
be  Kew  Palace,  Wlio  on  earth  lives  in 
Kew  Palace? 
•Mb,  PLUNKET:  Nobody. 


Mb.  LABOUCHEKE:  Well,  then, 
we  have  it  on  official  authority  that 
nobody  lives  there,  and  here  we  have 
this  year  £1,420  and  last  year  £720 
expended  upon  a  place  where  nobody 
lives  —  a  wretched,  ramshackle  place 
where,  I  believe,  George  IIL  lived  whili* 
he  was  insane.  At  all  events,  it  is  a 
house  of  no  use  to  any  human  beings  and 
it  is  really  ridiculous  that  it  should  con- 
tinue  to  occupy  land  and  prevent  other 
persons  from  availing  themselves  nf 
building  leases  there.  Then  we  have  ft 
long  list  of  houses  luid  expenditure  u|T<»n 
them  for  maintenance  and  rc*pairs,  ami 
I  believe  every  one  of  these  houses  has 
been  lent  to  some  lady  or  gentleman  who 
occupies  it.  But  if  Her  Majesty  allows 
these  houses  to  be  occupied  rent  free,  nt 
least,  I  think,  the  occupants  might  be 
ret^uii-ed  to  keep  the  houses  in  repair. 
The  amount  is  not  large,  but  the  principle 
is  one  upon  which  I  think  we  ought  tr> 
register  a  protest.  Here  are  building?* 
the  use  of  which  Her  Majesty  does  not 
require,  the  maintenance  of  which  costs 
£7;617-  Now,  m  view  of  the  fact  i hut 
as  I  have  said  this  is  nnnecessary  expen- 
diture against  which  wo  ought  t«  register 
a  protest,  I  beg  to  move  a  reduction  «il? 
the  Vote  by  £5,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propist  d, 
"  That  a  sum  not  exceeding  £26,7:i5  Vn' 
grantt^d  for  the  said  Service. — {Mr, 
Labouchere.) 

♦(9.8.)  Mr.  MORTON  :  In  connection 
with 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  wero 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  4U 
Members  being  found  present, 

♦Mr.  MORTON  :  I  have  been  sent  here 
to  secure  economy  in  the  public  expendi- 
ture. I  do  not  intend  to  say  a  word 
a^inst  Her  ^Majesty  ut  against  tht* 
Royal  Family.  But  my  attention  ha^ 
been  particularly  drawn  to  the  item  in 
this  Vote  for  Light,  Fuel,  and  Water. 
Surely  these  things  ought  to  be  paid  for 
out  of  the  allowances  we  make  tri  the 
Royal  Family  1  Now,  I  understand  thai 
the  allowance  to  Her  Majesty  includts 
the  maintenance  and  repair  of  Buckingham 
Palace  and  the  other  Palaces  used  by 
Her  Majesty ;  but  1  take  it  it  also  includes 
new  works  unless  they  are  required  for 
the  benefit  of  the  nation.  I  find  in 
c<:)nnection  with  Buckingham  Palace 
there  is  an  item  of  £270  for  fuel,  light. 
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water,  and  houseliold  articles.  Why 
should  we  pay  that?  Why  is  it  not 
paid  out  of  the  Rojral  allowance.  Again, 
there  has  been  an  expenditure  of  ^500 
on  some  sanitary  works  at  Pimlico  Mewe. 
Is  there  any  occasion  for  keeping  up 
those  mews,  seeing  that  they  are  never 
used  by  Her  Majesty  \  Certainly  by* 
and -bye  we  may  have  a  Monarch  who 
may  make  use  of  them ;  but  until  then 
they  might  be  let,  and  I  would  suggest 
that  if  they  were  let  to  Mr,  Bamum  on 
the  occasion  of  his  next  visit  to  this 
country  a  considerable  sum  might  be 
realised  for  the  benefit  of  the  Public 
Exchequer.  Now  I  come  to  Windsor 
Castle.  Under  the  item  for  wages,  I 
find  that  a  labourer  is  paid  a  guinea 
a  week^  and  that  a  turncock^  in  addi- 
tion to  receiving  XI  83.  a  week,  gets  an 
annual  allowance  of  X8  for  acting  as 
rat-catcher.  Why  is  not  this  paid  out  of 
the  general  allowance  ?  I  had  supposed 
that  the  new  drainage  system  in 
London  had  got  rid  of  all  the  mts. 
There  is  a  further  payment  of  £10  a 
year  to  a  rat-catclicr  employed  at  the 
Albert  Memorial  Chapel.  I  am  not  com- 
plaining of  these  amounts,  but  I  do 
think  they  should  be  paid  bj'  Her 
ilajesty  out  of  the  allowance  made  her 
by  the  nation.  Now,  I  want  to  know 
who  occupies  the  White  Lodge,  Regent's 
Park  ?  On  the  general  question,  I  must 
aay  I  do  not  think  that  all  these  Palaces 
are  required.  Surely  it  is  not  necessary 
to  keep  up  both  Buckingham  Palace  and 
St.  James's  Palace.  Bnckinglmm  Palace 
might  be  handed  over  to  the  people,  who 
oould  hold  their  meetings  there  instead 
of  at  Trafalgar  Square.  It  is  of  no  use 
to  Her  Majesty,  and  therefore  in  the  in- 
terests of  economy,  we  might  very  well 
get  rid  of  it.  Kensington  Palace  might 
also  be  got  rid  of,  Ije cause  it  is  of  no  use 
to  Her  Majesty,  I  do  not  object  to 
Her  Majesty  haviug  several  Palaces  if 
only  they  are  used  by  her*  The  London 
County»Council  are  looking  out  for  a  build 
ing  in  which  to  meet,  and,  seeing  the 
_central  position  of  this  building,  I 
think  it  might  be  a  t&cj  desirable  build- 
ing in  which  they  should  meet  for  the 
transaction  of  their  business.  I  want 
some  information  as  to  Hampton  Court 
Studhouae,  Kew  Palace,  the  Military 
Knights'  House  at  Windsor  Castle, 
Holyrood  Palace,  and  Marlborough 
Mi\  Morton 


House.  At  Kew  \mi  year  we  spent 
£100  on  an  empty  house,  and  this  year 
we  are  asked  to  spend  another  £1,400. 
r  hope  that  in  the  interests  of  economy 
that  Yote  will  be  withdniwn,  and  that 
old  Palace  got  rid  of  altogether.  Then,,i 
why  are  the  Military  Knights'  hou8e.s  atl 
Windsor  kept  up  out  of  the  public 
money  1  This  expenditure  does  noli 
appear  to  me  to  be  for  the  good  of  the 
nation*  For  Holyrood  Palace  there  is  a 
Vote  of  £1,366,  of  which  £700  is  focj 
maiute nance  and  repura.  Now  I  do  nolii 
object  t^  this  Vote,  but  what  is  going  to 
be  done  with  the  money  ?  When  1 
was  last  at  Holyrood  I  found 
it  in  a  wretched  condition ;  it 
did  not  look  as  if  anything  at  all 
had  been  spent  on  it.  Indeed^  it 
is  generally  complained  in  Scotland  that 
the  public  buildings  are  sadly  neglected 
by  the  British  Parliament.  I  do  not 
know  why  that  is  so ;  perhaps  it  is  be- 
cause Scotland  is  so  far  away.  No  doubt 
when  the  Scottish  people  get  Home  Rule 
they  will  take  better  cure  of  these  old 
Palaces.  I  hold  that  Holyrood  should  be 
kept  up;  and  I  hope  to  hear  how  this 
money  will  be  spent.  In  regard  to 
Marlbc»rough  House,  I  am  told  there  is  a 
bargain  with  the  Prince  of  Wales  similar 
to  the  one  made  with  the  Queen,  I, 
therefore,  do  nut  think  the  nation  ought 
to  pay  for  new  works  there,  such  as 
alterations  to  the  steward's  room.  The 
Prince  of  Wales  should  pay  for  tliese 
things  out  of  his  allowance.  Again^  the 
people  wlio  occupy  these  Palaces  should 
pay  for  their  own  coals  and  liglit  and 
water.  So  long  as  the  present  system  is 
allowed  to  exist  you  will  never  get  real 
economy.  If  the  Royal  Family  have  not 
a  sufficient  grant  allowed  them  at  present 
to  do  so,  then  on  another  occasion 
sufficient  money  should  be  granted  to 
them  in  order  to  meet  all  these  items  of 
expense^  instead  of  the  Government 
coming  to  Parliament  and  asking  the 
taxpayers  to  pay  the  bills.  It  is  in  the 
interests  of  economy  that  an  arrangement 
such  as  this  should  be  put  in  force. 
Finally,  let  me  point  out  that  when  these 
Votes  are  laid  befoiH?  the  Committee,  we 
are  allowed  to  criticise  them,  bat  we  are 
never  allowed  to  reduce  them.  They 
are  forced  through  the  House  of 
Commons  without  regard  tp  our  criti- 
cism.    Unfortunately,   the   Gorerament 
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make  the  pefising  them  a  question 
of  confidence,  and  consequently  the 
supporters  of  the  Goyemment  are 
obliged  to  vote  them,  whether  they  like 
it  or  not.  I  think  the  Liberals  are  as 
bad  in  this  respect  as  the  Conseryatives 
when  they  are  in  power.  The  Com- 
mittee ought  to  be  able  to  reduce  these 
Estimates  regardless  of  Party  allegiance, 
and  an  adverse  vote  ought  not  to  afEect 
the  Government.  Until  you  can  discuss 
the  Votes  under  these  conditions,  you 
will  never  get  economy  practised  in 
any  Department.  1  see  there  is 
an  item  for  Insurance,  Tithe  Bent- 
Charges,  <fec.  Now,  we  have  been  told 
that  tithe  is  a  religious  payment ;  then 
surely  the  Royal  Family  might  set  the 
people  a  good  example  by  paying  their 
own  tithes.  I  do  not  think  the  Palaces 
ought  to  be  occupied  by  Royal  favourites ; 
but  if  they  are,  then  these  tenants  should 
be  made  to  keep  the  premises  in  repair 
at  their  own  expense  in  the  same  way 
that  other  tenants  for  life  are  bound  to 
hand  over  houses  to  their  successors  in 
good  repair.  Clergymen  who  occupy 
vicarages  are  bound  to  do  this ;  then  why 
should  not  friends  of  the  Royal  Family, 
who  are  allowed  to  occupy  these  Palaces, 
be  compelled  to  do  a  similar  thing  t  It 
is  our  duty  to  endeavour  to  induce  this 
Parliament  to  secure  greater  economy  in 
these  Votes ;  and  I  warn  the  Government 
that  if  they  do  not,  we  may  presently  get 
anew  Parliament  which  will  make  greater 
changes  than  they  may  dream  of.  Per- 
sonaUy,  I  should  prefer  these  changes  to 
be  made  gradulilly,  and,  therefore,  I  ask 
this  Committee  to  make  a  beginning. 
It  is  easy  to  spend  other  people's  money ; 
but  when  a  man  has  to  spend  his  own,  he 
generally  endeavours  to  do  it  in  the  most 
economical  manner.  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  expenditure  of  this  country  is  in- 
creasing from  year  to  year,  and  we  ought, 
wherever  we  can,  to  practise  economy. 
I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  be 
able  to  assure  us  that  in  future  the 
works  coming  under  these  Estimates  will 
be  put  out  to  tender,  as  it  is  a  well- 
known  fact  that  where  the  present 
system  is  carried  out,  the  tradesmen 
arrange  among  themselves  who  shall  get 
the  contract — that,  in  point  of  fact,  there 
is  what  is  known  as  a  "knock  out" 
amongst  them,  the  only  possible  check 
upon  which  would  be  the  issue  of  ad- 


vertisements inviting  tenders  from  every 
one  desirous  of  doing  the  work.  This  is 
the  method  pursued  by  nearly  all  other 
authorities,  and  has  been  found  to  work 
well  in  practice.  I  must  apologise  for 
having  kept  the  House  so  long.  I  have 
done  so  solely  in  the  interests  of  economy, 
having  been  specially  pledged  on  that 
subject  to  my  constituents. 

(9.33.)  Mb.  PICTON  (Leicester) :  1 
am  altogether  opposed  to  any  increased 
expenditure  on  this  Vote,  as  I  think 
the  incomes  possessed  by  those  who 
occupy  the  Royal  Palaces  ought  to  sufBce 
for  the  outlay  required  upon  them.  The 
increase  does  not  arise  on  Palaces  in  the 
occupation  of  Her  Majesty,  but  on  the 
other  two  classes,  namely.  Palaces  par- 
tially in  Her  Majesty's  occupation  and 
Palaces  not  in  the  occupation  of  Her 
Majesty.  On  some  of  the  Palaces  in  Her 
Majesty's  occupation  there  are  large  re- 
ductions. For  instance,  the  amount  re- 
quired for  Windsor  Castle  is  reduced 
from  £6,800  to  £6,325  ;  but  when  we 
come  to  other  Palaces,  we  find  the  result 
to  be  the  other  way.  Surely  we  ought 
to  have  some  explanation  of  the  increased 
expenditure  now  asked  for,  especially  in 
regard  to  such  charges  as  are  made  for 
the  supply  of  fuel  and  water  to  those  who 
occupy  these  Palaces. 

(9.36.)  Mb.  H.  COSSHAM  (Bristol, 
E.) :  Many  of  the  items  that  appear 
under  the  head  of  this  Vote  are  so  in. 
significant  and  trivial  that  they  may 
almost  be  characterised  as  petty.  I 
think  that  the  only  ground  on  which  we 
can  be  asked  to  defray  these  charges  is 
where  they  contribute  to  the  benefit  of 
the  general  public  ;  but  it  can  hardly  be 
for  the  advantage  of  the  public  to  main- 
tain a  number  of  Palaces  which  they  are 
unable  to  use.  I  call  on  the  Government 
to  see  that  something  is  done  that  will 
enable  a  proper  use  to  be  made  of  these 
Palaces.  Whether  the  Motion  of  my 
hon.  Friend  is  the  right  one  I  am  hardly 
prepared  to  say.  I  do  not  think  some  of 
these  items  are  calculated  to  deepen 
respect  for  existing  institutions,  for  I 
observe  that  they  include  money  for 
ratcatchers,  bellringers,  fuel,  and  so 
forth.  I  iJiink  it  is  the  plain  duty  of 
the  Government  to  get  rid  of  this  ex- 
penditure and  to  economise. 
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(9.40.)  Dr.  TANNER:  I  will  not 
follow  my  hon.  Friend  into  details, 
although  most  of  his  remarks  are  sensible 
ones.  In  view  of  the  progress  of  the  age, 
1  think  a  good  many  of  these  mediaeval 
remnants  might  be  done  away  with,  and 
ODmmon-sense  opinions  made  to  prevail. 
Really,  as  one  who  has  had  the  disad- 
vantage of  listening  to  thess  recurring 
debates  year  after  year,  I  think  some- 
thing might  be  done  to  adopt  proper 
phraseology  in  describing  the  duties  of 
certain  people.  But  I  rise  for  the 
purpose  of  eliciting  information  with 
respect  to  a  series  of  items  which  have 
cropped  up  again  this  year  in  connection 
with  the  Royal  Palaces.  I  observe  an 
item  relating  to  sanitary  work.  Year 
after  year  I  have  been  trying  to  get 
other  medical  men  in  this  House  to  give 
proper  attention  to  this  subject  with  the 
view  of  effecting  some  useful  economy. 
Each  year  we  have  this  item  of  sanitary 
works.  The  Royal  Mews,  Pimlico, 
sanitary  works,  £500 ;  White  Lodge, 
Richmond  Park,  £250;  St.  James's 
Palace,  not  in  the  occupation  of  Her 
Majesty,  £500 ;  Kensington  Palace, 
£755 ;  Kew  Palace  and  buildings  on 
Ksw  Green,  £475.  For  "  works  and 
alterations  of  a  minor  character" — it  does 
n'»t  say  whether  these  are  sanitary  or 
not — there  is  a  sum  £500.  I  should  not 
SD  much  object  to  this  expenditure  if  it 
were  brought  on  one  year,  but  we 
have  it  coming  up  year  after  year, 
nnd  I  think  it  is  throwing  away  money 
not  by  the  hundreds,  but  by  the 
thousands,  and  we  have  this  wasteful 
extravagance  when,  weekr  after  week 
and  month  after  month,  there  are  poor 
starving  wretches  coming  into  this  City. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Peterborough  was 
right  in  insisting  that  there  should  be 
satisfactory  tenders  for  this  work ;  and 
we  know  that  if,  under  a  system 
of  tenders  for  the  work,  you  had 
this  constantly  recurring  expenditure, 
you  would  have  someone  whom  you 
could  hold  responsible.  I  really  press 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  this 
is  not  a  matter  to  which  some  remedy 
could  be  applied  ?  1  admit  that  these 
old  Palaces  require  to  have  adapted  to 
them  from  time  to  time  recent  saaitary 
improvements,  but  I  certainly  think  that 
should  not  involve  the  necessity  of  a  large 
annual  charge.     A  good  deal  of  money 


has  been  spent  on  Pimlico  Mews,  a  place 
for  the  housing  not  of  men,  but  of 
horses.  Further,  some  of  these  Palaces 
are  not  occupied  by  Her  Majesty,  but  by 
a  number  of  pensioners.  And  this  I 
would  say,  that  when  you  are  incurring 
this  expenditure,  you  certainly  ought  to 
enter  into  some  good  and  satisfactory  con- 
tract. I  certainly  should  not  think 
I  was  doing  my  duty  if  1  did  not  rise  to 
obtain  some  explanation  of  this  expendi- 
ture. Why  ha^e  these  alterations  been 
made  ?  Because  of  disease  or  infection, 
or  merely  in  consequence  of  speculative 
opinions  offered  by  advisers  ?  I  should 
like  to  know  what  reasons  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  to  advance  in  con- 
nection with  these  matters. 

(9.55.)  Mr.  DILLWYN  (Swansea): 
There  is  one  point  I  should  like  some 
special  information  upon.  What  is  the 
use  of  Kew  Palace  ?  Is  it  used  by  pen- 
sioners, servants,  or  caretakers  1  1  think 
we  ought  to  have  a  specific  answer  upon 
that  point  before  we  are  called  upon  to 
spend  more  money  on  an  old,  useless, 
and  rotten  Palace. 

♦(9.56.)  Mr.  PLUNKET  :  I  hope  the 
hon.  Member  for  Fermanagh  will  not 
think  me  unreasonable  if  I  now 
interpose  between  him  and  the 
House  in  order  to  reply  to  the 
questions  which  have  been  addressed  to 
me.  An  hour  has  already  been  spent  in 
discussing  this  particular  item,  and  the 
Committee  do  not  appear  to  be  getting 
much  "  forrarder."  Underlying  the 
whole  of  the  questions  which  have  been 
put  to  me  is  the  assumption  that  the 
Palaces  we  maintain  ought  to  be  only  per- 
sonally in  the  occupation  of  Her  Majesty. 
Now,  when  this  question  came  up  last 
year  I  explained  the  whole  case.  The 
fact  of  the  matter  is  that  all  these 
Royal  Palaces  and  houses  for  which 
we  ask  a  vote  to  be  taken  in  this  House 
were  formerly  provided  for  out  of  the 
Civil  List.  What  happened  ?  The  view 
taken  at  the  commencement  of  the  reign 
of  William  IV.  was  this  :  that  it  would 
be  better,  in  future,  that  these  Palaces 
should  not  be  provided  for  out  of  the 
Civil  List,  but  should  be  borne  by  the 
Votes  of  Parliament.  And  the  way  that 
came  about  was  because  a  very  strong 
and  influential  Committee  which  sat  to 
consider  this  very  question  of  the  Civil 
List   at  the  beginning  of  the  reign  of 
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William  IV.  recommended  that  a  great 
number  of  other  expenses  which  had 
fallen  under  the  Civil  List  should  be 
transferred  to,  and  undertaken  by, 
the  Votes  of  Parliament.  That 
recommendation  was  made  in  1831. 
And,  accordingly,  these  Royal  Palaces 
were  placed  under  the  Surveyor 
General  im  1831  in  consideration 
of  the  reduction  of  the  Civil 
List  from  £1,200,000  to  £500,000,  or 
more  than  one-half.  That  method  of 
dealing  with  these  charges  was  re-con- 
sidered at  the  commencement  of  the 
present  reign ;  and  the  Committee  on  the 
Civil  Lists  then,  as  always  appointed 
on  the  accession  of  a  new  Monarch,  re- 
ported strongly  in  favour-  of  continuing 
the  arrangement  of  1831.  They  said 
that  the  change  had  worked  extremely 
well  and  economically.  The  BepoFt 
of  the  Committee  of  1831  con- 
tains a  schedule  setting  out  the 
charges  which  had  been  formerly 
borne  by  the  Civil  List,  and  which  were  to 
be  transferred  to  Parliament  under  the 
nrrangement  I  have  described  ;  and 
umongst  the  charges  there  set  out  are 
the  expenses  of  the  Office  of  Works  in 
regard  to  all  these  Palaces.  Parliament, 
in  fact,  undertook  to  provide  for  the 
maintenance  and  repair  of  all  these 
Palaces. 

♦Mr.  MORTON:  Does  that  apply  to 
fires,  fuel,  and  lighting  1 

♦Mr.  PLUNKET:  Yes,  Sir,  all  that. 
Everything  for  the  up-keep  of  the 
Palaces.  I  hope,  under  the  circum- 
stances, hon.  Members  will  not  expect 
me  to  go  through  all  the  cases  to  which 
allusion  has  been  made.  There  are 
two  cases,  however,  which  I  must  deal 
with,  as  a  certain  amount  of  misappre- 
hension seems  to  prevail  with  regard  to 
them.  One  was  mentioned  by  the 
senior  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere),  and  with  regard  to  that 
I  am  specially  anxious  that  this  misap- 
prehension should  not  prevail.  The  hon. 
Member  referred  to  the  Palace  at  Kew. 
It  is  the  duty  of  the  Office  of  Works 
under  the  arrangement  I  have  mentioned 
to  keep  up  not  only  that  Palace,  but 
also  Cambridge  Cottage,  which  is  in  the 
occupation  of  the  Duke  of  Cambridge, 
and  Church  House. 

Mr.    LABOUCHKRE  :     «  Church  " 
House? 


♦Mr.  PLUNKET  :  Yes ;  that  is  merely 
the  name  of  the  place.  It  is  not  attached 
to  a  Church.  The  item  for  sanitary 
improvements,  to  which  attention  has  been 
called,  is  connected  with  these  buildings, 
and  not  the  empty  Palace.  The  Looeil 
Authorities  of  Kew  have  initiated  a  new 
system  of  drainage  there,  and,  as  a  result, 
it  has  been  found  necessary  to  under- 
take these  works.  As  to  the  alterations 
at  St.  James's  Palace,  they  have  become 
necessary  owing  to  the  decease  of  the 
Duchess  of  Cambridge,  who  was  the 
last  occupant  of  the  Palace,  and  the 
necessity  for  putting  the  building  into  a 
condition  to  receive  a  new  occupant. 
That  new  occupant  will  be  Prince 
Albert*  Victor.  I  wish  it  to  be  under- 
stood, however,  that  the  expense  which 
has  been  incurred  in  preparing  the  Palace 
for  Prince  Albert  Victor  is  no  more  than 
would  have  been  necessary  if  the 
new  occupant  had  been  anyone 
else.  There  must  be  considerable  addi- 
tional outlay  on  alterations  owing  to  the 
circumstances  that  the  son  of  the  Prince 
of  Wales  is  about  to  occupy  the  Palace ; 
but  all  this  additional  outlay  will  be 
borne  by  the  Princ3  of  Wales.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Leicester  (Mr.  Picton)  has 
complained  of  a  matter  to  which  one  or 
two  other  Members  have  adverted, 
namely,  the  item  for  fuel.  They  say, 
•*  Why  do  you  not  make  these  personages 
pay  fortheirown  fuel?"  and  one  hon.  Mem- 
ber even  went  so  far  as  to  say  that  Her 
Majesty  should  be  required  to  pay  for 
fuel  out  of  the  Privy  Purs?.  Well,  as  a 
matter  of  fact.  Her  Majesty  and  the 
other  personages  in  question  do  pay  for 
the  fuel  they  use  out  of  their  private 
means.  The  items  charged  in  the  esti- 
mate for  fuel  are  simply  in  relation  to 
coal  used  for  heating  apparatus,  and 
similar  purposes,  in  the  public  parts  of 
the  Palaces.  Then  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Cork  asked  me  about  sanitary 
repairs  in  connection  with  the  Royal 
Mews. 

Dr.  tanner  :  I  did  not  refer  to  the 
Royal  Mews  at  Pimlico  alone.  I  referred 
to  a  long  list  of  places  where  sanitary 
repairs  had  been  made. 

♦Mr.  PLUNKET  :  I  understood  that. 
I  would  point  out  that  the  Royal  Mews 
is  on  the  schedule  I  have  referred  to. 
There  is  permanent  accommodation  there 
for  230  persons,  besides  a  large  number 
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of  horses ;  and  the  works  carried  on 
there  hare  been  Bnch  as  liave  been 
rendered  aecessary  bj  sanitary  considera- 
iione.  Tbe  outlay  was  not  one  which  it 
was  possible  to  reduce.  Every  one  of 
the  sanitary  works — which  are  now 
going  oii»  and  which  I  hope  will  soon  be 
completed  —  liave  been  undertaken 
with  great  reluctance  by  myself,  and 
still  more  reluctantly  acceded  to  by  my 
hon*  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury* We  only  undertook  them  because 
they  were  absolutely  necessary.  I  hope 
the  Committee  will  think  that  1  have 
given  sufEcient  answer  to  the  questions 
addressed  to  me. 

(10.15.)  Mr.  LABO0CHERE  :  I 
would  draw  the  right  lion.  Gentleman's 
attention  to  the  fact  that  when  we 
entered  into  the  arrangement  at  the 
commencement  of  the  reign  of  Her 
Majesty  no  sort  of  arrangement  was 
made  to  maintain  these  Palaces.  What 
we  did  was  to  relieve  Her  Majesty  alto- 
gether of  the  obligation  of  maintaining 
them  ;  and,  if  that  had  not  been  the  case, 
why  should  it  be  necessary  to  submit 
the  Vote  to  Parliament  and  to  ask  hon. 
Members  from  yeor  to  year  to  sanction 
these  items  ?  It  is  absurd  to  suppose 
that  we  are  under  an  obligation  to  the 
Sovereign  to  maintain  houses  which  are 
absolutely  unnecessary.  As  to  the 
£1,700  charged  for  Church  House  and 
Cambridge  Cottage,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  the  outlay  wiis  necessary, 
as  new  drainage  works  were  being 
carried  out  by  the  Local  Authorities  ;  but 
r  have  had  quite  recent  experience  of 
oonnocting  houses  with  drainage  systems 
and  am  in  a  position  to  say  that  the  ex- 
pense in  the  ciise  of  a  single  house  should 
not  exceed  £10  or  £20.  But  we  have 
heard  of  these  drainage  charges  before 
from  the  right  hon.  Gen  tie  man  ^s  prede* 
oessors.  I  know  my  old  friend  the 
drains.  The  Government  are  always 
getting  houses  connected  with  them  at 
enormous  expense.  As  to  the  charge 
of  £152  for  heating  this  deserted  Palace 
at  Kew,  this  amount  represents  1 40  tons 
of  coal,  which  would  never  have  been 
used  in  one  house.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
this  money  is  absorbed  by  a  number  of 
sponging  drones.  They  get  something, 
in  all  probability,  out  of  these  sanitary 
works  also  ;  and  I  protest  altogether 
against  such  payments  and  agniust 
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keeping  up  these  unnecessary  establish- 
ments. 

(10,20.)  Mr,  W.  REDMOND  (Fer- 
managh, N,)  :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
aaks  the  Committee  to  believe  that  the 
Crown  would  not  recommend  this 
expenditure  if  it  were  not  absolutely 
necessary,  and  he  also  spoke  of  the 
reluctance  of  the  Treasury  to  authorise 
such  expenditure.  I  am  sure  there  isi 
no  Meml>er  here  who  would  for  a  moment  J 
insinuate  that  the  right  hon.  GentlemajiJ 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works  or  the! 
hou.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  have  authorised  the  exx»endi- 
ture  of  this  large  sum,  knowing  that  it 
was  unnecessary.  What  we  complain  of 
is  that  Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury 
Bench  ai*e  themselves  duped  and  hood- 
winked by  others,  I  do  not  suppose j 
they  have  gone  over  all  these  Palaces 
see  what  was  necessary  to  be  done.  We 
all  know  that  there  are  no  people  more 
likely  to  bring  alxiut  a  job  than  builders 
and  contractors  ;  and  when  we  find  that 
year  after  year  large  sums  of  money  are 
naked  fi>r  putting  various  buildings  into 
a  sanitary  condition,  and  that  notwith- 
standing such  expenditure  they  never 
seem  to  be  in  a  sanitary  condition,  I 
think  we  have  legitimate  cmuse  for  com- 
plaint. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Plunket)  gave  us  an  interesting  account 
of  how  the  maintenance  of  these  Palacesl 
came  to  be  tlirown  on  the  country.  No 
doubt  all  he  said  was  true,  but  it  did 
not  at  all  go  to  prove  that  it  is  either  j 
necessary  or  advantageous  that  thousands 
of  pounds  should  be  spent  every  year  in 
maintaining  Palaces  in  which  nobody 
lives.  I  believe  the  Queen  does  some- 
times go  to  Buckingham  Palace  ;  but  she 
never  goes  to  Hampton  CouH,  or  Kew, 
or  St.  James*.**  Palace,  and  there  are  a 
variety  of  other  buildings  of  the  kind  to 
which  the  members  of  the  Royal  Family 
never  go.  I  say  it  is  in  the  interest  of 
the  Royal  Family  thr*t  expenditure 
this  kind  should  not  be  allowed.  Ther 
is,  undoubtedly,  a  strong  feeling 
throughout  the  counti'y  that  it  is 
monstrous  for  Parliament  to  be  called 
on  year  after  year  to  spend  JE36,0D0 
in  maintaining  buildings  which  absolutely 
serve  no  purpose  at  all.  Only  the  other 
day  an  appeal  was  mode  to  the  generosity 
of  the  country  to  provide  money  for  the 
equipmcTit  of  tlit.^  Volunteers.     I  am  not 
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very  much  in  favour  of  warlike  prepara- 
tions of  any  kind  myself,  but  I  say  that 
if  you  are  to  have  Volunteers  they  ought 
to  be  efEectively  equipped.  Why  cannot  the 
large  sums  of  money  which  are  wasted  on 
the  maintenance  of  uninhabited  Palaces 
be  spent  on  the  equipment  of  the  Volun- 
teer Force,  and  in  helping  to  provide 
better  houses  for  the  unfortunate  poor 
people  of  this  Cityl  When  one  walks 
through  the  streetsof  this  town,  even  under 
the  very  shadow  of  the  walls  of  this  House, 
and  finds  them  filled  with  unfortunate 
wretches  who  are  half  starved  and  at  the 
last  stage  of  misery,  it  does  seem  a  mon- 
strous thing  that  money  should  be 
squandered  in  this  way.  Nobody  on 
these  Benches  objects  to  spending  what 
is  necessary  and  proper  in  maintaining 
Palaces  for  the  Queen,  but  we  do  object 
to  spending  money  on  houses  which  are 
never  used  at  all.  We  believe  that  the 
Government  Officials  are  humbugged  by 
contractors.  Are  there  no  means  by 
which  a  satisfactory  conclusion  could  be 
arrived  at  as  to  whether  this  expenditui'e 
is  necessary  or  not  ?  I  am  certain  that  if 
an  investigation  could  be  made,  it  would 
be  found  that  a  great  part  of  the  expen- 
diture is  unnecessary. 

*Mr.  MORTON :  I  am  sorry  to  detain 
the  Committee  ;  but  I  do  not  thoroughly 
understand  this  Vote,  and  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  has  left  several  of  my 
questions  unanswered.  One  of  them 
relatod  to  the  Estimate  of  £1,165  for 
furniture,  another  to  repairs  at  Holy  rood 
Palace,  and  another  to  public  tendering. 
I  am  glad  to  hear  that  these  build- 
ings belong  to  the  nation,  because,  when 
we  get  a  more  democratic  Parliament,  we 
shall  know  what  to  do  with  them,  and 
that  with  very  little  trouble.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  said  that  one  of  the 
houses  at  Kew  is  occupied  by  the  Duke 
of  Cambridge.  I  object  to  public  money 
being  provided  to  keep  up  a  cottage  for 
the  Duke  of  Cambridge.  His  Royal 
Highness  recsives  a  large  allowance  from 
this  House,  and  a  large  salary,  and  he  is 
the  last  person  in  the  United  Kingdom 
who  ought  to  call  on  the  House  of  Com- 
mons for  money,  for  a  house,  furniture, 
fuel,  or  anything  of  the  sort. 

( 1 0.32.)     Mr.  PICTON  :  I  really  must 

press  for  an  answer   to  some  questions 

I  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Surely 

it  is  of  some  consequence  to  the  Com- 
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mittee  to  know  why  the  expenditufe 
on  the  Palaces  in  the  present  occupa- 
tion of  Her  Majesty  has  not  in- 
creased, whilst  that  upon  Palaces  not  in 
the  occupation  of  Her  Majesty  has 
increased.  Again,  I  want  to  kiow  why 
it  is  that  the  cost  of  keeping  up  Kev 
Palace  is  precisely  double — ^1,420 
instead  of  J£710?  I  admit  it  is  very 
humiliating  to  have  to  discuss  these 
matters  in  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House,  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ought  to  remember  that  the  annoy auoo 
arises  from  an  increasing  discord  between 
the  feeling  of  the  age  and  the  customs 
manifested  in  these  Estimates.  The 
feeling  is  more  for  spending  money  in 
public  needs  and  not  on  old-fashioned 
institutions  which  do  no  good  to  anyone. 
Public  feeling  has  not  shown  any  ten- 
dency to  object  to  reasonable  expenditure 
for  the  comfort,  and  state,  and  splendour 
of  the  Court.  What  public  feeling  does 
object  to  is  spending  money  on  old  build- 
ings that  are  of  no  good  to  aiiyone  in  the 
world.  I  really  think  if  hon.  and  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  knew  the  true 
interests  of  the  institution  which  they 
always  boast  of  defending,  they  would 
offer  some  proper  explanation  of  this 
expenditure.  » 

*(10.37.)  Mr.  PLUNKET:  1  really 
think  we  ought  to  have  some  regard 
to  the  proportion  of  things  and  for 
the  time  of  the  House.  Hon.  Members 
opposite  have  occupied  an  hour  and 
a  half  of  public  time  in  discussing 
such  questions  as  whether  it  is  neces- 
sary to  have  ratcatchers  and  turncocks 
at  the  Royal  Palaces.  I  am  anxious 
to  afford  every  information  of  an  im- 
portant chai'acter  that  is  asked  for,  but 
it  is  too  much  to  occupy  the  time  of  the 
Committee  for  so  long  upon  subjects  of 
trifling  importance.  The  expenditure  on 
Palaces  has  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
whether  or  not  the  Palaces  are  in  the 
occupation  of  Her  Majesty.  The  Jion. 
Member  for  Peterborough  asks  for  in- 
formation as  to  the  expenditure  on 
furniture.  £700  has  been  expended 
for  furniture  for  St.  James's  Pala«e, 
which  is  used  for  public  purposes,  and 
£300  in  improving  the  entrance  to  the 
Picture  Gallery  at  Hampton  Court,  in 
order  to  make  it  more  commodious,  and, 
therefore,  more  adapted  for  tho  enjoy- 
ment of  the  people  who  visited  the 
O 
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gallery.  Th  us  £1 ,000  is  at  once  accounted 
for. 
•(10.40.)  Me.  CREMER  :  I  hope  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  will  press 
his  Motion  to  a  Division,  not  because  we 
wish  to  waste  the  time  of  the  House  in 
discussing  questions  of  ratcatchers  or  the 
other  trifling  matters  to  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  alluded,  but  because 
we  are  anxious  to  register  our  votes,  in 
the  name  of  the  people  who  have  to  pay, 
against  bhe  expenditure  of  ii36,000  for 
the  maintenance  of  seven  residences  for 
the  very  few  people  who  inhabit  them. 
It  was  my  painful  duty  early  one 
summer's  morning  not  many  years  ago 
to  walk  through  St.  James's  Park,  and  I 
counted  on  and  around  seats  within  300 
yards  of  Buckingham  Palace  27  poor 
creatures  huddled  together  trying  to  keep 
themselves  warm  in  the  morning  air. 
Each  of  them  looked  as  if  they  were  on 
the  verge  of  starvation.  A  policeman 
came  along  and  roused  them  from 
their  miserable  slumbers.  A  more 
wretched  spectacle  I  never  saw  !  As  I 
stood  and  looked  at  these  poor  creatures 
and  then  at  that  enormous  building — 
Buckingham  Palace — in  which  no  one 
save  the  hangers-on  had  resided  for 
five  months  at  the  time  I  witnessed 
that  spectacle,  I  asked  myself,  and 
the  people  who  have  to  pay  this  money 
ask  themselves,  whether  this  is  a  speci- 
men of  the  civilisation  of  which  we  boast 
in  the  19th  century.  It  is  not  necessary, 
however  dignified  and  exalted  the  occu- 
pant of  the  Throne  may  be,  that  he  or 
she  should  have  seven  residences.  It  is 
to  protest  against  this  waste  of  public 
money  and  against  the  glaring  anomaly 
to  which  I  have  just  made  allusion  that 
I  shall  follow  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  into  the  Lobby.  There-  is 
just  one  question  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  which  he  has, 
I  am  sure,  not  purposely  evaded.  It 
was  the  question  I  addressed  to  him 
earlier  in  the  sitting.  It  is  why  the  De- 
partment over  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  presides  with  so  much  dignity, 
and  I  believe  in  the  main  usefulness, 
does  not  think  it  worth  his  while  to  issue 
public  tenders  for  furniture  ?  It  is  well 
to  say  that  any  respectable  firm  can,  by 
making  application,  get  its  name  put  on 
the  list ;  but  I  have  not  yet  been  able  to 
learil  that  firms,  who  may  get  put  on  the 
Mr.  Plunket 


list,  ever  know  when  furniture  is  required 
in  any  Government  office.  If  they  do  not 
know  that,  how  is  it  possible  they  can 
tender?  If  there  was  a  disposition  to  do 
so,  it  is  very  easy  for  the  Department  to 
issue  through  the  public  Press  tenders 
indicating  that  a  certain  quantity  of 
furniture  is  required  by  a  given  date, 
and  that  the  Government  are  open  to 
receive  tenders.  Then  there  is  an  item 
of  £4,325  for  repairs.  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  be  good  enough  to  say 
whether  those  repairs  and  alterations  are 
done  by  contract — whether  tenders  are 
invited  for  the  work,  or  whether  the  work 
is  confined  to  a  few  firms  who 
are  thus  able  to  arrange  matters 
amongst  themselves?  It  is  quite  an 
understood  thing  that  privileged  firms 
do  occasionally  enter  into  arrangements, 
and  that,  in  consequence,  the  public 
suffer.  A  system  of  open  tender  would 
put  an  end  to  this  sort  of  thing. 

(10.45.)  Dr.  tanner  :  I  merely 
rise  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
give  his  attention  to  the  one  jwint  which 
I  raised  earlier  in  the  evening,  and  that 
is  as  to  the  sanitarj-  works  at  the  Royal 
Mews,  Kensington  Palace.  Were  the 
works  undertaken  under  medical  advice  1 
Then  in  the  matter  of  insurance.  Some 
of  the  Palaces  are  insured  and  others  are 
not.     What  is  the  reason  of  this  ? 

(10.47.)  Mr.  NORRIS  (Tower  Ham- 
lets,  Limehouse)  :  I  cannot  but  think 
that  this  subject  has  been  entirely 
exhausted.  I  have  endeavoured  to  do 
right  by  sitting  out  the  discussion,  and 
I  think  that  every  phase  of  the  Vote  has 
been  fully  discussed.  I  hope  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton,  with  whom 
many  of  us  agree  in  many  points,  will 
not  put  the  Committee  to  the  trouble  of 
a  Division. 

*(10.49.)  Mr.  plunket  :  The 
sanitary  works  were,  in  many  instances, 
rendered  necessary  by  medical  reports. 
The  drains  were  in  the  worst  possible 
condition,  and  money  was  absolutely  re- 
quired to  be  spent.  As  to  insurance,  my 
impression  is  that  the  persons  occupying 
the  houses  pay  the  insurance,  but  I  will 
make  further  inquiries  on  the  point. 

*Mr.  CRBMER  :  I  have  put  two  ques- 
tions of  considerable  importance  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman. 

*Mr.  PLUNKET:  I  have  answered 
them  twice  already.     As  regards  fumi- 
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ture,  I  have  said  we  are  willing  to  put 
any  respectable  firm  on  the  list  who 
choose  to  apply ;  and  as  to  tenders  we  do 
invite  tenders  where  the  work  to  be 
done  is  sufficiently  great  as  to  make  it 
wise  to  do  so.  Many  of  the  works  are 
extremely  small,  and  they  are  executed 
by  contractors  we  specially  employ. 

(10.55.)  The  House  divided  :— Ayes 
61  ;  Noes  159.— (Div.  List,  No.  40.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

2.  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  sum,,  not  exceeding  £78,776,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  3l8t  day  *of  Mardi  1891,  for  the  Royal 
Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens." 

*(1 1 .5.)  Mr.  PICKBRSGILL  (Bethnal 
Green,  S.W.)  :  I  rise  to  move  the 
reduction  of  this  Vote  by  ^701  in  respect 
to  the  maintenance  of  Hampton  Court 
Park.  This  Motion  is  a  hardy  annual, 
but  I  hope  that  this  is  the  last  year  in 
which  it  will  be  necessary  to  bring  it 
forward.  The  argument  in  favour  of  the 
proposition  which  I  am  about  to  submit 
to  the  Committee  is  so  strong  that  if  it 
were  not  for  one's  experience  upon  other 
matters,  it  would  be  surprising  that  it 
should  have  been  necessary  to  reiterate 
it  so  frequently  to  the  Committee. 
Hampton  Court  Park  comprises  an  area 
equal  to  that  of  Kensington  (hardens  and 
Hyde  Park  combined  j  it  is  in  the  midst 
of  rural  scenery  ;  it  is  public  property, 
and  yet  from  this  public  property  the 
public  are  absolutely  excluded,  the  enjoy- 
ment of  it  being  reserved  for  deer  and 
horses,  and  some  90  ^voured  families  in 
the  neighbourhood  who  pay  a  guinea  a 
year  for  the  privilege  of  possessing  a 
key.  This  matter  was  very  strongly 
pressed  upon  the  attention  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  last  year  in  Committee, 
and  he  then  said  that  he  had  not  had 
that  amount  of  public  pressure  brought 
to  bear  upon  him  to  enable  him  to 
overrule  the  natural  reluctance  of  the 
Treasury  to  add  to  the  expenses  of 
the  Park.  Now,  if  he  would  only 
specify  the  precise  character  and  degree 
of  the  pressure  to  which  he  would 
succumb,  I  should  be  glad  to  take 
my  share  in  the  application  of  the 
necessary  stimulant.      But  seriously   I 


do  think  that  since  he  spoke  in  March 
last,  he  has  had  brought  before  him,  in  a 
manner  it  is  impossible  to  dispute,  strong 
evidence  of  the  existence  of  a  large  body 
of  public  opinion  in  favour  of   throwing 
open   the  Park  to  the  public.     I   have 
had  sent  to  me  a  copy  of  a  local  news- 
paper suggesting  that  this  matter  should 
be  brought  forward  arid  strongly  urged 
again  this  year,  and  from  the  tone  of  the 
leaders  I  gather  that  this  newspaper  is 
of  a  distinctly  Conservative  complexion. 
In  this  paper   I   find  an   account  of  a 
deputation  which  in  August  last  waited 
upon  the  right  hon.  Gentle  man.  and  urged 
him  to  consent  to  the  opening  of  the  Park 
to  the  public,  and  this  deputation  certainly 
carried   with  it  a   considerable   amount 
of  public  weight.     It  included  the  Mayor 
of  Kingston  and  representatives  of  other 
Local  Bodies  in  the  neighbourhood,  and 
they  suggested  that  the  public   should 
merely  have  permission  to  cross  the  Park 
along  the  footpaths  which  already  exist ; 
and  that,  in  fact,  the  privilege  which  is 
now    monopolised  by  a  few    favoured 
residents  should  be  shared  by  the  public 
at  large.     The  right  hon.  Gentlemen  has 
always     strongly     insisted    upon     the 
expense  that  would  be  ipvolved  ;   but  I 
see  that  the  responsible  members  of  this 
deputation  assured  him  that,  so  far  as  one 
item  of  expense  was  concerned,  he  need  be 
under  no  anxiety,  as  they  would  guarantee 
on  the  part  of  the  locality  the  expense  of 
four  self-acting  gates  giving  access  to  the 
Park.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  had, 
then,  some  of  the  pressure  he  last  year  said 
was  wanting,  so  one  ground  of  objection 
is  removed.     The    other    day    he    was 
asked  a  question    as    to    some   changes 
made  in  the  administration  of  the  Park, 
and  I  understand  he   tojid  us   that  the 
deer  hitherto    miaintained    there    were 
about  to  be  replaced  by  horses  or  foals — 
and,  as  an  hon.  Member  suggests,  cattle — 
and  we  were  also  told  that  grazing  would 
be  let  to  the  Master  of  the  Horse  at  a  net 
gain  to  the  Exchequer  of  £600  a  year. 
Now,  whether  it  is  £100  or  £600,   I 
think  the  suggestion  of  a  net  gain  to  the 
Exchequer  as  the  result  of  the  operation 
is  rather  calculated   to  raise    a  smile, 
because  surely'  the   nominal  transfer  of 
the  amount  from  on^  public  official  to 
■another-Trf  rom  the  Master  pf  the  Horse 
to  the  First  Cpmmissioher  of  Works — 
can  hardly  be  regarded  as  a  real  souroe 
0  2  - 
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of  public  revenue.  This  consideration,  I 
think,  may  lie  omitted.  As  I  under- 
stand, the  demand  put  forwanl  by  the 
people  resident  in  the  locality,  all  they 
desire  is  to  be  permitted  to  cross  the 
Park,  and  therefore  if  their  right,  as  I 
shall  put  it,  can  he  conceded,  and  at  the 
same  time  the  grazing  can  be  let  to  the 
Master  of  the  Horse,  well  and  good  but 
if  it  becomes  a  question  whether  the 
enjoyment  of  the  Park  by  the  public,  or 
l)y  the  horses  and  cattle,  is  to  be -first 
considered,  I,  for  one,  maintain  that 
the  interest  of  the  public  ought  to 
have  the  first  place.  This  is  a 
public  Park ;  it  is  public  property ;  and  it 
is  surely  little  short  of  scandalous 
that  it  should  practically  be  only 
available  to  some  90  favoured  families. 
It  is  a  matter  which  year  after  year  has 
been  pressed  upon  the  First  Commis- 
sioners and  it  is  clearly  a  concession,  if 
you  choose  to  call  it  a  concession,  which 
must  eventually  come.  I  cannot  but 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
ba  well  advised  to  make  the  concession 
at  once  with  a  good  grace.  For  these 
reasons,  which  are  not  new,  which  I 
regret  to  say  it  has  been  necessary  to 
urge  year  after  year,  I  beg  to  emphasise 
my  protest  by  moving  the  reduction  of 
the  Vote  by  £701. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  a  reduced  sum  of  £78,074  be 
granted." 

*(11.15.)  Mr.  PLUNKET:  The  grounds 
upon  which  the  hon.  Member  brings 
forward  his  Motion  this  year  are  some- 
what different  from  those  on  which  it 
was  formerly  brought  forward.  Hitherto 
it  has  been  consideredas  a  grievance  which 
ought  to  b.^  redressed  that,  whereas  the 
public  paid  for  the  maintenance  of 
Hampton  Court  Home  Park,  they  were 
not  admitted  to  the  enjoyment  of  it. 
Well,  I  need  not  traverse  that  argu- 
ment, l^ecause,  as  I  will  explain,  that 
state  of  affairs  no  longer  exists.  But  I 
think  there  is,  generally,  some  misappre- 
hension jw  to  the  real  state  of  the  case. 
It  is  generally  supposed  that  this 
has  been,  at  some  time  or  other, 
a  Park  open  to  the  general  public ;  but, 
that  the  public  have  been  excluded  from  a 
right  they  formerly  enjoyed.  That  is  a 
misapprehension  altogether.  The  Park 
Mr.  Pickersyill 


has  nev.'r  at  any  time  been  thrown  open 
to  the  public ;  it  has  always  been  reserved 
for  the  stud  of  half-bred  horses  belong- 
ing to  J  ler  Majesty ;  and  there  is  a 
stud  hous^  there  which  we  are  obliged 
to  main  to  in,  which  we  cannot  legally 
dispose  of  or  destroy.  The  question 
presents  itself,  whether  the  character  of 
the  Park  is  or  is  not  to  be  changed  ; 
whether,  apart  from  any  grievance,  it  ]& 
a  Park  that  should  be  thrown  open  to 
the  public.  It  must,  I  think,  be  admitted 
that  in  this  particular  place  the  exclusion 
of  the  public  from  the  Park  is  not,  at  the 
worst,  such  a  serious  deprivation,  as  it 
might  be  in  another  place,  for  the  public 
have  at  hand  the  grounds  and  gardens  of 
Hampton  Court  Palace  and  Bushey  Park 
on  the  other  side  of  the  road.  The 
hon.  Member  has  said  that  a  few 
favoured  individuals  are  admitted  to  the 
enjoyment  of  the  Park ;  but  I  believe 
the  only  persons  are  those  resident  in 
Hampton  Court  Palace,  and  a  few 
others,  who  pay  a  guinea  a  year  for  a  key 
of  admission.  Then  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  referred  to  my  observation  on  a  former 
occasion,  when  I  said  that  no  great  pressure 
had  been  put  upon  the  Government  to 
induce  them  to  make  the  change,  and  he 
has  mentioned  a  deputation  which  did 
me  the  honour  of  waiting  upon  me  last 
autumn.  Well,  the  deputation  was  one 
from  the  immediate  neighbourhood 
of  Hampton  Court  Palace,  from 
Kingston  and  adjoining  places,  and 
they  certainly  stated,  with  great  propriety 
from  their  point  of  view,  a  strong  desire 
that  the  Park  should  be  thrown  open. 
But  then  it  must  be  remembered  that, 
if  thrown  open  at  all,  it  must  be  in 
obedience  to  the  demand  of  the  public 
jrenerally  ;  because  if  it  is  no  longer  used 
for  the  purposes  to  which  it  is  at  present 
devoted,  it  must  be  maintained  entirely 
at  the  public  expense.  It  is  quite  true 
that  up  to  the  present  time  the  public 
have  been  sad  died  with  such  maintenance ; 
but  by  the  arrangement  I  have  men- 
tioned, by  the  abolition  of  the  herd  of 
deer  which  were  the  source  of  some 
expense  to  the  nation,  this  item  will  dis- 
appear from  t  he  Estimates,  an  item  of  £1 50 
a  year,  and  other  small  sums,  making,  I 
think,  about  £200.  Not  only  that,  but 
in  consideration  of  the  fact  that  there 
will  no  longer  be  deer  there,  there  will  l)e 
an  increased  rental  for  grazing  of  horses 
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of  about  £500  or  £600,  so  that  we  shall 
now  actoallj  have  a  small  profit  on  the 
Park.  It  must  further  be  said  that  the 
expenses  the  deputation  said  they  were 
willing  to  undertake  if  the  Park  were 
thrown  open  is  bat  a  small  part  of  the 
expenses  that  would  be  incurred.  It 
would  ba  necessary  if  the  public  were 
permitted  full  enjoyment  of  the  Park 
that  additional  expense  should  be  under- 
taken for  footpaths  and  perhaps  roads  and 
for  management  and  police.  Under  all 
the  circumstances,  the  Government  have 
come  t()  the  conclusion  that  it  would  be 
bjtter  to  keep  the  Park  in  its  present 
condition,  but  that  the  public  should  no 
longer  be  called  upon  to  provide  for  the 
maintenance,  and  that  the  item  should 
disappjar  from  the  Estimates. 

(11.22.)  Dr.  TANNER:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  remembar  that  a 
question  was  put  to  him  in  reference 
to  the  grazing.  I  should  like  to  ask 
what  amount  will  be  realised  from  the 
lettings,  and  will  they  include  grazings 
for  cattle  as  well  as  horses?  I  should 
Ills )  like  to  know  how  the  income  will  bo 
expended;  whether  it  will  go  to  the 
relief  of  those  who  have  hitherto  borne 
the  cost  of  maintenance  ? 

*(11.24.)  Mr.  PLUNKET  :  The  graz- 
ing will  be  mainly  for  the  purpose  of  the 
stud  establishment.  I  am  not  aware 
liow  far  the  Master  of  the  Horse  may 
think  it  desirable  to  include  the  grazing 
of  cattle.  As  to  the  money  derived  from 
the  letting  that  goes  into  the  Exchequer 
as  a  set-off  against  expenses  in  a  general 
way. 

(11.25.)  The  Committee  divided:— 
Ayes  67 ;  Noes  142.— (Div.  list,  No.  41.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

(1 1.35.)  Me.  PICTON  :  I  should  like 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  about 
certain  enclosures  in  Regent's  Park  which 
have  been  made  during  the  past  year. 
I  do  not  say  that  they  are  not  justifiable, 
because,  probably,  they  have  been  made 
in  order  to  allow  the  grass  which  has 
been  destroyed  by  excessive  traffic  to 
grow  again ;  but  I  want  to  know  if,  when 
the  land  is  again  covered  with  grass,  the 
enclosures  will  be  thrown  open  for  the 
perambulation  of  the  public  ?  CMiherwise, 
the  enjoyable  area  of  the  Park  will  be 
considerably  reduced. 


(11.36.)  Mr.  CAUSTON  (Southwark, 
W.) :  What  are  the  present  arrange- 
ments with  regard  to  games  being  played 
in  the  Royal  Parks — games  such  as  lawn 
tennis,  and  cricket,  and  football  ?  Can- 
not more  facilities  be  given  for  the 
people  to  indulge  in  these  games  in  the 
Parks  ?  Surely  a  portion  of  Hyde  Park 
might  be  set  aside  for  that  pui^pose. 
I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
give  the  Committee  some  information  on 
the  subject. 

*(11.38.)  Mr.  CREMER  (Shoreditch, 
Haggerston) :  A  portion  of  the  land  at 
Kew  Gurdens  has  been  railed  off,  and  the 
public  thereby  excluded  from  it.  I 
should  like  to  know  why,  and  I  should 
also  like  to  know  what  is  the  cost  to  the 
British  taxpayer  of  keeping  in  repair  the 
building  which  stands  within  the  en- 
closure, and  which  is  said  to  have  for- 
merly been  a  Royal  residence  1 

(11.39.)    Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  How 
many  houses  are  there  at  the  disposal  of 
the  Crown  in  Kew  Gardens  ?     Does  the 
present  Director  live  in  one  ? 
*Mr.  PLUNKET :  Yes. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  The  other  day 
I  asked  a  question  as  to  the  widening  of 
Knightsbridge  Road,  for  which  purpose 
a  portion  of  the  Park  is  to  be  used.  No 
doubt  it  will  be  a  considerable  advantage 
to  the  public.  But  some  years  ago, 
when  Mr.  Ayrton  brought  in  a  Bill  with 
a  similar  object,  it  was  thrown  out  by 
the  House.  Now,  while  I  do  not  object 
to  the  improvement  being  carried  out,  I 
do  think  it  is  doubtful  whether  the  land 
should  be  taken  without  first  passing  a 
Bill  through  the  House  for  the  purpose ; 
because  if  you  can  give  a  small  portion 
of  the  Park  away  without  the  assent  of 
Parliament  you  can  equally  well  give 
away  a  large  part  of  it.  Would  it  not 
be  better  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  order  to  carry  out  this 
useful  scheme? 

♦(11.42.)  Mr.  PLUNKET:  I  hope 
hon.  Members  will  excuse  me  if  I  only 
make  a  brief  reply.  With  regard  to 
what  has  been  called  an  enclosure  in 
Regent's  Park,  it  consists  merely  of 
palings  which  anyone  can  step  across; 
the  fact  of  the  matter  being  that  tho 
grass  has  been  completely  worn  away.  If 
hereafter  it  can  be  done  I  shall  be  glad 
to  have  the  palings  removed  ;   but  I  can- 
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not  give  an  undertaking  until  T  see  how 
fcho  grass  turns  out  With  regard  to  the 
question  of  games  in  St*  James's  Pai'k 
and  the  Green  Park,  it  is  obviously  im- 
pofisible  to  entertain  the  idea.  In 
Regent's  Park  a  considerable  amount  of 
ground  is  devoted  to  this  purpose,  and  I 
am  afraid  that  the  (rovernment  cannot 
go  beyond  what  has  been  done  there. 
The  question  with  regard  to  Hyde  Park 
haa  been  considered  again  and  again  ; 
but,  with  the  Ijsest  wishes  to  provide  the 
public  with  ground  for  games,  the  con- 
clusion 1  have  come  to  is  that,  con- 
sidering the  immense  amoant  of  traffic, 
the  public  meetings,  and  the  reviews 
of  troops,  we  cannot  provide  space 
for  cricket  or  football.  I  regret  tliat 
1  cannot  give  au  answer  with  re- 
gard to  the  encl«>sed  space  in  Kow 
Gardens ;  but  if  the  hon.  Member  will 
put  down  a  question  I  will  endeavour  to 
get  the  neces,**ary  information.  With 
regard  to  the  question  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton,  it  is  true 
tliat  Mr.  Ayrton  brouglit  in  a  Bill  when 
he  made  what  was  in  some  respects  a 
somewhat  similar  proposal,  but  in  other 
reepects  the  cases  were  entirely  different. 
In  the  former  case  the  proposal  was  to  take 
a  C4insiderable  amount  of  gr<:)und-,  and  a 
very  consideral)le  advantao-e  would  have 
resulted  to  privat:^  individuals  ;  in  the 
latter  case  only  a  very  small  amount  of 
the  Park  was  required  for  what  would,  I 
think,  be  a  public  improvement.  Under 
these  circumstances,  I  was  prepared  to 
entertain  the  proposals  of  the  Vestry — 
they  seem^  however,  to  have  dropped  the 
matter,  I  believe,  because  the  London 
County  Council  refused  to  join  them  in 
th<i  expense  of  making  the  desired 
chaoges. 

♦(1L47.)  Mk.  SEYMOUR  KKAY 
(Elgin  aud  Nairn)  :  I  am  quite  a 
novice  in  Supply,  and  therefore  I  will 
venture  to  ask  a  few  questions  with 
regard  to  the  Vote  under  consideration, 
hut  I  will  not  detain  the  House  long. 
Now,  I  notice  there  is  a  item  of  £1,140 
for  the  department  of  the  Banger  at 
Richmond  Pdrk,  and  of  tliis  there  are 
no  loss  than  £669  charged  for  the 
salaries  of  the  Ranger  himself,  a  Deputy 
Ranger,  of  a  superintendent  under 
the  Ranger,  and  of  an  assistant 
superintendent  under  the  Ranger,  as 
Mr.  Plnnkct 


well  as  for  a  baihfE  of  the  Royal 
Parks.  I  move  to  reduce  the  Vote 
by  £669,  and  1  want  to  know 
what  are  the  duties  of  these  officials 
Wliat  does  the  Ranger  do?  I  have 
never  seen  any  r^ng^ng  going  on, although 
I  lived  near  one  of  the  Parks  at  one 
time, 

♦(11.53.)  Mr.  PLUNKET:  Th& 
bailifE  has  the  management  of  all  the 
Royal  Parks.  Tliu  Ranger  and  his. 
as.sistants  have  also  oonsidcrable  re- 
fipoiisibilities.  Amongst  others,  they  have 
the  charge  of  the  herds  of  deer,  and  of 
the  gate  lodges  and  lodge-keepers, 
*(1L540  Mr.  MORTON  :  Wlio  is  the 
Head  Ranger  I  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tell  us  that  ? 

•Mb.  PLUNKET:  The  Duke  of 
Cambridge. 

•(11.55.)  Mr.  MORTON:  I  want  a 
little  more  information  as  to  the 
expenditure  i»n  these  Parks,  and  I  hope 
that  the  Government  will  not  object  to 
give  it.  Thtti*e  is  u  ^um  of  £142  for 
incidental  exjienses.  What  is  that  for  ? 
I  find,  further,  that  the  expenses  for  St. 
James's,  Green  Park,  and  Hyde  Park  are 
lumped  together,  and  that  the  items  are 
not  set  out  separately  and  in  sufficient 
detail  to  enable  hon.  Members  to  check 
or  compare  them .  Further  than  that,  I  fiud 
there  is  an  allowance  to  the  Superinten- 
dent under  the  Ranger  of  £96  in  lieu  of 
fees.  1  object  to  the  fee  system  altogether. 
I  think  we  are  entitled  to  further  details 
of  this  item.  Another  official  gets  £20  in 
lieu  of  fees.  What  is  the  meaning  of 
that  1  I  tthould  like  to  point  out  that  the 
Head  Ranger,  the  Deputy  Ranger,  and 
the  Superintendent  under  the  Rangerare 
military  officers. 

(11,58.)  Dr.  TANNER:  My  hon. 
Friends  around  me  have  good  cause 
to  complain  that  the  new  arrangement 
of  the  Estimates  by  the  GJovernment  haft 
increased  the  difficulty  of  dealing  with 
these  questions,  and  I  think  we  have 
just  cause  of  complaint  on  this  head.  1 
know  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  do  not 
complain  because  they  are  not  allowed  to 
speak  on  the  Estimates.  Now,  I  want  to 
know  something  about  the  chairs  which 
are  stacked  in  a  great  heap  near 
Kensington  Park.  What  is  done  with 
the  money  realised  by  letting  out  these 
chairs?    Is  it  applied  to  keeping  them 
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in  repair  t  As  to  games  being  played  in 
the  parks,  I  noticed  when  I  was  at 
Darlington  the  other  day  that,  in  the 
small  park  there,  boys  were  playing  at 
football.  Snrely,  then,  a  portion  of  snch 
a  hnge  park  as  Hyde  Park  shonld  be 
devoted  to  such  a  purpose. 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Chairman  left 
the  Chair  to  make  his  Beport  to  the 
House. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  to-morrow, 
at  Two  of  the  clock. 

Committee  to  sit  again  to-morrow,  at 
Two  of  the  clock. 

SOUTH  INDIAN  BAILWAY  PURCHASE 
BILL.— (No.  196.) 
Considered  in  Committee ;  Committee 
report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  to-morrow, 
at  Two  of  the  clock. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING   ACTS   AMEND- 
MENT      (RE-OOMMITTED)       BILL.— 
(No.  200.) 
Order  for  Committee  read. 

Sib  R.  N.  FOWLER ;  I  object. 

*Mr.  HOWELL:  There  are  several 
Amendmente  on  the  Paper  which  have 
been  agreed  to,  and  the  House  must  go 
into  Committee  to  dispose  of  these,  and 
then  report  Progress. 

Mr.  PARJOaa  SMITH  :  I  would  ask 
the  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  agrees 
to  the  other  Amendmente  on  the  Paper  ? 

♦Me.  HOWELL:  Perhaps  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  can  stete  whether 
arrangemente  have  been  made. 

♦Sib  M.  H.  BEACH :  I  would  ask  the 
hon.  Member  to  withdraw  his  objection 
for  the  present,  and  allow  the  Amend- 
mente agreed  upon  to  be  taken,  and  the 
remaining  Amendmente  can  be  discussed 
at  a  later  stage. 

Sib  R.  N.  FOWLER:  I  withdraw 
mj  objection,  Sir;  but  hon.  Members 
opposite  will  remember  that  a  good  many 
Bills  emanating  from  this  side  are 
objected  to,  and  they  cannot  be  sur 
prised  if  we  object  to  their  Bills  in 
return. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee,  and 
Amendments  made;  Committee  report 
Progress ;  to  sit  again  to-morrow. 


POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)   RATING  BILL. 
(Na  149.)      COMIOTTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

(12.13.)  Me.  SEXTON:  I  have  no 
objection  to  the  principle  of  this  Bill,  but 
it  requires  certain  Amendmente. 

Me.  de  COBAIN  (Belfast,  E.) :  There 
are  Amendmente  on  the  Paper  to  meet 
the  case. 

Me.  SEXTON:  The  hon.  Member's 
Amendmente  are  not  sufficient. 

Committee  deferred  till  Monday,  28th 
April. 

METROPOUS  MANAGEMENT  AND 

BUILDING  ACTS  (AMENDMENT)  BILL. 

(No.  132.)      SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

(12.14.)  Me.  H.  W.  LAWSON  :  We 
do  not  object  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sussex,  if  he  will  allow 
the  Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time. 

♦Me.  M'LAREN  (Cheshire,  Crewe)  :  I 
object. 

Me.  JAMES  STUART  (Shorediteh, 
Hoxton):  I  hope  the  hon.  Gentleman 
will  withdraw  his  objection. 

♦Me.  M'LAREN  :  There  are  two  Scoteh 
Education  Motions  down  for  discnssion, 
and  if  we  are  to  discnss  these  Bills  at 
any  length  we  will  not  reach  those 
Motions.  But  I  will  not  press  my 
objection. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  Monday, 
14th  April. 

COMMISSIONERS     FOR     OATHS     ACT 
(1889)  AMENDMENT  BILL.- (No.  15.) 
Read  a  second  time,  and   committed 

for  Friday,  1 8th  April. 

MOTION . 


EDUCATIONAL    ENDOWMENT    (SCOT- 
LAND)  (REDHYTHE  BURSARIES,  &c., 
FORDYCIE). 
(12.16.)      SiK     C.      DALRYMPLE 

(Ipswich)  :  I  have  to  more — 

*'  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty  to  withhold 
Her  consent  from  that  part  of  the  Scheme  of  the 
Educational  Endowment  (Scotland)  Commis- 
sioners for  the  management  of  the  Endowments 
in  the  (}ounty  of  Banff,  known  as  the  Redhythe 
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Bursaries,  George  Smith's  Bounty,  and  the 
Stuart  Mortification,  which  consists  of  and  is 
contained  in  the  following  words  of  Section  26 
of  the  said  Scheme  (that  is  to  say),  *  or  with 
the  consent  of  the  Governors  at  any  School 
where  higher  instruction  is  efficiently  given 
which  the  hursar  could  attend  while  living  with 
parents  or  relatives.' " 

In  making  this  Motion  I  have  to  state 
that  I  have  no  connection  with  the 
locality  to  which  the  scheme  refers,  and 
have  only  taken  it  up  on  public 
grounds,  with  a  view  of  carrying 
out  what  was  the  original  view  of 
the  Scotch  Education  Department  be- 
fore that  Department  was  influenced  by 
certain  representations  made  by  those 
who  are  interested  in  the  locality.  The 
Motion  proposes  to  restore  the  scheme  to 
the  form  in  which  it  stood  in  1888.  There 
is  no  question  as  to  the  benefit  conferred 
by  these  bursaries,  which  were  formerly 
bestowed  by  patronage,  being  now 
extended  to  the  whole  county.  They 
are  to  be  opan  under  the  scheme 
to  the  whole  county  for  com- 
petition by  students  in  BanfEskire,  the 
one  point  at  issue  being  whether  the 
parish  of  Fordyce,  which  is  the  original 
locality  of  the  scheme,  should  be  deprived 
of  the  advantage  of  having  the  bursars 
educated  there.  The  Motion  I  propose 
is  only  a  small  modification  of  the  scheme, 
and  the  effect  of  the  deletion  of  the 
words  objected  to  will  be  that  while  the 
benefits  of  the  bursaries  are  to  be  ex- 
tended to  the  whole  county  the  advantages 
of  education  shall  not  be  withdrawn 
from  the  parish  of  Fordyce. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'  *  That  an  humhle  Address  he  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  prajing  Her  Majesty  to  withhold 
Her  consent  from  that  part  of  the  Scheme  of 
the  Educational  Endowment  (Scotland)  Com- 
missioners for  the  management  of  the  Endow- 
ments in  the  County  of  Banff,  known  as  the 
Redhythe  Bursaries,  George  Smith's  Bounty 
and  the  Stuart  Mortification,  which  consists  of 
and  is  contained  in  the  following  words  of 
Section  26  of  the  said  Scheme  (that  is  to  say), 
'  or  with  the  consent  of  the  Guvemors  at  any 
fbhool  where  higher  instruction  is  efficiently 
given  which  the  hursar  could  attend  while 
living  with  parents  or  relatives.'  '*— (5i>  Charlei 
UalrympU.) 

*(12.26.)  Me.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL 
(Glasgow  and  Aberdeen  Universities)  : 
I  cannot  but  acknowledge  the  moderation 
with  which  the  hon.  Baronet  has  intro- 
duced this  Motion.  He  has  refrained 
from  introducing  a  Motion  which  would 
Sir  C,  Dalrymple 


involve  the '  rejection  of  the  scheme 
as  a  whole,  and  has  merely  dealt 
with  one  point  which  has  already 
caused  a  good  deal  of  discussion  in  the 
North.  There  has  been  a  difference  of 
opinion  as  to  whether  the  bursars  under 
this  scheme  should  be  required  to  attend 
school  at  Fordyce.  It  appeared  to  the 
Commissioners  that  the  competition  for 
the  bursaries  ought  to  be  thrown  open 
to  boys  from  all  parts  of  the  county.  It 
was,  therefore,  considered  reasonable  that 
the  Governors  should  be  empowered  to 
dispense  with  the  condition  of  the  bur- 
sars all  going  to  Fordyce  for  their  educa- 
tion. On  that  point  there  was  some 
difference  of  opinion;  but  the  Commis- 
sioners thought  the  preponderance  of 
argument  was  in  favour  of  this  extension 
of  power  to  the  Governing  Body. 

(12.28.)  Mr.  HALDANE  (Hadding- 
ton) :  I  would  ask  the  House  to  pause 
before  assenting  to  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Baronet.  It  is  worthy  of  attention 
that  the  local  opinion  not  only  in  the 
county  but  in  the  burghs  is  not 
entirely  favourable  to  this  suggestion 
of  extended  competition.  We  know  that 
the  Commissioners  have  made  consider- 
able inquiry  in  the  locality,  and  have 
the  advantage  of  much  information  which 
hon.  Members  have  not  been  in  a  position 
to  obtain.  Moreover,  hon.  Members  for 
the  county  and  burghs  connected  with 
the  scheme,  acting  on  representations 
made  by  their  constituents,  are  favourable 
to  the  scheme.  I  think,  therefore,  the 
House  would  do  well  to  pause  before 
overthrowing  the  conclusions  at  which 
the  Commissioners  have  arrived. 

(12.30.)  The  House  divided :— Ayes 
104 ;  Noes  75.— (Div.  List,  No.  42.) 

Rcsolred,  That  an  humble  Addrefs  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty 
to  withhold  her  cdosent  from  that  part  of  the 
Scheme  of  the  Educational  Endowment  (Soot- 
laud)  Commistfioners  for  the  management  of 
the  Endowments  in  the  County  of  Banff,  known 
as  the  Redhythe  Bursariep,  George  Smith's 
Bounty,  and  the  Stuart  Modification,  which 
consists  uf  and  is  contained  in  the  folio  iring 
words  of  Section  26  of  the  said  Scheme  (that 
is  to  say),  '*or  with  the  consent  of  the 
Governors  at  any  School  waere  higher  iostruc- 
tion  is  efficiently  given  whi"h  the  buraar  could 
atiend  whilo  living  with  patents  or  relatives." 

To  be  presented  by  Privy  Councillors. 
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ACCIDENTS  (FACTORIES,  RAILWAYS, 
AND  MINES.) 
Address  for — 

'*  Return  sbowiDg  (i.)  in  the  ca«e  of  Fac- 
tories and  Workfihopp,  the  number  of  Accidenta 
which  were  reported  to  the  Inspootors  in  the 
year  ended  the  3l8t  day  of  Octobpr  1889,  under 
Section  31  of  *  The  Factory  and  Workshop  Act, 
1878/  as  having  happened  to  persoos  employed 
in  Factorifs  and  Workshops  under  the  Act, 
4istingai8hing  between  fatal  and  non-fatal 
Accidents,  giving  eeparately  the  numbers  for 
Factories  and  Workshops  and  the  nature  of 
the  various  employments  in  which  the  Acci- 
dents occurred,  and  stating  the  numbers  of  the 
persons  employed  in  all  Factories  ;  (i*.)  in  the 
casa  of  Railways,  the  number  of  Sf*rvants  of 
Railway  Companies  reported  during  the  year 
ended  the  Blst  day  of  Decembftr  1889,  under 
Sectinn  6  of  *  The  Regulation  of  Railways  Act, 
1871,'  as  having  met  with  Accidents  caused 
by  the  travelling  of  trains  or  the  movement  of 
vehicles  used  exclusively  upon  Railways,  and 
also  the  nombor  of  Servants  of  Companies 
reported  during  the  same  period  under  the 
same  section  as  having  met  with  Accidents  in 
which  the  movement  of  vehicles  used  exclu- 
sively upon  Railways  was  not  concerned,  dis- 
tingu'shing  between  fatal  and  non-fatal  Acci- 
dents, classifying  as  far  as  possible  the  occupa- 
tions of  the  Servants  of  Companies  killed  and 
injured,  and  stating  the  Dumber  of  th«»  persons 
employed  by  such  Companit:*s;  and  (i)i)  in  the 
case  of  Mines,  the  number  of  Accidents  in  the 
year  ended  the  31st  day  of  December  1889  to 
persons  employed  in  Mines,  under  35  and  36 
Vic.  o.  77,  and  50  and  51  Vic,  c.  58,  of  which 
notice  has  been  received  by  the  Inspectors  under 
Sections  11  and  35  of  those  Acts  respectively 
distinguishing  between  fatal  and  non-fatal 
Accidents,  specifying  the  class  of  the  Mines  in 
which  the  Accidents  occurred,  and  the  number 
of  persons  employed  in  each  class  of  Mines 
during  the  year.** — {Sir  William  Flowden.) 


ORPHAN  HOSPITAL   SCHEME,  EDIN- 
BURGH. 

*(12.35.)  Mr.  W.  MCLAREN:  I  am 
sorry  to  have  to  detain  the  House 
at  this  hour  ;  but  unfortunately  this 
is  the  last  opportunity  I  shall  have  for 
bringing  this  scheme  before  the  House, 
and  it  becomes  law  if  not  rejected 
before  April  11th.  The  Government, 
or  the  majority  of  its  Members,  have 
already  voted  to-night  in  favour  of 
altering  another  scheme  of  the  Com- 
missioners, and'  I  sincerely  trust  that 
they  will  at  least  leave  this  an  open 
question,  and  will  not  appoint  their 
Whips   to  act  as    Tellers    against    my 


Motion.  This  is  a  matter  of  great  import- 
ance to  a  large  number  of  orphans  in 
Edinburgh,  and  it  is  a  subject  on  which 
the  citizens  of  Jlldinburgh  feel  very 
deeply.  It  should  not  be  called  a 
hospital,  the  name  is  misleading;  it  is 
really  an  orphan  home,  and  one  of  the 
best  managed  institutions  in  Edinburgh, 
It  is  not  an  old  endowment  absolutely  ; 
it  is  fully  up  to  the  requirements  of  the 
present  time.  It  is  true  the  original 
endowment  dates  from  150  years  ago; 
but  the  endowment  has  gone  on  increas- 
ing, such  satisfaction  has  the  manage- 
ment iriven  the  people  of  Edinburgh, 
that  for  the  last  few  years  the  capital 
has  been  largely  increased  by  bequests 
and  donations.  I  may  s<i.y  that  in  the 
attempt  to  upset  the  present  manage- 
ment the  Commissioners  are  opposing 
the  wishes  of  donors  still  living  who  are 
perfectly  satisfied  with  the  present 
management.  Since  the  Charter  was 
granted  in  1742  this  has  been  a  dis- 
tinctly charitable  and  not  an  educational 
institution,  in  so  far  as  charity  and  not 
education  has  been  the  standard  for  ad- 
mittance ;  and  it  is  one  of  the  ob- 
jections to  ihe  scheme  of  the  Commis- 
sioners that  under  the  new  constitution 
it  will  become  almost  entirely  an 
educational  institution,  the  charitable 
element  being  almost  eliminated.  The 
existing  management  is  conducted  on  the 
principle  of  providing  destitute  children 
with  a  home,  giving  them  also  instruc- 
tion in  reading,  writing,  arithmetic,  and 
other  subjects  ;  but  the  destitution  is  a 
necessary  element  in  the  recipient  of  the 
charity.  But  under  the  new  scheme  it 
is  provided  that  there  shall  be  an  edu- 
cational examination.  The  capital  value 
of  the  institution  is  £78,000,  the  build- 
ing standing  at  something  like  £20,000  ; 
or  I  believe  it  is  worth  a  good  deal  more 
now  :  it  cost  that  amount  to  build  many 
years  ago.  The  Governors  have  found, 
on  following  out  the  career  of  the  children, 
that  not  more  than  1 J  per  cent,  of  the 
children  taken  care  of  in  this  institution 
have  turned  out  badly  in  later  life.  I  doubt 
if  any  institution  can  show  such  an 
extremely  satisfactory  result.  The 
institution  contains  both  boys  and  girls  ; 
it  is  not  conducted  on  the  monastic 
system,  it  is  really  like  a  well-managed 
home,  with  all  the  comforts  of  home  and 
the  training  that  home  life  gives  a  child. 
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Th©  managers  havo  circulated  fi  statj-  i 
ment  in  which  they  say  the  has[)ital  was 
founded  and  has  been  extended  solely 
on  charity ;  it  is  unique  in  character  ;  and 
the  only  qualification  required  is  that  i\ 
child  is  destitute,  and  therefore  a  proper 
object  of  charity,  no  inquiry  being  made 
into  its  state  of  knowledge.  The  25th 
section  of  the  new  scheme  upsets  all  this, 
and  provides  that  the  hospital  itself  shall 
be  closed,  and  that  children  only  shall  be 
admitted  to  the  foundation  when  he  or 
she  has  passed  an  examination  in  the 
standard  suitable  to  the  age  of  the  child. 
Such  a  qualification  will  be  required 
from  every  child  before  any  benefit  is  re- 
ceived ;  and  when  there  is  a  greater  num- 
ber of  candidates  than  there  are  vacancies, 
which  is  almost  invariably  the  catse,  the 
managers  on  selection  are  to  have  due 
regard  to  the  merit  of  examination. 
It  is  perfectly  clear  tliat  this  will 
throw  open  the  endowment  not  to 
the  class  for  which  it  was  intended,  but 
to  the  children  of  parents  who,  having 
been  well  to  do,  were  able  to  give  their 
children  a  better  education,  and  these,  of 
course,  will  secure  the  exhibitions.  The 
desire  and  intention  of  the  founder,  and 
of  all  those  donors  who  year  by  year  have 
added  to  the  endowment,  would  cease  to 
ba  respected,  the  institution  will  cease 
to  be  charitable,  and  will  become  educa- 
tional. There  is  no  need  under  the  En- 
dowments Act  that  this  should  be  so  ; 
the  16th  section  of  that  Act  provides 
that  in  framing  schemes  the  Commis- 
sioners, in  making  selection  of  those 
eligible  for  the  benefit  of  an  endowment, 
may  provide  for  examination  or  in  such 
other  manner  as  they  may  de  torn  line. 
Besides,  this  is  not  primarily  an  educa 
tional  endowment.  Another  great  point 
of  objection  is  the  compulsory  closing  of 
the  hospital.  The  whole  Governing  Body 
is  to  be  swept  away,  and  a  new  (xoverning 
Body  appointed  of  15  members,  eight  to 
be  elected  by  contributors  and  seven  by 
the  representatives  bodies  of  Edin- 
burgh— the  School  Board,  the  Town 
Council,  the  Medical  Profession, 
the  Legal  Profession,  and  so  on. 
This  is  a  good  enough  constitution,  no 
doubt  ;  but  it  provides  a  new  set  of 
Governors  under  the  new  scheme,  and 
there  is  no  reason  why  a  new  set  of  Go- 
vernors should  not  manage  the  hospital 
«8  they  may  think  fit,  to  close  it  or  to 
Mr.  W.  M'Laren 


keep  it  open,  but  1  object  to  the  compul* 
sory  closing  of  the  hospital  in  five  years. 
The  Town  Council  have  petitioned 
against  it,  and  so  have  22,000  of  the  in- 
habitants of  Edinburgh.  A  week  ago 
the  Governoi-s  held  a  meeting,  and 
a  resolution  in  favour  of  closing 
the  hospital  was  only  carried 
by  the  casting  vote  of  the  cliairman. 
Therefore,  I  may  say  that  half  the  Gover- 
nors are  in  favour  of  keeping  it  open,  aijd 
but  for  the  accidental  absL^nce  of  Sir 
William  Muir  the  vote  would  have  been 
in  favour  of  keeping  the  hospital  open. 
The  opinion  of  this  gentleman  is  entitled 
to  weight,  and  he  has  urged  his  views 
very  strongly.  We  want  to  leave  this 
matter  optional,  and  I  do  not  think  the 
Government  should  object  <o  that.  I  do 
not  wish  to  detain  the  House*  unneces- 
sarily ;  it  was  necessary  to  make  this 
explanatory  statement,  and  I  hope  I 
have  been  brief.  My  objection  really 
lies  at  the  root  of  the  scheme,  and 
therefore  I  propose  to  >'ary  the  terms  of 
the  Motion  as  I  have  given  notice  of 
them,  and  to  ask  the  House  to  object 
to  the  whole  scheme. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  an  humble  Addrem  be  ]>re8ented  to 
IIpf  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty  to  with- 
hold Her  consent  from  the  Scheme  for  the 
adminiitnttion  of  the  Orphan  Hospital  (Edin- 
biiigli)."—(.I/i-.   If 'alter  W  La  ten.) 

♦J  2.45.)  The  LORD  ADVOCATK 
(Mr.  J.  P.  B.  RoBKRTSON,  Bate)  :  I  do 
not  desire  to  canvass  the  arguments 
addressed  to  the  Honse  by  the  lion. 
Member  for  Crewe.  I  do  not  doubt 
that  the  schemj  of  the  Commissioners  is 
one  which  would  have  conferred  very 
large  educational  advantages  on  a 
deserving  class  of  persons  ;  but  one  can- 
not shut  one's  eyes  to  two  facts — in  the 
first  place,  that  the  scheme  constitutes 
a  very  material  departure  from  the 
existing  organisation,  and  probably  from 
the  intentions  of  the  founder  of  the 
charity;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  that  that 
change  lias  not  commanded  that  general 
assent  which  alone  would  entitle  it  to 
absolute  Parliamentary  confidence. 
Looking  to  these  &ct6,  I  do  not  propose 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  olfer 
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any  opposition  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member.  I  rejoice  th&t  he  has  had  the 
courage  of  his  convictions,  and  has 
departed  from  a  Motion  which  wonld 
have  embarrassed  the  charity  withont 
pointing  out  a  clear  path  for  its  further 
development  While  the  Government 
assent  to  the  Motion,  I  desire  to  add  that 
that  implies  no  want  of  appreciation  of 
the  very  carefully  considered  scheme  of 
the  Commissioners  ;  but  merely,  on  the 
whole,  that  there  is  a  general  conclu- 
sion arrived  at  that  the  existing  benefits 
are  greater  than  those  proposed  to  be 
conferred  by  the  Commissioners. 

*(12.48.)  Mr.  C.  S.  PARKER 
(Perth)  :  I  think  the  House  has  reason 
to  complain  that  at  the  last  moment  the 
hon.  Member  for  Crewe  has  withdrawn 
his  Motion  to  amend  the  scheme,  and  has 
moved  its  rejection.  I  regret  also  that 
the  Government  are  a  consenting  psurty 
to  this,  if  they  did  not  even  prompt  the 
change. 

♦Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  I  first 
learned  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
intended  to  alter  his  Motion  about  an 
hour  ago  from  the  hon.  Member  himself. 

*Mr.  C.  S.  PARE:ER  :  I  apologise  for 
having  supposed,  if  it  be  not  so,  that  the 
move  originated  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House.  The  alacrity  with  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  welcomed  it  sug- 
gested that  idea.  But  the  chief  point  to 
which  I  ask  attention  is  this  :  the  Lord 
Advocate  represents  the  Education  De- 
partment, by  whom  the  Commissioners' 
proposals  have  been  responsibly  con- 
sidered and  approved.  Yet,  on  the  three 
last  occasions  when  their  schemes  have 
been  attacked  he  has  lent  his  aid  to  their 
opponents — twice  silently,  without  a 
word  of  explanation,  and  now  this  third 
time  not  upon  the  merits,  but  simply  on 
the  ground  that  in  Edinburgh  popular 
opinion  is  divided.  It  is  true  the  Town 
Council  abd!  others  have  petitioned 
againsi  the  scheme  as  it  stands.  'But 
only  a  few  years  ago,  when  a  Commis- 
sion, on  which  1  had  the  honour  to  serve, 
looked  into  the  question,  public  opinion 
in  Edinburgh,  and  generally  in  Scotland, 


ran  strong  against  the  system  of  keeping 
children  together  in  hospitals,  as  against 
boarding  them  in  separate  homes ;  and 
the  old  Governing  Body  of  the  hospital, 
representing  the  subscribers,  still  support 
the  proposed  reform.  The  majority  of 
them  in  favour  of  selling  their 
building  is  small  ;  but  the  feeling 
still  prevails  that  even  for  orphans 
some  kind  of  family  life  is  preferable 
to  collecting  them  within  the  walls  of 
one  large  institution.  The  Governors 
also  urge  that,  when  they  can  educate 
the  orphans  free  of  cost  in  public  schools, 
they  are  no  longer  justified  in  going  to 
the  expense  of  a  separate  teaching  staff. 
1  must  add  a  word  on  the  only  other 
point  raised  by  the  Motion  as  entered  on 
the  Notice  Paper,  the  mode  of  selection 
for  admission.  The  scheme  does  not 
enforce  competition,  it  only  requires 
some  examination  suited  to  the  children's 
age,  and  if  they  have  bee^  at  school 
some  "  due  regard  '*  to  their  good  con- 
duct, regular  attendance,  and  satisfactory 
progress  there.  The  measure  of  this 
regard  is  left  to  the  discretion  of  the 
Governors.  The  children  must  all  be 
fatherless  and  '^needful.''  And  there 
is  nothing  to  prevent  avowed  preference 
of  those  who  have  lost  both  parents, 
or  who  most  require  help.  I  think  it 
reasonable  and  right  that  in  choosing 
among  the  needy  some  preference  should 
be  given  to  the  deserving.  I  cannot, 
therefore,  vote  against  examination  and 
due  r^ard  to  proficiency  and  character. 
If  the  hon.  Member  would  confine  his 
Motion  to  leaving  the  Governors  free  to 
sell  or  keep  their  building  as  they  may 
find  best,  I  would  support  that.  But  he 
seems  to  have  made  other  terms  with  his 
allies ;  and  against  entire  rejection  of  the 
scheme,  compelling  the  Governors  to 
continue  the  hospital  system,  I  must 
protest. 

♦(12.50.)  Mr.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL: 
I  wish  to  say,  on  behalf  of  the  Com- 
missioners, that  they  do  not  agree  with 
the  view  that  this  Orphan  Institution  is 
not  a  Hospital.  They  consider  that  it  has 
all,  the  defects  of  the  hospital  system, 
infismuch  as  a  large  number,  of 
children  are  kept  there  with  very 
little  intercourse  with  (he  outside 
world;  and  that  the  objections  "^hidi 
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were  so  forcibly  urged  against  the 
hospital  system  by  the  Commission  on 
Endpwed  Schools  and  Hospitals,  which 
reported  in  1875,  apply  to  this  institution. 
The  recommendation  of  that  Commis- 
sion was  that  the  children  in  ordinary 
hospitals  should  be  boarded  out  in 
families,  and  that  in  the  case  of  orphans 
for  whom  boarding  out  was  not  con- 
sidered suitable,  there  should  be  cottage 
homes  provided,  but  not  with  so 
large  a  number  of  residents  as 
would  interfere  with  the  domestic 
.character  of  the  home.  The  Com- 
mission felt  that  this  orphan  hospital  was 
not  a  home,  and  that  what  was  desirable 
for  these  orphans  was  that  they  should 
be  placed  in  cottage  homes,  in  so  far  as 
that  could  be  carried  out.  I  wish  to  say  so 
much  in  defence  of  the  scheme  of  the 
Commissioners. 

(12.53.)  Mr.  HALDANE  :  I  wish  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
extraordinary  position  taken  up  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  This  is  the  third 
of  these  schemes  which  has  been 
rejected  by  them.  Only  a  few  minutes 
ago  we  were  discussing  another  scheme 
prepared  by  Commissioners  acting 
under  an  Act  of  Parliament  for  which 
Her  Majesty's  present  Government 
at  all  events  are  constructively 
responsible,  and  carrying  out  a  policy 
which  they  have  sanctioned,  and 
the  Lord  Advocate,  without  a  single 
word  and  without  any  warning,  went 
into  the  other  Lobby  and  threw  over- 
board the  scheme  of  the  Commission. 
We  are  aware  that  the  head  of  the 
Commission  is  a  Conservative  nobleman, 
who  is  not  altogether  popular  in  all 
sections  of  his  Party ;  but  I  recognise  him 
as  a  man  of  great  abiliiy,  and  a  man  for 
whose  opinion  I  have  the  greatest  respect, 
as  I  have  also  for  that  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  J.  Campbell).  But 
I  do  think  we  have  cause  to  com- 
plain that  the  decision  of  Lord  Balfour 
of  Burleigh  and  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
should  have  been  overthrown  on  the  last 
occasion  without  any  word  or  without 
any  warning,  and  on  this  occasion  by  a 
more  general  statement,  which,  if  it 
comes  to  anything  at  all,  goes  to  impugn 
the  principle  which  underlies  the  Act  of 
Mr,  J,  A,  Campbell 


Parliament.  I  do  not  know  what  occult 
influences  have  been  at  work  with  the 
Lord  Advocate,  or  what  outside  pressure 
has  been  brought  to  bear  upon  him  ;  but 
this  I  do  know :  that  it  is  a  very  extra- 
ordinary circumstance  that  in  this  House 
the  work  of  one  of  the  best  Commissions 
that  has  sat  in  Scotland  for  many  years 
past  should  be  treated  as  it  has  been 
treated  by  the  Government. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

ResolTed,  That  an  humble  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty 
to  withhold  Her  consent  from  the  Scheme  for  the 
administration  of  the  Orphan  Hospital  (Edin- 
bnrgh). 

To  be  presented  by  Privy  Councillors. 

RIGHTS    OF  WAY  (SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Buchanan,  Bill  to  confer 
on  County  Councils  in  Scotland  the  power  of 
maintaining  and  protecting  Rights  of  Way, 
and  otherwise  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
Rights  of  Way  in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Buchanan,  Mr.  Bryce,  Mr. 
Asher,  Mr.  Donald  Crawford,  Mr.  Shiress  Will, 
Mr.  Munro  Ferguson,  Mr.  Birrell,  Mr.  Essle- 
mont,  and  Mr.  Caldwell. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time .  [  Bill  21 6 .  J 

RIGHTS  OF   WAY   (SCOTLAND)  (nO.  2)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Charles  Dalrymple,  Bill 
to  enable  County  Councils  in  Scotland  on  a 
report  by  the  sheriff  to  sue  actions  of  Rijjht  of 
Way,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Charles 
Dalrymple,  Mr.  James  Campbell,  Mr.  Arthur 
Elliot,  Mr.  McLagan,  and  Mr.  Mark  Stewart. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  216.] 


LAND  PURCHASE  (IRELAND)  (NAMES 
OF  LANDOWNERS.) 
Eleturn  presented, — relative  thereto 
[ordered  Slst  ^larch ;  Mr.  John  Morley\  ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  115.] 

EDUCATION  (PRIMARY  INSTRUCTION 
IN  PARIS). 
Return  presented, — of  Letter  from  Sir 
B.  Samuelson,  Baronet,  M.P.,  concerning 
Public  Primary  Instruction  in  Paris 
[Address  31st  March  ;  Sir  William  Hart 
Dyke]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

House  adjourned  at  One  o'clock' 
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HOUSE     OP     COMMONS, 
Tussday,  Ut  April,  1890. 


The  Hoxue  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 
QUESTIONS. 


PABCEL  POST. 
Me.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Canter- 
Imry)  t  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral whether  he  will  endeavour  to  re- 
arrange the  scale  of  charges  for  Parcel  Post 
80  that  the  maximum  charge  shall  be  one 
penny  per  pound  after  the  first  pound, 
with  a  minimum  charge  of  3d.  for  each 
parcel ;  and  for  whatperiod  has  the  present 
Parcel  Post  arrangement  with  the  Rail- 
way Companies  been  concluded  % 
•The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
R^iKBS,  University  of  Cambridge):  I 
should,  of  course,  be  very  glad  to  arrange 
for  any  modification  of  the  Parcel  Post 
likely  to  be  beneficial  to  the  public  and 
not  injurious  to  the  revenue.  The  ten- 
dency, however,  of  the  hon.  Membei^s  pro- 
posal would  be  to  increase  the  numbeor  of 
small  parcels  carried  at  scarcely  remu- 
nerative rates,  which,  perhaps,  he  has 
not  fully  considered,  llie  present  Par- 
cel Post  arrangement  with  the  Railway 
Companies  has  been  concluded  for  21 
jean  from  the  1st  August,  1883. 

POST  CABDS  FOR  SOUTH  AFRICAN 
CORRESPOND  ENCK. 

Ma.  HENNIKER  HEATON:  I  beg 
io  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whether 
h.e  is  aware  that  a  strong  desire  exists 
among  those  having  business  or  other 
correspondence  with  the  Cape  of  GkxxL 
Hope,  Natal,  .the  Transvaal,,  and  the 
Orange  Free  State,  to  be  supplied  with 
post-cards  for  those  countries;  whether 
these  countries  namedarethe  only  civilised 
ones  with  which  there  is  no  communica- 
tion by  post-card ;  and  whether  he  has 
tskken  any  steps  to  supply  this  want  of 
the  public  f 

«Mb.  BAIKES  :  I  have  long  recbgnised 

the  cony^nience  that  would  be  afforded 

to  the  public  by  extending  the  post  card 

system  to  the  Gape  of  Good  Hope,  and 
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have  been  engaged  in  negotiations  with 
the  Cape  Post  Office  with  the  object  of 
establishing  this  mode  of  communication. 
An  arrangement  on  the  subject  has  now 
been  made,  and  as  soon  as  a  date  has  been 
fixed  for  commencing  the  system,  I  shall 
have  the  pleasure  of  announcing  it  to 
the  public,  in  the  usual  manner.  I  shall 
endeavour  to  make  similar  arrangements 
as  regards  Natal  and  the  other  South 
African  States. 

MILITABY  PENSIONS. 
Mr.  SAMUEL  HOARE  (Norwich) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  James  Marshall,  late  23rd 
Regiment,  was  discharged  from  Netley 
Hospital  on  22nd  August,  1865,  suffering 
from  the  effects  of  asthenia,  on  a  pension 
of  7di  per  diem ;  whether,  owing  to  an 
error  on  the  part  of  the  medical  officer  in 
entering  his  illness  as  asthma  instead  of 
asthenia,  James  Marshall  received  no 
pension  from  22nd  August,  1867,  until 
29th  June,  1886,  when  his  pension  was 
restored,  'with  two  years'  back  pay  in 
addition ;  whether  the  said  James  Mar- 
shall is  not  entitled  to  17  years'  pension  ; 
and  wheiher  the  circumstances  of  the 
case  will  be  re-considered  ? 
•The  secretary ofSTATE  for  WAR 
(Mr.  E.  Stakhope,  Lincolnshire,  Horn- 
castle)  :  James  Marshall  was  discharged 
on  August  22,  1865,  on  account  of 
asthenia  on  a  pension  of  7d.  a  day  for  18 
months,  which  expired  on  June  11, 1867, 
when  his  case  was  considered,  and  the 
renewal  oi  his  pension  refused.  Nothing 
was  heard  of  his  case  for  16  years;  but 
in  1883  he  again  applied  for  a  renewal  of 
his  temporary  pension,  which  was 
refused.  In  1886  he  made  a  further 
appeal,  and  on  re-consideration  it^  was 
^scovered  that  the  medical  officers  had 
assumed  that  his  discharge  was  on 
account  of  asthma.  He  was  re-examined 
for  asthenia,  and  was  granted  a  pension 
for  life,  but  without  arrears.  Several 
appeals  have  been  received  asking  for 
arrears  of  pension  for  the  19  years  from 
1867  to  1886,  and  the  utmost  allowed 
under  the  Regulations,  namely,,  two 
years',  has  been  granted.  Durii^g  a  por- 
tion of  this  time  Marshall  was  in  a 
lunatic  asylum,  so  that  had  he  ^jbeen  in 
receipt  of  a  pension  it  would  hs|Ve  been 
paid  to  the  authorities  for  hifi(  support, 
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and  wonld  not  have  benefited  his  fetmilj. 
Altliongh,  therefore,  I  cannot  give  him 
any  farther  arrears  of  pension,  I  will 
consider  whether  we  might  not  be 
justified  in  somewhat  increasing  his 
pension  for  the  remainder  of  his  life. 

IRELAND— RAILWAY  BETWEEN 

GALWAY  AND  CLIFDEN. 
Sib  CHARLES  LEWIS  (Antrim,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  if  he  is  aware  of  the  circum- 
stances under  which  the  Grand  Jury  of 
Galway,  at  the  Spring  Assizes  just  held, 
made  a  presentment  in  favour  of  a  rail- 
way between  (Jalway  and  CI  if  den  on 
either  a  broad  or  narrow  guage  system 
upon  a  Report  from  tiie  Commis- 
sioners of  the  Board  of  Works,  Ireland, 
the  Government  to  advance  in  the 
one  case  £244,600,  and  in  the  other 
case  £219,000,  the  country  guaranteeing 
only  £1,000  in  aid  of  such  railway; 
whether  he  is  aware  of  the  Minute  re- 
corded by  the  Grand  Jury  of  Galway, 
expressing  its  regret  that  the  negotia- 
tions entered  into  between  five  of  the 
members  of  the  Grand  Jury  as  a  Com- 
mittee and  the  Chairman  and  Directors 
of  the  Midland  Great  Western  Railway 
Company  of  Ireland  fell  through ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Grand 
Jury,  in  consequence  of  the  advice  of 
Mr.  Bartgn,  C.E.,  stated  that  they  felt 
bound  to  pass  a  perfectly  open  present- 
ment, but  that  they  also  wished  to 
express  their  earnest  desire  that  the  pro- 
moters and  the  Government  might 
come  to  some  arrangement  which  would 
secure  the  maintenance  aod  work- 
ing of  the  railway  by  the  Midland 
Great  Western  Railway  Company; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Chairman 
and  Directors  of  the  Midland  Great 
Western  Railway  Company  had  ex- 
pressed themselves  unreservedly  to  the 
Grand  Jury,  that  having  regard  to  the 
defective  mode  in  which  the  projected 
line  had  been  laid,  and  notwithstanding 
the  modifications  suggested  and  allowed 
by  Mr.  Barton  and  embodied  in  the  Com- 
missioners* Report,  that  their  company 
would  never  undertake  the  working  and 
maintenance  thereof ;  and  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would,  under  the 
foregoing  circumstances,  direct  an  in- 
dependent inquiry  as  to  the  projected 
Undertakings  for  giving  railway  accom- 
Mr.  K  StarOwpe 


modation  from  Galway  to  Clifden,  under 
the  supervision  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
before  payment  of  any  public  money  is 
authorised  to  be  made  for  the  construe^ 
tion  of  railways  in  Galway  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  University  of 
Dublin)  :  The  facts  are  as  stated  in  the 
first  four  paragraphs  of  the  question » 
With  regard  to  the  suggestion  made  by 
mj  hon.  Friend  in  the  last  paragraph. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  do  not  see 
that  any  advantage  would  be  derived 
through  holding  an  additional  inquiry,, 
the  former  inquiries  in  the  matter 
having  been  of  the  most  exhaustive 
character. 

RAILWAY    FROM    RATHMULLAN    TO 
FALCARRAGH. 

De.  fox  (King's  Co.,  Tullamore>r 
I  beg  to.  ask  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  whether  application  has  been 
made  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  schedule 
under  the  Light  Railways  Act  of  1889  a 
line  of  railway  from  Rathmidlan  to 
Falcarragh,  vid  Milford,  County  Donegal, 
and  whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  do  so ;  whether  it  differs 
from  the  route  recommended  by  the 
Royal  Commi&don  in  1887  ;  whether  it 
would  be  the  extension  of  any  existing 
line  ;  whether  Rathmullan  and  Milford 
are  in  any  sense  congested  districts; 
and  whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Grand 
Jury  of  County  Donegal,  at  last  Assizes, 
condemned  that  portion  of  the  line 
between  Falcarragh  and  Milford  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  I  am  informed  that 
no  such  application  has  been  made  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant. 

THE  ESTATE  OF  Mk.  H.  B. 
O'SULLIVAN. 
Db.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  Report  of  the  professional 
valuer  appointed  by  the  Land  Com- 
missioners, as  reported  in  Cork  Herald, 
to  inquire  into  the  security  offered 
by  the  holdings  on  the  estate  of 
Mr.  H.  B.  O'Sullivan  at  Rahonna  and 
Elilnamartyra,  County  Cork,  for  the  re- 
payment of  the  advance,  from  which  it 
appears  that  the  purchase  money  offered 
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by  the  tenants  was  excessive,  and  that 
the  combined  interests  of  the  tenants 
and  landlord  were  not  deemed  by  the 
valuer  security  for  the  money  ;  whether 
it  is  a  fact  that  the  terms  of  purchase 
agreed  upon  by  the  tenants  would  have 
brought  down  the  yearly  payments  to 
nearly  50  percent,  under  the  present  rents ; 
whether  it  is  true  that  the  rental  in  ques- 
tion was  determined  and  enforced  by  the 
Receiver  Department  of  the  Chancery 
Court,  and  that  many  tenants  were 
evicted  by  the  Court  in  default  of  pay- 
ment of  rack  rents ;  and  whether  it  is 
his  intention  to  take  any  notice  of  the 
Report  of  the  professionaJ  valuer  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  I  have  not  seen  the 
newspaper  statement  referred  to ;  but  the 
Land  Commissioners  inform  me  that  any 
such  statement  would  be  wholly  un- 
authorised, inasmuch  as  the  Reports  of 
their  Inspectors  under  the  Purchase  of 
Land  Acts  are  confidential  documents. 
It  is  a  fact  that  the  Commissioners,  not 
being  satisfied  with  the  security,  refused 
the  applications  referred  to,  and  that  the 
terms  of  the  purchase  would  have 
brought  down  the  yearly  payments  con- 
siderably. The  Chief  Receiver's  De- 
partment inform  me  that  the  rental  of 
the  estate  was  not  determined  there,  but 
was  furnished  to  the  Department  in  the 
ordinary  way  when  the  management  of 
the  estate  was  taken  over,  and  tliat  one 
tenant  only  has  been  actually  evicted. 

Dr.  tanner  :  Is  it  not  the  fact,  as 
stated  in  the  second  paragraph  of  the 
question,  that  the  terms  of  purchase 
agreed  upon  by  the  tenants  would  have 
brought  down  the  yearly  payments  to 
nearly  50  per  cent,  under  the  present 
•  rents? 

Mr.  madden  :  I  have  already  stated 
that  the  rents  would  have  been  consider- 
ably brought  down. 

Dr.  tanner  :  Is  it  not  the  fact  that 
these  tenants  have  been,  obliged  to  pay, 
again  and  again,  these  excessive  sums 
of  money,  and* that  many  tenants  have 
been  evicted  in  default  of  the  payment  of 
rack-rents  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  One  tenant  only  was 
evicted.  I  presume  that  the  others  paid 
the  rents. 


Mr.  McDERMOTT. 

Mr.  THOMAS  GILL  (Loufch,  S.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  Greneral  for 
Ireland  what  have  been  the  costs  in- 
curred by  the  Crown  in  the  various 
remands  of  Mr.  McDermott,  of  Oanri- 
carde,  including  the  cost  of  transporting 
and  escorting  him  on  each  occasion  from 
the  gaol  to  the  locality  in  which  the 
secret  court  before  which  he  has  been 
summoned  has  been  held  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  The  Constabulary 
authorities  report  that  the  expenses  in- 
curred in  the  matter  in  question  amount 
to  about  ^45. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.):  This 
Gentleman  has  been  10  times  remanded 
for  refusing  to  give  evidence  in  secret, 
and  I  wish  to  ask  the  Government 
whether  during  the  recess  they  will  not 
allow  him  to  give  evidence  in  open 
court  in  order  that  he  may  be  able  to 
protect  himself  against  de&imation  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  This  is  an  inquiry 
under  the  Explosives  Act  of  1883.  The 
answer  given  by  Mr.  McDermott  has 
invariably  been  that  he  could  give  evi- 
dence, but  that  ho  refused  to  do  so.  In  my 
opinion,  it  would  be  extremely  undesir- 
able in  such  a  case  to  interfere  with  the 
discretionary  powers  of  the  Magistrates 
who  are  conducting  the  inquiry.  The 
man  does  not  stat«  that  he  has  no  evi- 
dence to  give,  but  that  he  will  not  give 
it,  as  the  law  requires  him  to  give  it. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Does  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  not  see  that  if 
he  were  to  give  evidence  in  secret  he 
would  be  exposed  to  imputations  here- 
after? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  The  Act  of  1882  ex- 
tends to  every  part  of  the  United  King- 
dom, and  the  mode  of  conducting  the 
inquiry  must  be  left  to  the  discretion  of 
the  Magistrates  who  conduct  it. 

THE    CASE    OF    CAPTAIN    RYE. 

Dr.  TANNER:  I  beg  to  aak  the 
Attorney  Genei'al  for  Ireland  whether 
Mr.  C.  J.  Harold,  one  of  the  Justices 
who  were  trying  the  case  against  Cap- 
tain Rye,  at  Crookstown,  County  Cork, 
has  been,  and  still  is,  employed  by  Cap- 
tain Rye  as  clerk  in  connection  with  the 
lime-kilns,  or  agent ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
an  intimation  will  be  conveyed  to  him 
P  2 
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not  to  take  any  further  part  in  the  case 
in  which  there  are  four  other  Magistrates 
adjudicating  1 

Mr.  madden  :  The  Lord  Chancellor's 
Secretary  informs  me  that  it  is  under- 
stood that  some  years  ago  Mr.  Harold 
was  connected  with  Captain  Rye  in  the 
management  of  some  quarries,  but  that 
it  is  not  known  whether  that  connection 
still  exists.  Inquiries  on  this  point  are 
being  made. 

Dr.  TANNER:  So  much  being  ad- 
mitted, will  some  pressure,  in  the  inter- 
ests of  justice,  be  brought  to  bear  on  Mr. 
Harold,  in  order  to  prevent  him  from 
taking  any  further  part  in  adjudicating 
upon  the  case  of  Captain  Rye  1 

Mr.  MADDEN:  I  think  that  the 
interests  of  justice  may  be  safely  left  in 
the  hands  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  before 
whom  the  matter  has  come. 

Dr.  TANNER  :  Is  it  not  the  fact  that 
the  decision  of  the  two  Removable  Magis- 
trates has  already  been  overridden  by  the 
local  Justices,  one  of  whom  is,  or  has  been, 
in  Captain  Rye's  employment  ? 

[No  answer  was  returned.] 

FOREIGN   OFFICE   CONTRACTS. 

Mr.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  whether  he  has  seen  the  answer 
of  the  Decorators'  Society  to  his  state-^ 
ment  in  reference  to  the  repair  of  furni- 
ture in  the  Foreign  Office;  and  what 
steps  he  has  tal^en  to  inquire  into  the 
truth  of  their  allegations? 

♦The  first  COMMISSIONER  op 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plunket,  Universiiy  of 
Dublin) :  I  have  forwarded  the  answer 
of  the  Decorators'  Society  referred  to  in 
the  question  to  Messrs.  Jenks  and 
Wood  for  their  observations.  I  have  not 
jet  had  an  answer,  as  the  partner  in  the 
firm  who  dealt  with  the  particular  sub- 
ject has  not  returned  to  London,  but  I 
have  no  doubt  I  shall  soon  have  the 
^answer. 

EDINBURGH  BOTANIC  GARDENS. 

Mr.  LAWSON:  1  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  whether 
he  is  aware  that  10,000  persons  visited 
the  Botanic  Gardens,  Houses,  and 
Museum,  at  Edinburgh,  the  first  Sunday 
<m  which  they  were  open  to  the*  public, 
Dr,  Tanner 


and  that  since  then  they  have  been  much 
used  on  that  day  ;  and  if  the  conduct  of 
the  people  is  reported  to  have  been 
orderly  and  satisfactory  ? 
♦Mr.  plunket  :  I  am  informed  that 
the  attendance  at  the  Botanic  Gttrdens 
in  Edinburgh  averaged  about  10,000  on 
each  Sunday  when  the  weather  was 
favourable  during  the  first  two  months 
after  the  Gardens  were  open  on  Sundays, 
they  have  been  much  used  since,  prin- 
cipally by  the  artizan  classes,  and  I  be- 
lieve that  no  complaint  has  been  made 
of  any  misconduct  on  the  part  of  the 
visitors. 

THE  YEOMANRY  CAVALRY. 
Mr.  LAWSON:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether,  and 
if  so  when,  he  intends  to  make  a  state- 
ment as  to  what  part  the  Yeomanry 
Cavalry  are  to  take  in  the  second  line  of 
defence ;  whether  their  position  will 
correspond  to  that  of  the  Volunteer  In- 
fantry and  Artillery ;  and,  if  not,  can  he 
explain  the  reason  ? 

♦Mr.  B.  STANHOPE  :  There  are  a 
good  many  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
assigning  to  the  Yeomanry,  with  the 
same  definiteness  as  in  the  case  of  the 
Volunteers,  the  exact  position  which 
they  will  have  to  fill  on  mobilisation,  and 
I  was  unwilling  to  make  any  partial 
statement  on  the  subject.  But  a  scheme 
is  being  worked  out  which  will  fully 
recognise  the  value  of  the  Yeomanry  in 
the  defence  of  the  country,  and  I  shall 
be  glad  to  make  it  public  as  soon  as  it  is 
finally  settled. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  :  How 
soon  will  it  be  that  we  shall  have  this 
information  ? 

*Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  would  rather 
not  fix  a  date. 

Dr.  TANNER:  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  fix  an  approximate  time  ? 

*Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  No ;  there  are 
a  good  many  details  involved. 

THE  NEWFOUNDLAND  FISHERIES. 
Mr.  WILLLA.M  REDMOND  (Fer- 
managh, N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
formally  invited  the  attendance  of 
delegates  from  Newfoundland  to  discuss 
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the  Fishery  Question  ;  and,  if  not, 
whether  the  Government  will  cable  such 
an  invitation  to  Newfoundland,  in  view 
of  the  great  excitement  in  that  Colony  1 

Db.  tanner  :  I  have  received  a 
cablegram  from  Newfoundland  upon  this 
subject,  and  I  think  it  would  save  both 
time  and  trouble  to  the  House  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  if  I  tell  him  the 
effect  of  it. 

•Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  The 
hon.  Member  is  not  asking  a  question. 

•The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
J.  Febgusson,  Manchester,  N.E.):  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  formally 
and  repeatedly  invited  the  attendance  of 
the  Premier  of  Newfoundland  to  discuss 
this  question,  and  have  no  doubt  that  he 
will  come  to  England  as  soon  as  tlie 
state  of  Parliamentary  business  in  the 
Colony  permits.  They  do  not  think  it 
desirable  to  telegraph  anything  further 
at  present.  They  will,  of  course,  be  glad 
to  receive  other  delegates  also  if  the 
Colony  so  desires,  but  they  do  not  think 
they  should  propose  it.  May  I  take  this 
opportunity  of  correcting  an  error  in  a 
report  which  I  have  seen  of  my  answer 
upon  this  subject  yesterday?  I  am 
made  to  say  that  the  modus  vivendi  with 
France  had  not  received  the  assent  of 
"Newfoundland  in  its  original  form." 
What  I  said  was  ''  in  its  final  form,"  as  is 
obvious  from  the  context. 

Dr.  TANNER:  Has  the  consent  of 
the  Legislature  of  Newfoundland  been 
obtained  to  the  modus  vivendi  arranged 
between  Her  Majesty's  Government  and 
the  Government  of  France,  in  reference 
to  the  lobster  canning  industry  on  the 
west  coast  of  Newfoundland;  and  has 
any  attempt  been  made  to  obtain  the 
consent  of  the  Legislature  before  the 
fishing  season  opens  1 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  I  have  re- 
peatedly answered  the  first  part  of  the 
hon.  Member's  question,  namely,  that  no 
despatch  has  yet  been  received  from 
Newfoundland,  giving  the  consent  of  the 
Legislature  to  a  modvs  vivendi  for 
arranging  the  difficulty.  So  far  as  the 
last  question  of  the  lion.  Member  is 
concerned  it  is  surely  one  for  the  Govern- 
ment of  Newfoundland. 


THE  SCOTCH  SCHOOL  BOARDS. 
Mr.  SHIRESS  WILL  (Montrose 
Burghs)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate 
whether  his  attention  has  been  directed* 
to  the  effect  of  Section  29  of  "  The  Local 
Government  (Scotland)  Act,  1889,"  upon 
the  franchise  for  School  Board  purposes 
in  Scotland;  and  whether,  in  the  case  of 
service  franchise  occupiers,  the  entries 
of  annual  value  now  for  the  first  time 
required  to  be  made  in  the  Valuation 
Roll  by  Section  29  of  the  Act  of  1889  do 
not  satisfy  the  requirements  of  Schedule 
B  of  "The  Education  (Scotland)  Act,. 
1872,"  BO  as  to  qualify  as  electors  for 
School  Board  purposes  all  service  fran- 
chise occupiers  whose  names  are  entered 
on  the  Valuation  Roll  as  occupiers  of  lands 
and  heritages  of  the  annual  value  of  not 
less  than  £4  ? 

•The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  Robertson,  Bute) :  In  my  opinion,, 
the  persons  referred  to  in  the  question 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  are 
qualified  as  electors  for  School  Board 
purposes.  As  the  Valuation  Roll  is  now 
made  up  their  names  are  entered  as  in- 
habitant occupiers  of  lands  and  heritages 
of  the  annual  value  of  not  less  than  j£4 ; 
and  I  do  not  think  that  the  fact  that 
they  are  described  as  ''  inhabitant  occu- 
piers," and  not  simply  "  occupiers,"  can. 
be  held  to  derogate  from  what  is  othec> 
wise  a  clear  qualification. 

TUBEEOULOSIS. 
Mr.  lees  KNOWLES  (Salfoid,  W.)  - 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Agriculture  when  it  will  be  con- 
venient for  him  and  the  President  of  the 
Local  Gevemment  Board  to  receive  the 
deputation  upon  the  subject  of  tubercn^ 
losis  in  cattle  ? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD  of 
AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  Chaplin,  Lincolnr 
shire,  Sleaf ord) :  In  reply  to  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber,  I  may  say  that  after  communication/ 
with  my  right  hon.  Friend  I  have  inti- 
mated to  the  gentlemen  who  desire  to  wait 
upon  us  that  we  shall  be  happy  to  receive 
them  at  the  Board  of  Agriculture  on 
Thursday,  April  24,  at  half-past  1,  if  that 
day  is  quite  conve/iient  to  them. 
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THE  MORFA  PIT. 
Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  the  alleged  extreme  narrowness  of  the 
shaft  in  the  Morfa  Pit,  as  stated  in  the 
Daily  Graphic  recently;  whether  it  is 
true  that  it  wonld  have  been  possible  to 
rescue  the  horses  now  left  to  starve  in 
No.  9  level  of  the  said  pit,  had  the  shaft 
been  of  an  ordinary  width  and  the  cage 
of  sufficient  sizs  ;  and  whether  it  would 
be  possible  to  insert  a  special  clause  in 
the  Mines  Act  rendering  it  illegal  for 
horses  to  be  used  in  pits  wherein  there 
are  no  means  of  saving  them  in  cases  (if 
explosion  ? 

•The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews,  Birmingham,  E.) :  No,  Sir. 
My  attention  has  not  been  called  to 
the  structure  of  the  MorfaPit  shaft.  Until 
I  receive  the  Report  of  the  Inspector  and 
of  the  legal  representative  of  the  Home 
Office  at  the  inquest,  I  am  not  in  a 
position  to  answer  the  question  in  the 
second  paragraph.  I  will  consider  the 
suggestion  in  the  last  paragraph  of  the 
question. 

THE  FACTORY  ACTS— VAUGHAN  &  Co., 
CARDIFF. 
Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM:  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Sacretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  if  the  workers  in  the 
steam  laundries  of  Messrs.  Yaughan  and 
Company,  of  CardifE,  are  under  the 
Factory  Acts ;  if  so,  how  does  it  come 
that  fines  are  exacted  by  this  firm ;  and 
if  Messrs  Vaughan  and  Company's  works 
are  under  the  Factory  Acts  how  is  it 
that  the  Factory  Inspector  for  the 
district  has  not  brought  this  matter 
under  the  notice  of  the  proper  authori- 
ties? 
•Me.  MATTHEWS :  Yes,  Sir  ;  I  under- 
stand that  these  laundries  are  under  the 
Factory  Acts.  I  have  not  at  present 
any  information  as  to  what  fines  are 
exacted  by  the  firm.  1  will  make  inquiry 
into  the  matter. 

FACTORY      ACTS-GREAT      WESTERN 
COTTON  WORKS,   BRISTOL. 

.  Mb.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM: 
I  beg  to  ask  the  S<3cr^tary  of  State  for 
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the  Home  Department  if  he  has  had  any 
Reports  from  the  Factory  Inspectors  of 
the  Bristol  District  in  reganl  to  the 
engine  having  been  repeatedly  run  over- 
time at  the  Great  Western  Cotton  Works 
in  Bristol ;  if  he  would  make  inquiries 
in  order  to  avert  a  strike  amongst  the 
female  operatives  in  those  works; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  last  autumn 
an  agreement  was  entered  into  by  the 
Directors  of  the  Works  that  the  engine 
would  be  stopped  at  8.30  am.  to  9  a.m. 
for  breakfast;  from  1  to  2  p.m. for  dinner  ; 
and  finally  at  5.30  evening,  as  the  opera- 
tives complain  that  in  every  instance 
this  agreement  is  not  complied  with ; 
can  he  explain  why  these  hours,  which 
are  those  stipulated  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, have  been  broken ;  whether  Ci)m- 
plaints  have  reached  him  that  on  Friday, 
21st  of  March,  the  Chief  Inspector  and 
Sub-Inspector  called  at  the  factory,  but 
confined  their  inspection  to  walking 
through  two  weaving  sheds,  and  that, 
as  soon  as  the  Inspectors  left,  steam  was 
put  on,  and  the  engine  ran  overtime  ;  if 
the  Inspector  notified  the  manager  of  his 
visit;  and,  if  so,  why;  and  why,  with 
the  excessive  heat  and  dust  that  prevails 
in  these  works,  no  preparation  has  been 
made  for  the  application  of  "  The  Cotton 
Cloth  Factories  Act,  1889,"  which  came 
into  operation  1st  March,  1890? 


•Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  have  not  yet 
been  placed  in  possession  of  the  necessary 
information  to  enable  me  to  answer  all 
the  questions  of  fact.  I  have  received 
no  Reports  as  to  the  engine  running 
overtime,  and  no  complaints  as  to  the 
visits  of  the  Chief  Inspector.  The  Chief 
Inspector  has  been,  and  is,  visiting 
several  towns  in  connection  with  the 
carrying  out  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Cotton  Cloth  Factories  Act,  and,  amongst 
other  places,  has  paid  a  special  visit  to 
Bristol.  Inquiries  will  be  made  as  to 
the  statements  in  the  hon.  Member's 
question 

THE  HOUSE  OF  COMMONS  TELEPHONE. 
Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  all  or  any  of  the  Government 
OflBces  in  London  are  connected  with  the 
telephone  erected  for  the  use  of  Members 
within  the  House  of  Conmions ;  and,  if 
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not,  whether,  considering  the  great 
convenience  it  would  be  to  Members  for 
making  inquiries  and  appointments,  he 
will  have  connections  established  1 

*The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.): 
Although  telephonic  communication  with 
the  Government  Offices  might  be  of 
4Some  convenience  to  Members,  I  am 
afraid  I  cannot  say  the  same  with 
respect  to  Ministers.  To  them  it  would 
be  very  inconvenient.  Suppose,  for 
example,  a  Member  wished  to  com- 
municate with  the  Treasury  upon  some 
matter  of  business.  There  would  pro- 
bably be  involved  a  communication  from 
the  Treasury  to  myself,  and  I  would  in 
all  probability  be  in  the  House.  Inasmuch, 
therefore,  as  the  convenience  would  only 
be  available  to  Members  during  the 
sitting  of  the  House,  and  all  the  Govern- 
ment Offices  are  represented  in  the  House, 
it  would  be  more  convenient  that  a 
communication,  if  urgent,  should  be  made 
direct  to  the  Member  of  the  Government 
responsible  for  the  Office  with  which 
communication  is  desired.  All  communi- 
cations on  Government  business  made  to 
a  Government  Department  should  be 
subject  to  the  authority  and  supervision 
of  the  head  of  that  Department. 

In  reply  to  a  further  question  by  Mr. 
P.  O'Brien, 

*Me.  JACKSON  said :  My  own  personal 
view  is  that  a  clerk  communicating  upon 
Government  business  with  a  Government 
Department  should  only  be  subject  to 
the  supervision  and  authority  of  the  head 
of  that  Department.  No  information 
would  be  obtained  through  the  telephone 
in  the  absence  of  the  head  of  the 
Department. 

Dr.  TANNER:  Might  it  not  be 
absolutely  beneficial  to  the  Minister 
himself 

*Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  !  The 
hon.  Member  cannot  argue  the  matter 
now. 

Dr.  TANNER:  I  will  raise  the 
question  on  a  future  occasion. 

PRISON  TREATMENT  OF  GEORGE 
HARRISON. 

Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan, 
N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  whether  he 
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has  seen  the  report  of  an  interview 
between  a  representative  of  the  Press 
and  Mr.  George  Harrison,  lately  released 
from  Millbank  Prison,  in  which  Mr. 
Harrison  alleges  that  while  in  Chatham 
Prison  he  was  four  times  punished  by 
solitary  confinement  on  a  charge  of 
refusing  to  work  when  he  was  unable  to 
work  through  illness ;  that  he  was  on 
these  occasions  placed  in  a  cold,  badly- 
lighted  cell,  the  smell  of  which  was 
horrible ;  and  that  on  one  occasion  after 
release  from  the  'punishment  cell,  and 
while  suffering  from  the  effects  of  the 
extra  punishment,  he  was  struck  on  the 
head  by  an  official ;  whether  the  Prison 
Rules  require  that  the  medical  officer's 
sanction  must  be  obtained  before  a 
prisoner  is  placed  in  solitary  confine- 
ment or  any  extra  punishment,  and 
whether  reduction  of  dietary  or  increase 
of  labour  are  inflicted  ;  has  this  rule  been 
observed  in  Mr.  Harrison's  case;  and 
whether  he  will  cause  a  full  inquiry  to  be 
made  into  the  allegations  and  state  result  1 
I  have  also  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man whether  he  has  seen  the  statements 
of  Mr.  George  Harrison,  lately  released 
from  Millbank,  to  a  representative  of  the 
Press,  that  two  prisoners  named  Gallagher 
and  Hawkins,  confined  in  Millbank,  are 
only  allowed  a  quarter  of  an  hour's 
exercise  daily  ;  whether  this  statement 
is  true ;  and,  if  so,  why  are  the  prisoners 
named  deprived  of  the  two  hours' 
exercise  daily  prescribed  by  the  Prison 
Rules  ;  whether  he  has  seen  the  further 
statements  of  Mr.  Harrison,  namely, 
that— 

**  The  food  and  general  treatment  of  prisoners 
in  Millbank  has  been  so  bad  that  several  cases 
of  insubordination  occurred." 

**  There  was  one  man  in  a  dying  condition, 
over  whom  a  pail  of  water  was  thrown  as  a 
remedy,  with  the  result  that  he  had  to  be 
removed  to  the  infirmary  and  his  parents  sent 
for,  so  critical  became  his  condition." 

**  On  another  occasion,  in  the  cell  next  to  mine, 
I  heard  two  ofiicerB  go  in  and  beat  a  prisoner 
.unmercifully  with  their  staves.  .  .  .  He  is 
either  in  the  infirmary  or  dead.  I  stopped  in 
my  cell  about  two  hours  after  that,  but  never 
heard  him  move." 

"  They  (the  insubordinate  prisoners)  were 
scourged  on  the  bare  back,  and  sometimes  put  in 
irons,  according  to  the  orders  of  the  DirectOFi 
before  whom  the  Governor  took  them ;  " 

and,  whether  he  will  cause  an  investiga* 
tion  to  be  made  into  those  allegations, 
and  state  the   result  ?     I   have   further 
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to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  has  seen  the  statement  of 
Mr.  Gteorge  Harrison,  that,  when  he  was 
imprisoned  in  Pentonville  Prison,  the 
Chaplain,  addressing  him,  said — 

**  Tou  are  like  some  of  the  rest.  You  want 
to  turn  thA  world  upside  down.  We're  got  a 
lot  more  like  you  *' ; 

whether  he  has  seen  the  further  allega- 
tions against  the  Chaplain  of  Chatham, 
namely — 

^  '*  He  did  not  come  near  me  till  I  sent  for 
him,  after  three  months  bad  gone,  and,  when  he 
did  come,  his  words  were,  what  will  men  not 
do  to  make  themselves  popular  before  their 
fellow  men  '* ;  . 

whether  he  will  cause  an  investigation 
into  .  the  truth  of  these  allegations ; 
whether  he  will  give  the  names  of  the 
Chaplains  of  Pentonville  and  Chatham 
respectively ;  and  whether  any  com- 
munication has  been  addressed  to  them 
in  connection  with  these  matters  ? 

Mr.  JOHN  KELLY  (Camberwell,  N.)  : 
I  have  also  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  para- 
graph published  in  the  Star  newspaper 
of  the  29th  ultimo,  in  which  George 
Harrison,  who  was  released  on  the 
morning  of  that  .day  upon  a  ticket-of- 
leave,  is  made  to  speak  of  gross  ill-treat- 
ment suffered  by  the  prisoners  at 
Chatham,  and  to  use  the  following 
words: — 

**  I  will  giye  you  an  instance  of  some  of  the 
treatment.  There  was  one  man  in  a  dying 
condition,  over  whom  a  pail  of  water  was 
thrown  as  a  remedy,  with  the  result  that  he 
bad  to  be  removed  to  the  infirmary,  and  bis 
parents  sent  for,  so  critical  became  bis  con- 
dition ....  On  another  occasion,  in  the 
cell  next  to  mine,  I  heard  two  officeis  go  in  and 
beat  a  prisoner  unmercif ullv  with  their  staves. 
It  was  something  terrible,  for  I  could  hear  that 
it  was  his  head  they  were  beating.  I  have  not 
seen  him  since.  He  is  either  in  the  infirmary 
or  dead.  I  stopped  in  my  cell  about  two  hours 
after  that,  but  I  never  heard  him  move*'  ; 

whether  there  is  any,  and,  if  so,  what, 
truth  in  the  statements  contained  in 
such  paragraph ;  and  whether  there  is 
any  power  to  revoke  the  licence  of  a 
prisoner  released  on  ticket-of-leave,  in 
the  event  of  his  causing  the  publication 
of  accusations  against  warders  and  other 
prison  oflBcials,  charging  them  with 
murder  or  attempted  murder,  which, 
upon  inquiry,  may  be  found  to  be  wholly 
untrue  ? 

Mr,  Patrick  O'Brien 


Me.  MATTHEWS :  I  will  answer  the 
three  questions  of  the  hon.  Member  and 
that  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
North  Camberwell  (Mr.  J.  Kelly)  at  ther 
same  time.  With  regard  to  the  allega- 
tions as  to  Harrison's  treatment,  as  far  as. 
I  have  been  able  to  ascertain  in  the 
short  time  allowed  to  me  he  was  punished 
by*  close  confinement  four  times,  but  in 
each  case  was  certified  as  fit  to  work  and 
to  receive  punishment  by  the  medical 
officer.  Shortly  after  his  arrival  at  Chat> 
ham  he  complained  to  the  medical 
officer  that  the  work  was  too  hard,  and 
he  was  exempted  from  spade  work  and 
heavy  lifting,  and  thenceforward  put  to 
light  labour  only.  The  cell  in  which  he 
underwent  punishment  was  not  cold  or 
badly  lighted;  the  temperature  was 
60  degrees  ;  ample  provision  is  made  for 
the  ventilation.  The  story  about  his. 
being  struck  on  the  head  the  Grovemor 
states  to  be  a  pure  invention.  With 
regard  to  the  charges  made  against  the 
explains  I  have  made  inquiry,  but  have 
not  had  time  to  receive  answers.  No 
complaint  was  made  at  the  time  to  the 
Visiting  Director  at  Chatham.  The  Rev. 
Mr.  Wheeler  is  Chaplain  at  Chatham. 
The  Rev.  Mr.  Stccker  is  Chaplain  at 
Pentonville.  As  to  the  statement  that 
Galbgher  and  Hawkins  had  not  more 
than  a  quarter  of  an  hour's  exercise,  I 
presume  the  reference  is  to  Callan  and 
Harldns.  The  rule  is  that  every  prisoner 
during  his  first  nine  months  ia  allowed 
an  hour's  exercise  daily,  which  these 
men  had.  The  Governor  of  Chatham 
Prison  denies  absolutely  the  story  as  to 
a  pail  of  water  being  thrown  over  a 
dying  man.  As  to  insubordination 
caused  by  bad  food  and  general  treat- 
ment, and  as  to  a  man  being  unmercifully 
beaten  by  two  officers  in  his  cell,  I  invite 
the  hon.  Members  who  give  publicity  to 
such  statements  to  supply  the  dates  and 
particulars  relating  to  them.  Corporal 
punishment  can  be  ordered  only  by  a 
Director  after  proof  on  oath  of  very 
serious  breaches  of  discipline,  and  must 
be  inflicted  in  the  presence  of  the 
Governor  and  medical  officer.  The  rules 
also  require  that  dietary  punishment 
shall  not  be  inflicted  on  a  prisoner,  and 
he  shall  not  be  placed  in  a  punishment 
cell  unless  certified  by  the  medical 
officer  to  be  in  a  fit  condition  of  health 
to  undergo   such    punishment.      These 
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rules  were  observed  in  Harrison's  case. 
There  is  power  to  revoke  a  licence  at  the 
pleasure  of  Her  Majesty ;  but  though  I 
should  deplore  the  conduct  of  this 
licence-holder,  if  he  has  been  spreading 
in  the  Press  charges  which  I  believe  to 
be  absolutely  without  foundation,  yet  I 
cannot  say  that  on  this  account  I  should 
be  justified  in  advising  the  revocation  of 
his  licence. 

Mr.  p.  O'BRIEN :  I  cannot  give  the 
dates.  I  •  have  only  asked  questions  in 
reference  to  what  I  read  in  the  papers. 
All  I  ask  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
that  he  will  institute  some  independent 
inquiry. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  am  quite  pre- 
pared to  make  an  inquiry  into  the  matter, 
and  the  character  of  the  inquiry  will 
depend  upon  the  information  I  receive. 

CUSTOMS— DUTIES    ON    VIOLINS. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury if  he  would  state  under  what 
authority  a  violin  (consigned  from  Paris 
to  Mr.  D.  Lawrie,  of  Glasgow,  at  the 
Midland  Grand  Hotel,  St.  Pancras), 
valued  at  £800,  dated  1696,  and  purport- 
ing to  be  the  work  of  Antonius  Stradi- 
varius,  of  Cremona,  was  on  the  25th 
March  detained  by  the  Customs  Autho- 
rities at  Dover ;  if  it  is  true,  as  stated  by 
the  Station  Master  at  Dover  in  explana- 
tion, that  its  detention  was  due  to  the 
fact  that  in  consequence  of  violins,  repre- 
sented as  the  work  of  classic  makers, 
having  been  imported,  consignees  of 
such  instruments  are  now  required  to 
state  whether  the  imported  article  is  for 
private  use  or  sale ;  and,  if  for  sale,  to 
prove  the  accuracy  of  the  date  and  name 
on  the  label  before  the  instruments  are 
given  up  by  the  Customs  ;  whether  the 
violin  will  be  delivered  toMr.  Lawrie  with- 
out further  delay ;  whether  the  fact  of  an 
old  violin  having  passed  the  Customs  is 
to  be  taken  as  a  Government  certificate 
of  the  genuineness  of  its  date  and  signa- 
ture ;  and  if  the  regulation  is  intended 
to  protect  purchasers  of  violins  against 
imposition,  why  an  exception  is  made  in 
the  case  of  violins  declared  to'  be  for 
private  use,  but  which  may  subsequently 
be  sold? 


♦Mr.  JACKSON:  The  question  ap- 
peared  on  the  Paper  only  this  morning ; 
but  I  have  been  able  to  ascertain  that 
this  violin  was  imported  at  Dover  as  de- 
scribed by  the  hon.  Member.  It  was  de- 
clared to  be  of  the  value  of  £80,  and  it 
was  detained.  On  the  28th  of  March  a 
letter  was  received  from  Mr.  David 
Lawrie  stating  that  the  violm  was  his 
own  property,  and  was  intended  for  his 
own  use.  Upon  that  statement  directions 
were  given  for  its  delivery  to  him,  and  it 
has,  I  believe,  been  delivered. 

Dr.  CAMERON :  Is  it  the  fact  that  if  a 
violin  is  declared  to  be  for  sale  it  is 
stopped  unless  the  signature  on  it  can  be 
verified  ? 

♦Mr.  JACKSON :  I  have  not  been  able 
to  obtain  information  in  answer  to  this 
question. 

COLLISION    IN    THE    BRISTOL 
CHANNEL. 

Sir  henry  TYLER  (Great  Yar- 
mouth)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presidentof  the 
Board  of  Trade  whether,  having  regard  to 
the  loss  of  life  which  has  occurred,  he 
will  direct  an  inquiry  into  the  cause  of 
collision  on  the  1 2th  instant,  in  the 
Bristol  Channel,  between  the  steamer 
Grantvlly  and  the  trawling  smack  Holme 
Bay,  of  Lowestoft,  as  the  result  of  which 
was  that  the  five  or  six  hands  on  board 
the  smack  were  lost  ? 

Sir  SAVILE  CROSSLEY  (Suffolk, 
Lowestoft)  :  I  beg  also  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether,  in 
view  of  the  senous  loss  of  life  which 
occurred  through  the  collision,  he  will 
order  an  inquiry  to  be  held  into  the  facts 
of  the  case  ? 

•The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
W.) :  As  all  those  on  board  the  smack 
perished,  and  no  evidence  on  their  behalf 
has  been  available,  I  have  not  thought 
that  any  useful  purpose  would  be  served" 
by  ordering  an  official  inquiry.  But  if 
the  hon.  Members  are  in  a  position  to 
furnish  me  with  any  evidence  I  shall  be 
quite  ready  to  re-consider  the  question. 

PARAFFIN. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 

S.W.)  :    I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 

State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 

his  attention   has    been  drawn  to  thef 
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terms  of  an  agreement  between 
Thompson  and  Bedford  Company, 
Limited,  as  representing  American  pro- 
ducers of  paraffin,  on  the  one  part,  and 
the  Scottish  Mineral  Oil  Association  on 
the  other  part,  limiting  the  production 
and  fixing  the  price,  and  imposing  other 
restrictions  on  the  sale  of  the  materials 
necessary  for  the  manufacture  of  candles 
within  the  United  Kingdom,  and  estab- 
lishing a  differential  charge  of  "  not  less 
than  ^d.  per  lb."  against  all  candle- 
makers  who  are  not  members  of  the 
Candlemakers'  Association  and  do  not 
maintain  minimum  prices  of  4s.  4d.  and 
4s.  6d.  per  dozen  pounds,  and  also  pro- 
viding that 

.  **  The  minimum  prices  hereia  agreed  to  are 
only  binding  until  30ih  June,  after  which  they 
may  be  raised  but  not  lowered  ;" 

whether  he  is  aware  that  all  the  leading 
candlemakers  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
with  one  exception,  have  been  coerced 
into  submission  to  the  conditions  of  this 
Agreement ;  and  whether,  having  regard 
to  the  judgment  of  Lord  Esher  in  the 
recent  case  of  the  "Mogul  Steamship 
Company  v.  M'Grigor,"  he  will  bring  the 
matter  under  the  notice  of  the  Public 
Prosecutor,  in  order  that  the  opinion  of 
the  Law  Officers  may  be  taken  as  to 
whether  the  facts  would  justify  a  prose- 
cution as  for  an  indictable  public  wrong? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  This  is  a  question 
which  ought  to  be  put  to  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General. 

THE  EDUCATION  CODE. 
Mr.  POWELL  (Wigan)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  when  the  instruc- 
tions to  Inspectors  will  be  distributed, 
and  when  the  Code  will  be  printed  and 
circulated  in  such  a  form  as  to  show 
separately  all  articles  cancelled,  modified, 
or  established  since  the  last  edition,  in 
accordance  with  custom  and  the  pro- 
yisions  both  of  the  Code  now  in  force 
and  of  the  New  Code  ?  I  also  beg  to  ask 
when  the  New  Code  of  Regulations  will 
come  into  force  ? 

Sir  W.  hart  DYKE  :  I  have  already 
stated  that  the  instructions  to  Inspectors 
will  be  distributed  as  soon  as  possible  ; 
the  changes  in  the  Code  are  so  extensive 
that  it  would  not  serve  any  useful  pur- 
J/r.  Pick&i'sgill, 


pose,  while  enormously  increasing  the 
bulk  of  the  document,  to  print  it  in  the 
form  suggested ;  the  plan  observed  in 
the  year  1882  has  therefore  been  fol- 
lowed. In  reply  to  the  second  question 
of  my  hon.  Friend,  1  cannot  do  better 
than  refer  him  to  the  terms  of  the 
Minute  prefixed  to  the  Code,  showing 
that  it  will  practically  come  into  opera- 
tion on  the  1st  of  September. 

♦Mr.  POWELL :  When  will  the  Code 
become  law  ? 

Sir  W.  hart  DYKE  :  It  will  become 
law  when  it  has  been  duly  discussed  in 
this  House,  and  perhaps  amended. 

Mr.  p.  O'BRIEN  :  When  will  the  in- 
structions to  the  Inspectors  be  issued  ? 

Sir  W.  HART  DYKE :  I  have  already 
said  that  I  hope  they  will  be  in  the 
hands  of  Members  next  week.  They 
will  be  published  in  the  form  of  a  Par- 
liamentary Paper. 

THE  KITCHEN  COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  O'HANLON  (Cavan,  E.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chairman  of  the  Kitchen  Com- 
mittee how  much  money  the  Committee 
will  save  by  putting  the  waiters  on  half 
pay  at  Easter  time  ;  and  whether  he 
would  consider  the  advisability  of  con- 
sulting with  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  as  to  making  provision  for 
the  amount  necessary  to  give  the  waiters 
full  pay  during  the  adjournment  of  the 
House  ? 

A  LORD  OP  THE  TREASURY  (Mr. 
Sidney  Herbert,  Croydon)  :  The  saving 
would  be  about  £58.  The  circumstances 
would  not  warrant  any  application  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  the  sub- 
ject. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  P.  O'Brien, 

Mr.  SIDNEY  HERBERT  said  :  Ac 
cording  to  the  present  arrangements  it 
would  be  impossible  to  add  very  much 
to  the  expense  of  the  stafE  without  alter- 
ing the  tariff. 

Dr.  tanner  :  Does  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man   mean    to    say    that    a    sufficient 
sum  of  money  is  not  now  received  for 
the  extremely  bad  catering  we  get  1 
♦Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  ! 

THE  CROXTON  VILLAGE  SCHOOL. 
Mr.  NEWNES  (Cambridge,  E.,  New- 
market) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  Presi- 
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dent  of  the  Committee  of  Conncil  on 
Education  whether  the  Croxton  Village 
School,  which  is  in  receipt  of  a  Govern- 
ment grant,  was  refused  to  the  Liberal 
candidate  for  West  Cambridgeshire  on 
18th  February,  on  the  ground  that  it 
could  not  be  let  for  political  purposes, 
and  on  the  1 2th  March  was  let,  or  lent, 
for  the  annual  meeting  of  the  Croxton 
Conservative  Club ;  and  whether  he  will 
take  any  steps  to  prevent  the  Govern- 
ment aided  schools  being  used  in  the 
interests  of  one  Party  and  to  the  exclu- 
sion of  another? 

Sib  W.  hart  DYKE :  It  is  not  the 
duty  of  the  Department  to  determine 
for  what  purposes  managers  or  owners  of 
schools  may  allow  them  to  be  used  out 
of  the  ordinary  school  hours.  I  have  no 
means  of  bringing  pressure  to  bear  one 
way  or  the  other  upon  these  owners  of 
schools ;  but  I  have  already  expressed  an 
opinion  in  this  House  that  schools  should 
be  lent  to  both  Parties,  because  the  more 
the  views  of  hon.  Members  opposite  are 
disseminated  the  better  for  the  political 
future  of  our  own  friends. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND :  Is  it  not  the  fact 
that  these  schoolrooms  are  almost  univer- 
sally lent  for  Conservative  demonstrations 
and  refused  when  asked  for  by  the 
Liberals  ? 

Sir  W.  hart  DYKE :  No,  Sir ;  that 
is  very  much  denied. 

.  SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON  TOWN 
HOLDINGS. 
Mr.  LAWSON  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  when  the  Select 
Committee  on  Town  Holdings  will  be  re- 
nominated to  take  evidence  and  report 
on  the  rating  of  ground  rents  and 
values  1 

*The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  West- 
minster) :  1  understand  that  the  names 
will  be  handed  in  in  the  course  of  the 
evening. 

VACCINATION  RETURNS. 
Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  My  attention 
has  been  oalled  to  the  Returns  of  Vac- 
cination that  have  been  laid  on  the 
Table.  May  I  ask  how  it  is  that  several 
counties  have  been  absolutely  omitted 
from  them  1 


Mr.  MATTHEWS:   I  must  ask  for 
notice  of  the  question. 

IRELAND- THE  OLONGOREY 
HOLDINGS. 
Mr.  sexton  :  I  gave  notice  of  my 
intention  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Hous3  to  this  case  to-day  ;  but  I  beg  to 
postpone  any  further  action  until  after 
the  Easter  recess. 


TAXATION  OF  LAND  AND  BUILDINGS 
IN  EUROPEAN  COUNTRIES,  IN    THE 
UNITED   STATES  OF  AMERICA,  AND 
IN  BRITISH  COLONIES. 
Address  for — 
"  Return  showing — 

1.  Taxation  on  land  : 

(a.)  The  per-centage  on  the  annual  value 

which  the  rate  levied  amounts  to  ; 
(b.)  The  total  amount  raised,  the  totals 
.  for  local  and  National  purposes  being 

stated  separately ; 
(c.)  The  per-ccntage  which  the  amount 

raised  by  taxation  of  land  bears  to  the 

total  taxation ; 

2.  Taxation  of  buildings : 

(a.)  The  per-centage  on  the  annual  value 
which  the  rate  levied  amounts  to ; 

The  total  amount  raised,  the  totals 
/or  local  and  National  purposes  being 
stated  separately  ; 

(c )  The  per-centage  which  the  amount 
raised  bv  taxation  of  buildings  bears  to 
the  total  taxation." — {Mr.  Frovand.) 


n, 


MOTIONS. 

BUSINESS  OP  THE  HOUSE  (SUPPLY). 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"Ihat  Proceedings  on  Supply  have  prece- 
dence at  the  Evening  Sitting  this  day,  and  also 
to-morrow ;  and  that  the  provisions  of  Standing 
Order  56  be  extended  to  the  Sittings  of  the 
House  this  day  and  to-morrow." — (Sir.  William 
Henry  Smith.) 

(2.56.)  Me.  LABOUCHERE  (North- 
ampton) :  I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man should  have  given  some  reasons  for 
the  Motion.  Yesterday,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  remember,  was  the  first 
day.  on  which  the  House  was  asked  to 
consider  the  Civil  Service  Estimates,  and 
that  being  so  any  hon.  Member  had  a 
right  to  call  attention  to  subjects  before 
the  Speaker  left  the.  Chair.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  he  expected  to  pass 
the  whole  of  the  first  Class  of  Civil 
Service  Estimates.  Now,  with  all  respect 
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to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  looking  at 
the  precedents,  that  was  a  prepoBterons 
expectation.  We  might  have  gone  on 
with  the  preliminary  discussion  until  12 
o'clock ;  but  as  we  understood  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  wanted  to  have 
some  money,  we  took  the  unusual  course 
of  allowing  you, Sir,  to  leave  the Chairi^t 
8  or  half- past  8  o'clock..  It  must  not  be 
forgotten  that  the  matter  waa  put  off 
until  the  very  last  day  before  the 
holidays.  Everyone  knows  that  the 
Votes  on  the  Royal  Palaces  and  on  the 
Royal  Parks  invariably  gave  rise  to  a 
very  considerable  amount  of  discussion, 
as  various  Members  desire  to  make  com- 
ments upon  them.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  got  those  two  Votes,  and  he 
was  fortunate  in  getting  them.  On  the 
first  Vote  there  was  a  good  deal  of  dis- 
cussion, but  upon  the  second  there  was 
hardly  any.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
also  got  a  Vote  on  Account  for  two 
months;  and  if  he  will  point  out  one  or 
two  Votes  in  connection  with  which 
there  are  contracts  we  will  be  ready  to 
assent  to  them.  But  I  think  it  is  un^r 
to  us  and  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to 
call  upon  us  to  pass  the  whole  of  the 
first  Class  of  the  Civil  Service  Estimates 
before  we  leave  for  the  vacation.  A 
good  many  Gentlemen,  not  dreaming 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  ask 
for  these  Votes,  have  gone  away.  If  it 
is  the  duty  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  get  money,  it  is  the  duty  of  hon. 
Members  to  criticise  the  Votes.  Let 
there  be  a  modus  vivendi.  The  next 
Vote  is  a  very  controversial  Vote. 

An  hon.  Member  :  What  is  it  ? 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  :  It  is  a  Vote  of 
£195,000  for  the  Houses  of  Parliament, 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  consent 
to  take  a  couple  of  Votes  which  will  give 
him  enough  money,  and  will  then  agree 
to  the  adjournment  of  the  House,  the 
whole  thing  can  be  settled  ;  but  to  ask  us 
to  pass  the  whole  of  these  Votes  in  a 
perfunctory  manner  is  to  ask  us  to 
abrogate  our  duties  as  an  Opposition.  I 
warn  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  if 
he  persists  in  taking  this  extraordinary 
course  the  proceedings  are  likely  to  be 
somewhat  lengthy.  There  is  only  one 
instance  in  which  Class  I.  of  the  Civil 
Service  Estimates  was  taken  in  one 
night,  and  it  was  when  the  Government 
Mr,  Labouchere 


brought  in  their  Local  Government  Bill. 
There  was  a  feeling  on  this  side  of  the 
House  that  we  should  be  able  to  turn 
out  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  upon 
that  measure.  We  were  deceived,  and  it 
was  no  encouragement  to  induce  us  to 
act  in  the  same  manner  again.  I  ask 
the  Government  to  take  now  that  which 
has  been  the  usual  course  on  other 
occasions^  and  not  to  keep  hon.  Members 
here  when  they  want  to  be  elsewhere. 

♦(3.0.)  Mr;  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  am  in 
the  recollection  of  the  House  when  I 
state  that  from  time  to  time  during  the 
last  week  I  urged  upon  the  House  the 
necessity  which  the  Government  were 
under  of  asking  for  Class  I.  before  the 
Adjournment.  The  grounds  upon  which 
we  asked  for  those  Votes  were  that  there 
were  contracts  involved,  and,  unless  the 
Votes  were  sanctioned,  the  most  favour- 
able opportunity  for  building  operations 
would  be  lost,  ajid  serious  inconvenience 
would  be  caused  to  the  public  interest. 
These  contracts  extend  to  all  the  Votes, 
and  it  is  on  that  ground  that  I  adhere  to 
the  intimation  which  I  gave  with  regard 
to  them.  Therefore,  though  it  may  be 
the  duty  of  hon.  Members  to  criticise  the 
Votes,  it  is  equally  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  endeavour  to  conduct  the 
business  of  the  House  with  due  regard  to 
the  convenience  of  the  House  and  the 
public  interest,  even  though  in  doing  so 
they  may  trench  upon  the  holidays  which 
hon.  Members  have  a  right  to  expect. 
Some  of  the  discussions  last  night  might 
have  been  curtailed  without  injury  to  the 
public  interest.  The  Government  are 
most  anxious  to  meet  the  views  of  every 
Member  of  the  House,  so  far  as  may  be 
consistent  with -their  obligations  to  the 
public. 

Me.  LABOUCHERE  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  allow  me  to  interrupt  1 
1  think  we  may  come  to  an  arrangement 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  leave 
out  Votes  No.  6  (Art  and  Science  Build- 
ings) and  No.  7  (the  Diplomatic  and 
Consular  Buildings),  which  I  do  not 
think  are  pressing.  There  are  a  great 
many  Gentlemen  who  desire  to  discuss 
questions  connected  with  them.  [Minis* 
terial  cries  of  "  No,  no  !"]  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  do  that  I  believe 
we  shall  be  able  to  come  to  an  arrange-^ 
ment. 
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♦i^Lt.  W.  11.  HMiTH  :  I  am  exceedingly 
sorry  thai  I  am  not  able  to  comply  with 
the  snggestion,  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
deems  a  reasoaable  proposaL  The  views 
of  hon.  Members  might  be  expressed 
shortly  ;  I  am  sure  they  will  be  expressed 
shortly  on  this  side  of  the  Hours. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  There  are 
Members  who  wish  to  speak  who  are  not 
here. 

*Mr,  W,  H.  smith  :  I  cannot  postpone 
the  Votes.  Hon.  Gentlemen  have  had 
ample  notice  that  these  Votes  would  be 
asked  for  bt;fore  the  Adjournment.  We 
must  ask  for  Votes  down  to  No.  13  (Bates 
on  Government  Property),  postponing 
Vote  1 4  (for  PubUc  Works  and  Buildings), 
before  I  can  move  the  Adjournment  of 
the  House, 

Dr.  tanner  :  Are  the  Government 
in  earnest  in  pushing  forward  to-day  the 
Contagious  Diseases  (Aninmb)  (Pleuro- 
pneumonia) Bill? 

(3.5.)  Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Brad- 
ford, Central)  :  I  think  thiit  the  propasal 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  regard  to 
Votes  which  involve  building  contracts  is 
a  very  reasonable  one.  The  Diplomatic 
and  Consular  Buildings  Vote,  howcvorj 
is  scarcely  subject  to  that  observation. 
This  Vote  includes  the  building  of  an 
agency  house  at  Cairo,  a  subject  which 
ha^  freqiiently  given  rise  to  discussion. 
It  is  important  that  the  contracts  referring 
to  buildings  in  England  should  be 
entered  into  at  once  ;  but  as  it  is  not  so 
important  in  the  case  of  the  diplomatic 
and  consular  buildings  I  would  suggest 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should 
postpone  that  Vote. 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  T  can  only  speak 
again  by  tlie  indulgence  of  the  House, 
but  I  wish  to  state  that  there  is  a  special 
reason  connected  with  the  Cairo  item  in 
the  Vote  which  obliges  the  Government 
to  ask  for  the  decision  of  the  House  upon 
it.  There  is  a  contract  for  the  land  on 
which  the  Agency  House  is  to  \ye  erected, 
and  this  con  tract  only  lasts  until  March  31. 
The  contract  has  been  extended  for  a  few 
days,  in  order  to  give  the  Government  an 
opportunity  of  obtaining  the  decision  of 
theHottse  on  the  question.  If  the  Vote 
t^  postponed  the  contract  lai>ses  altogether^ 
and  there  would  be  no  site  available 
upon  which  to  erect  a  building. 


Dr.  CAMERON:  I  am  afraid  that 
when  the  two  sides  of  the  House  get  to 
loggerheads  the  public  business  makes 
very  little  progress.  It  is  qnite  evident 
that  tlie  CJovemment  can,  if  they 
choose,  force  these  Estimates  through  the 
House  with  very  Uttle  discussion.  But 
if  they  take  the  Committee  stage  before 
Eijster,  there  is  still  the  Report  stage  to 
follow.  Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
promise  to  afford  an  opportunity  of  6k- 
castting  the  Votes  on  Report  1 
-  ♦Mii.V,  H.  SMITH  :  Well,  I  think  that 
is  a  reasonable  proposal,  and  I  will 
endeavour,  as  far  as  possible,  to  meet  the 
views  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  any 
particular  Vote  on  which  discussion  may 
be  desired, 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  :  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not    take  the 
discussion  on  the  Report  of  the   Naval 
Vote. 
♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  agi-ee  to  that. 

Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby)  : 
I  think  we  want  a  more  definite  assurance 
as  t3  the  opportunity  of  discussing  the 
Votes  on  Report. 

♦(3. 1 0  )  Mr.  MORTON  (Peterborough)  t 
To  my  mind  this  question  of  dealing 
with  the  public  money  is  the  most  im- 
portant question  which  the  House  of 
Commons  has  to  consider.  The  manner 
in  wiiich  Votes  of  money  are  rushed 
through  the  House  apjiears  to  me  to  be 
simply  scandalous.  A  great  deal  of  time 
is  occupied  by  the  House  in  discussing 
other  nuittei-s,  but  it  does  not  give  nearly 
sufficient  time  to  the  consideration  of 
spending  money.  If  Supply  is  r ashed 
through  in  the  hasty  way  now  proposed, 
there  will  be  no  opportunity  afforded  to 
hon.  Members  of  ventilating  grievances, 
which,  in  the  interests  of  the  people,  wo 
ought  to  have.  It  is  not  merely  a 
question  for  hon.  Members.  It  is  a 
question  for  the  country,  and  the  people 
of  the  country  demand  that  all  questions 
concerning  the  expenditure  of  money 
should  be  prcToerly  discussed  and  con- 
sidered. 1  ol*pct  to  anything  lUce  a 
threat  on  the  part  of  the  right  hofti. 
Gontlcman  that  hon.  Members  will  lose 
their  holidays  if  these  Votes  are  not 
passed.  This  is  neither  a  fair  nor  a 
proper  argument  to  use  towards  the 
House.  It  may  be  all  very  well  to  treat 
the    Irish   Members   in    this   way,   but 
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there  is  no  one  Btrong  enough  in  this 
country  to  treat  with  contempt  and  also 
with  impunity  Members  representing 
English  couatituencies.  I  would  recon[i- 
mend  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  an- 
swer the  questions  which  are  pot  to 
him,  and  not  to  compel  hon.  Members  to 
ask  the  same  questions  twice  over.  Let 
them  tell  us  what  they  want  in  regard 
to  these  building  contracts  and  we  shall 
be  glad  to  comply » with  their  wishes.  The 
Government  must  remember  that  they 
cannot  conceal  tliese  things  ;  they  can  be 
discussed  either  now  or  on  Report ;  and  I 
inflist  upon  proper  answers  being  given  to 
hon.  Members  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. I  trust  tliat  in  future  hon. 
Members  will  take  more  interest  in 
questions  connected  with  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  money  of  the  people. 

Dr.  CAMERON  :  Supposing  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  obtains  the  Votes  he  de- 
sires in  a  reasonable  time  this  afternoon, 
will  he  then  move  the  Adjournment  of 
the  House  at  once  ? 

♦Mr.  W,  H,  smith  :  La«t  night  I  in- 
dicated that  the  Government  would  ask 
the  House  to  pass  the  Committee  stage 
of  the  South  Indian  Railway  Purchase 
Bill  and  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Con- 
tagious Diseases  (Animals)  Bill.  I  be- 
lieve that  those  BiUs  will  take  but  a  very 
short  time. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

RAILWAYS,  &C.,  BETCBN  TICKETS  BtLL. 

Od  Motion  of  Mr.  Morton,  Bill  to  enable 
paiisengierB  in  railway  traiojiaad  on  ateam boats, 
&c.,  to  make  use  of  return  tickota  for  twelve 
months  after  the  date  of  tssue,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Morton^  Mr.  Caiuiton,  Dr. 
Clark,  Mr.  Lloyd  Morgtio,  and  Dr.  Tanner. 

Bill  presenttjd,  and  read  Urat  time.  [Bill  217.] 

BA^T^EUPTCT  (SCOTLAND)  DILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  James  Campbell,  Bill  to 
consoHdute  and  amend  the  Law  of  Bankruptcy 
in  Scotland*  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
James  Campbell,  Mr.  Thomas  Sutherland,  and 
Mr.  Baird. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  6rst  time.  [Bill  218.] 

SHOP  BOUBS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Provand,  Bill  to  amend 
tbe  Law  relating  to  the  employment  of  women 
and  young  persona  in  shops,  kc,  ordered  to  lie 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Provand,  Mr.  Whitley^  Mr. 
Jen  Dings,  Mr.  Channing,  and  Mr.  Samuel 
Smith. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  219.] 
Mr,  Morton 


ORDERS  OF   THE  DAY, 


SUPPLY— CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTMATE% 
1890-91. 

Considered  in  Conjmittce. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  L 

L  Motion  made,  and  Qnestion  pro- 
posed, 

**That  a  sum,  not  exc^ding  £166,767,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  pA J  meat  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  3l«t  d«y  of  March  1891,  for  expenditure 
in  respect  of  Public  Utiildinj^s  in  Great  Britain, 
including  the  Houses  of  Parliament.'* 

(3.15.)  Mr.  LABODCHERE:  I 
wiah  to  call  attention  to  Item  C,  tW 
renta  of  houses.  There  m  a  large  num- 
ber of  houses  that  are  rented  as  public 
offices,  at  tke  simo  time  that  there  are  a 
considerable  number  of  public  sites  that 
are  unoccupied  and  hare  been  unoecu- 
jiied  for  years.  I  notice  that  the  First 
Naval  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  has  a  resi- 
dence in  Queen  Aune^s  Grate  at  a  rental 
of  JE700  a  year.  I  could  never  under- 
stand why  the  First  Naval  Tjord  should 
have  a  residence,  seeing-  he  has  a  salary 
of  £2,000;  it  is  out  of  all  reason.  The 
Board  of  Trade  Offices  might  be  erected 
on  a  vacant  site,  instead  of  rents  being 
piiid  for  the  present  ramshackle  buildings. 
I  hope  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
will,  as  rapidly  as  possible,  get  rid  of  the 
hired  houses,  and  to  do  his  best  to 
pDJvide  buildings  on  sites  already  pur- 
chased. 

•(3.20.)  The  FIRST  CO^miSvSIONI^^B 
OF  WORKS  (Mr.  Plunket,  IJublin  Uni- 
versity) :  For  a  long  time  jmst  various 
plans  have  been  tried  by  which  the  bad 
habit  of  the  housing  of  the  public 
establishments  in  hired  premises  might 
be  gob  rid  of.  In  recent  times  the  India 
Office,  the  Local  Government  Board, 
the  Home  Office,  the  Foreign  Office, 
and  others  have  been  properly  housed. 
The  Board  of  Works  are  at  present 
engaged  in  erecting  now  Admiralty 
buildings  ;  the  War  Office  will  probably 
be  undertaken  next,  and  when  those  two 
Departments  are  proWded  for,  there  will 
be  comparatively  little  room  for  complaint 
with  regard  to  the  use  of  hired  pre- 
mises. 
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(3,7.)  Mr.  CAUSTON  (Southwark, 
W):  I  would  wish  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  right  hoiu  Gentleman  to  the  great 
want  o£  accommodation  in  the  Offices  of 
the  Board  of  Trade.  When  a  deputation 
attends  there  is  no  room  into  which  they 
can  be  shown  without  the  presence  of  the 
clerks.  The  offices  ^are  a  disgrace  to 
the  country. 

♦(3,8.)  Mr.  PLUNKET  :  I  agree  that 
the  accomodation  at  the  Board  of  Trade 
is  unsatisfcictory,  and  I  think  it  ought 
to  be  improved  as  soon  as  possible,  with 
due  regard  to  priority  of  claims,  on 
the  part  of  others  of  the  Government 
Departments* 

•(3.10.)  Mb.  MORTON  :  I  ^-ant  to  ask 
a  question  on  Item  C.  I  notice  an  item 
of  £2,800  for  Dover  House,  and  I  see, 
**  Stables  occupied  by  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty."  I  should  like  to  know 
what  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
wants  with  stables.  Are  they  occupied 
by  the  celebrated  Horse  Marines.  I 
think  we  are  entitled  to  know  some- 
thing about  it»  because  it  looks  a  large 
sum.  Then  there  is  an  item  on  page  22 
for  the  supply  of  water  to  various  puWic 
offices  by  private  companies.  I  want  to 
know  whether  that  supply  is  regulated 
by  meter,  and  what  is  the  cost  per  1 ,000 
gallons.     On  j^age  23  I  see  tliat  carpets, 

^lfec.,  cost  £2,300;  then  there  is  £3,050  for 
various  articles — baskets,  glass,  and  china 
ware.  Are  these  articles  supplied  by 
bahlie  tender  ?  So  far  as  I  am  concerned, 
I  shall  not  be  satisfied  until  the  Govern- 
ment— ^I  do  not  care  of  what  Party- 
adopts  a  system  of  publicly  inviting 
tenders,  a  system  adopted  by  the 
smallest  Municipal  Authorities  through- 
out  the  country,  T  think  wo  ought  not 
to  enter  inbi3  contracts  for  works  cost- 
ing, say,  £200,  without  publicly  adver- 
tising for  tenders.  I  do  hope  we  shall 
have  a  more  satisfactory  answer  tliis 
srnoon  upon  this  |>oiiit  than  we  had 
^yesterday. 

Dr.  TANNER:  There  are  some 
atters  in  connection  with  this  Vote  to 
^rhioh  I  think  attention  might  be  called. 
Some  of  the  larger  items  are  in  connec- 
tion with  the  sanitary  improvement  of 
some  of  the  offices,  where  a  perfectly  new 
scheme  has  been  adopted.  We  are 
asked  to  vote  on  account-  a  further  sum 
of  £5,000,  and  I  ask  for  what  practical 


purpose  is  the  money  to  be  expended  ? 
Take  the  University  of  London,  Of 
course,  everybody  taking  an  interest  in 
the  higher  education  of  the  country 
necessarily  feels  a  deep  interest  in  the 
education  provided  by  this  University, 
wliich  I  believe  to  be  one  of  the  best  in 
the  country.  Still,  I  tliink  it  right  to 
call  attention  to  the  large  expenditure  of 
£9,500  which  is  proposed  for  the  pur- 
pose of  providing  addition :d  accommoda- 
tion for  the  students  coming  up  for 
examination.  I  want  to  know  whether 
this  is  in  consequence  of  an  increase  in 
the  number  of  students  requiring  to  be 
examined)  and  whether  the  proposal 
is  one  that  has  had  the  sanction  of  the 
Governing  Body  1  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Commissioner 
of  Works  will  perhaps  excuse 
my  putting  these  questions,  and 
Mdll  jjrobably  allow  me  to  say  further 
that  I  am  glad  to  find  that  money  is 
needed  for  providing  increased  accom^ 
modation  for  the  University  of  London. 
I  ho|>e  that  this  will  tend  to  set  at  rest 
any  question  that  might  be  raised  in 
regard  to  the  Royal  University  of 
Ireland  that  will  come  later  on.  I  may 
add  that  I  am  pleased  to  see  that  the 
expenditure  required  for  the  Royal 
Courts  of  Justice  has  this  year  been  re- 
duced There  is  one  other  point  to 
which  I  wish  to  direct  attention* 
Yesterday  evening  I  made  reference  to 
the  item  put  down  in  connection  with 
rent,  insurance,  and  tithe  rent*charge 
in  respect  of  our  public  buildings,  and  I 
desire  so  say  that  when  the  Estimates  for 
next  year  are  prejiared,  I  hope  theie 
items  will  be  placed  under  sejmrate 
headings.  As  it  is,  it  is  impossible  for 
ns  to  know  what  insurance  money  ift 
paid  by  the  country  in  connection  with 
our  numerous  valuable  buildings  and 
institutions.  I  yesterday  called  atten- 
tion to  the  small  sum  payable  for  the- 
insui-ance  of  the  Royal  Palaces.  Taking 
up  the  list  of  the  pubHc  buildings  of 
Great  Britain,  I  find  that  there  is  a 
sum  of  .£4,709  lis,  3d.  to  be  paid  under 
the  three  headings  I  have  named,  which 
is  an  inci'ease  of  over  £1,000  on  the  auia 
payable  last  year.  This  being  so,  I 
think  it  would  be  advisable  to  put  the 
amounts  payable  under  separate  headings^ 
so  that  the  country  may  know  exactly 
how   much   it  has  to  p^y  for  each.     I 
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hope  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
deem  it  necessary  to  offer  some  explana- 
tion  with  regard  to  these  matters. 

♦(3.40.)  Me.  PLUNKET  :  In  answer 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Peterborough,  I 
have  to  state  that  the  supply  of  water 
to  the  Public  Offices  is  by  meter,  the 
price  being  from  sixpence  to  nine- 
pence  per  1,000  gallons.  As  to  the 
stables,  certain  of  the  Public  Offices 
carry  with  them  the  right  of  stabling ; 
but  there  being  no  stables  at  the 
Admiralty,  stables  have  been  pro- 
vided at  Dover  House  for  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty.  With  regard 
to  furniture,  it  is  not  possible  to  take 
contracts  for  all  the  famishing  which 
has  to  be  provided ;  but  whenever  the 
quantity  of  furniture  required  exceeds, 
say,  £15  or  £20,  competitive  tenders, 
are  invited.  Any  firm  of  standing  may 
be  placed  on  the  list  of  those  who  are 
invited  to  tender.  With  regard  to  the 
London  Universily,  there  is  a  great 
increase  of  students,  which  has  made 
the  present  accommodation  inadequate. 
If  the  hon.  Gentleman  complains  that 
there  are  certain  firms  not  on  the  list,  I 
will  see  that  they  are  included. 

♦Me.  MORTON:  No,  Sir.  AH  I  wish 
is  that  the  Government  should  adopt  the 
system  of  publicly  inviting  tenders, 
though  I  am  quite  aware  that  it  could 
not  be  carried  out  in  all  cases. 

(3.42.)  Me.  CREMER  :  I  should  be 
glad  to  ■  know  who  the  firms  really  are  ? 
A  great  many  people  would  be  glad  to 
be  enlightened. 

♦(3.43.)  Mb.  PLUNKET:  As  I  have 
8aid  before,  if  any  hon.  Gentleman 
chooses  to  submit  a  firm,  I  shall  be  glad 
to  put  it  on  the  list.  The  names  I  have 
here  are  Holland  k  Sons,  Johnston, 
Norman  &  Co.,  Jenks  <fe  Wood,  Hampton 
ik  Sons,  Hughes  <k  Co.,  P.  Coote,  and 
occasionally,  also  Gillows,  Howard,  Oetz- 
mann,  as  well  as  a  few  others. 

(3.44.)  Me.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Brad- 
ford, Central)  :  I  wish  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentlenian  whether  the  further 
accommodation  will  be  available  for  the 
examinations  by  the  Civil  Service  Com- 
missioners, who  have  been  very  much 
inconvenienced  by  not  having  a  suitable 
place  for  holding  their  examinations  ? 
Dr.  Tanner 


♦(3.45.)  Me.  PLUNKET:  The  rag- 
gestion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  a 
very  pertinent  one,  and  is  well  worthy 
consideration,  inasmuch  as  the  present 
accommodation  for  these  examinatioms 
is  not  only  insufficient  but  expensive. 

♦(3.45.)  Mb.  MORTON:  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  say  that  the  same 
rule  will  be  applied  to  buildings  and 
repairs  of  buildings  as  is  to  be  applied  to 
furniture ;  and  are  we  to  understand  that, 
where  the  repairs  are  of  a  serious 
amount,  tenders  will  be  invited  by  ad- 
vertisement ? 

♦Me.  PLUNKET :  Yes. 
(3.46.)  Db.  TANNER:  Will  it  not  be 
advisable  to  settle  this  matter  by 
attaching  to  the  Estimates  a  list  showing 
the  various  contracts  entered  into  under 
the  different  headings.  This  would  save 
a  good  deal  of  trouble,  and  would  protect 
the  right  hon.  Grentleman  the  Chief 
Commissioner  of  Works  from  any  in- 
sinuation or  innuendo  as  to  things  not 
being  square. 

♦(3.47.)  Me.  cavendish  BBN- 
TINCK  (Whitehaven):  I  have  a  few 
observations  to  make  in  moving  the  re- 
duction of  this  Vote  by  the  sum  of  £500 
on  account  of  the  restoration  of  West- 
minster Hall.  The  chief  point  I  de- 
sire to  raise  is  one  that  relates  to  the 
total  want  of  proper  accommodation 
for  carriages  and  carriage  horses 
in  Palace  Yard.  There  is  a  cave  or 
cavern  at  one  comer  of  the  yard,  which 
is  used  for  the  shelter  of  horses  and 
carriages,  but  in  regard  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Berwickshire  (Mr.  Marjoribanks)  has 
said  that  it  is  intended  not  for  carriages, 
but  for  saddle  horses.  It  would,  no 
doubt,  be  a  convenient  place  for  carriages ; 
but  for  the  sudden  and  abrupt  descent 
from  the  yard  above,  and  although  it  is 
said  not  to  be  intended  for  carriages,  I 
may  state  that  I  myself  saw  within  it  • 
when  I  left  the  House  last  night  no 
fewer  than  five  carriages.  For  my  part, 
I  am  unable  to  understand  why  saddle 
horses  should  have  preference  over  the 
carriages  and  carriage  horses  which  are 
usually  waiting  in  Palace  Yard  at  night. 
The  precipitous  descent  into  the  new  cave 
or  cavern  might  have  been  easily  avoided 
by  the  architect,  and  the  fact  that  it 
exists  is  the  fault  of  the  Government 
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Officers.  I  am  glad  to  see  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bradford  in 
his  place,  because  I  know  that  he,  as  a 
former  Commissioner  of  Works,  has  gone 
into  the  matter,  and  I  submit  to  the 
House  that  it  is  quite  a  new  thing  not 
to  have  a  carriage  shed  in  connection 
with  this  House.  I  have  been  a  Mem- 
ber of  this  House  for  a  great  many  years, 
and  I  cannot  remember  the  time  when 
there  was  not  a  shelter  for  Members' 
carriages.  Why  such  provision  has  not 
been  made  in  connection  with  the  new 
work  it  puzzles  my  comprehension  to 
understand.  The  architect,  by  the 
exercise  of  a  very  small  amount  of 
ingenuity,  might  have  provided  such  a 
shed  ;  but  instead  of  doing  so,  he  has 
built  a  walk  right  across  the  entrance  to 
the  new  buildings,  and  to  the  north  of 
that  wall  there  is  a  large  platform  of 
ground  which  is  of  no  use  whatever  to 
Members  of  this  House.  I  cannot  see  why 
that  wall  should  not  be  removed  and  a 
proper  carriage  shelter  erected  there. 
Having  thus  brought  this  matter  before 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with  as  little 
circumlocution  as  possible,  I  shall  be  glad 
to  hear  what  he  has  to  say  in  regard  to  it. 
On  the  last  occasion  of  the  discussion  of 
these  Estimates,  I  endeavoured  to  impress 
on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  extra- 
ordinary character  of  the  stone  parapet  at 
the  southern  side  of  Westminster  Hall, 
near  Sir  Charles  Barry's  Staircase.  It  is 
totally  out  of  harmony  with  the  original 
design,  and  I  pointed  out  to  my  right 
right  hon.  Friend  that  it  is  totally  useless 
for  any  practical  purpose,  for  anyone 
wanting  to  enter  the  south-west  door 
might  approach  it  by  steps  through  the 
old  iron  gates.  In  conclusion,  I  beg 
to  move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by 
£500. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Item  N,  for  the  restoration  of 
Westminster  Hall,  be  reduced  by  £500." 
— {Mr,  Cavendish  Bentinck.) 

*(3.57.)  Mr.  PLUNKET:  I  have  con- 
sidered the  matter  of  the  staircase  in 
Westminster  Hall  to  which  my  right 
hon.  Friend  has  referred.  I  have  taken 
advice  upon  the  subject,  and  I  now 
propose  to  make  some  alterations.  I 
propose  to  take  the  present  moulded 
coping  off  the  wall,  and  reduce  the 
height  of  the  latter  by  1  ft.  6  in. ;  to 
VOL.  CCCXLHI.      [third  series.  ] 


continue  the  coping  which  was  fixed  by 
Sir  Charles  Barry  in  lieu  of  that 
removed ;  fix  a  guard  rail  on  the  latter 
coping,  and  re-fix  the  iron  gates  and 
railing  to  correspond  with  those  on  the 
opposite  side.  I  have  had  a  Report  made 
to  me  to  the  effect  that  the  use  for  the 
shelter  of  carriages  of  the  covered  place 
intended  only  for  horses  to  stand  in  is 
very  dangerous,  and  certainly  the  build- 
ing was  not  planned  to  be  used  for  any 
such  purpose.  I  considered  the  question 
whether  it  would  be  possible  to  erect 
in  the  centre  of  Palace  Yard  any 
considerable  shelter  for  carriages,  and  I 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  it  would 
not  be  possible  to  do  so  without  disfigur- 
ing the  appearance  of  the  yard. 

(4.3.)  Mr.  CAUSTON  :  I  think  the 
use  to  which  the  new  rooms  outside 
Westminster  Hall  has  been  put  fully 
confirms  the  views  expressed  by  many 
of  us  who,  in  1885,  opposed  the  erection 
of  the  new  buildings.  There  has 
evidently  been  great  difl&culty  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  in  finding  a  use 
for  them  at  all.  I  would  point  out  also 
that  the  divisions  and  the  bookcases  which 
have  been  put  up  in  the  different  rooms 
are  entirely  out  of  harmony  with  the 
rest  of  the  elaborate  design  of  the  build- 
ing. I  would  further  draw  attention  to 
the  fact  that  the  fireplaces  and  grates 
are  simply  ornaments;  they  cannot  be 
used.  Neither  coal  nor  gas  can  be  burnt 
in  them,  for  the  simple  reason  that  there 
are  no  chimneys.  The  health  of  the 
officers  who  use  the  rooms  will,  I  am 
afraid,  suffer  in  consequence  of  this 
state  of  things.  In  consequence  of  the 
arrangements  adopted  for  heating  the 
atmosphere  is  unbearable,  and  I  believe 
the  officials  have  to  spend  a  great  part  of 
the  time  which  should  be  devoted  to  work 
in  walking  up  and  down  Westminster 
Hall  for  the  purpose  of  getting  fresh 
air.  The  large  room  does  not  seem  to 
have  been  applied  to  any  purpose,  and  I 
should  like  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  say  what  he  proposes  to  do  with 
it  ?  I  know  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
not  himself  for  the  building,  but  I  believe 
it  to  be  practically  useless. 

*(4.7.)  Mr-PLUNKET:  I  cannot  in 
the  least  agree  with  the  view  taken  by 
the  hon.  Member  as  to  the  utility  of  the 
rooms.      It  ssems  to   me   that  by  the 
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placing  of  new  Smoking  Boom,  Beading 
Boom,  and  Ladies  Dining  Boom  at  the 
disposal  of  Members  during  the  pre- 
sent Session  —  I  think  much  to  their 
satisfaction  —  by  the  removal  of  cer- 
tain officers  to  the  other  side  of  West- 
minster Hall,  a  very  great  addition 
has  been  made  to  the  comfort  and 
convenience  of  the  House.  I  admit 
that  some  complaints  were  made  at  first 
as  to  the  heating  of  the  newly-erected 
rooms,  but  they  seemed  to  be  due  to  the 
differences  of  opinion  existing  among 
the  occupants  as  to  the  temperature 
which  ought  to  be  kept  up.  I  have  since 
put  up  partitions  between  the  various 
offices,  and  I  believe  the  officials  are 'now 
as  happy  as  possible.  It  is  true  there  are 
fireplaces  which  cannot  be  used  ;  but  as 
the  rooms  are  perfectly  well  warmed  and 
ventilated  by  other  means,  I  do  not  think 
that  is  a  very  serious  complaint.  It  is 
the  case  that  I  am  not  responsible  for 
the  new  building.  I  wish  I  were,  for 
in  my  opinion  it  is  a  very  handsome  and 
stately! addition  to  the  old  Hall. 

(4.10.)    Me.   SHAW  LEPEVBE  :   I 
think  I  must  have  been  misunderstood  on 
this  question.  I  certainly  never  said  that 
the  erection  at  the  side  of  Westminster 
Hall  was  intended  as  a  shelter  for  car- 
riages.    On  the  contrary,  I  always  said 
it  was  intended  only  for  horses.     That 
'was   fully  explained  when  the  scheme 
^as    being  discussed.     It  replaces   the 
-shed  which  stood  close  by  formerly,  and 
which  was  certainly  only  intended   for 
•  sheltering  horses.     It  very  often  happens 
ithat  30  or  40  carriages  are  in  the  yard  at 
the  same  time,  and  it  would  be  impos- 
.  sible  to  make  provision  for  sheltering  the 
whole  of  them.     A  proposal  was  made 
.to  erect  a  carriage  shelter  on  the  other 
.  side  of  the  yard,  but  it  was  rejected  on 
ihe  ground  that  it  could  not  be  carried 
out  without   spoiling   the    artistic    ap- 
pearance of  the  Houses  of  Parliament. 

♦(4.12.)  Mr.  cavendish  BEN- 
TINCK :  The  reply  given  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Plunket)  as  to  car- 
riages is  most  unsatisfactory.  We  know 
quite  well,  after  many  years'  experi- 
ence, that  the  old  shed  accommodation 
in  Palace  Yard  was  amply  sufficient 
for  the  protection  of  the  coachmen  and 
carriages  who  come  down.  All  1  ask  is 
that  equal  accommodation  should  be 
given  now.  It  seems  to  me  ridiculous 
Mr.  Plunket 


that  when  you  are  spending  this  vast 
sum  of  money  on  the  new  buildings  and 
upon  the  land  in  front  of  them  you 
cannot  provide  some  kind  of  shelter  for 
servants  and  carriages  of  Members 
during  the  winter  months.  I  should 
like  to  know  why  the  zig-zag  wall  has  been 
erected  on  the  north  side.  It  is  cer- 
tainly no  ornament. 

♦Mr.  PLUNKET  :  It  was  in  the  plans, 
and  was  approved  by  the  Committee. 

*(4.15.)  Mr.  cavendish  BEN- 
TINCK :  The  fact  of  its  having  been 
in  the  plans  does  not  make  it  of  any 
use,  and  I  think  that  every  decision  the 
Committee  arrived  at  ought  to  be  con- 
demned. This  is  not  a  question  of  orna- 
mentation, but  one  of  usefulness  and 
almost  of  humanity  to  the  servants  and 
to  the  poor  dumb  animals  brought  down 
here  night  after  night.  Last  night,  at  mid- 
night, I  found  five  carriages  in  the  new 
buildings,  and  I  am  informed  by  the 
constables  in  attendance  that  as  many 
as  10  or  12  have  been  in  there  at  one 
time.  Does  not  this  show  in  the  clearest 
way  in  the  world  that  some  such  accom- 
modation is  necessary?  I  suppose  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  see  the  new 
shelter  is  to  be  handed  over  entirely  to 
the  horses  of  telegraph  messengers  and 
to  the  bicycles  and  tricycles  one  sees 
stored  away  there.  I  think  Members  of 
this  House  ought  to  be  considered  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  before  the 
telegraph  boys  and  messengers.  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  are  those  who  vote 
the  money,  attending  here  long  hours, 
and  I  think  they  are  entitled  to  some 
consideration.  There  is  no  doubt  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  consult 
Mr.  Taylor,  of  his  own  Office,  who  is  a 
gentleman  of  ability,  some  means  could 
be  devised  for  giving  shelter  to  car- 
riages. All  I  would  ask  is  that  Mem 
bers  of  Parliament  who  use  private 
carriages  and  often  have  to  take  them 
home,  as  I  have,  late  at  night,  shall 
have  some  consideration  given  to  them. 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bradford 
can  say  that  this  question  was  before  the 
Parliamentary  Committee.  I  should 
hardly  think  that  such  an  important 
question  could  have  been  omitted.  How- 
ever that  may  be,  I  think  the  question 
now  is  a  serious  one,  and  that,  although 
there  is  not  a  large  attendance  of  Mem- 
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bers,  we  ought  to  take  a  vote  of  the 
House  about  it.  Members  may  come  in 
and  outvote  us  without  having  heard  the 
discussion,  but  we  must  take  the  chance 
of  that. 

(4.18.)  Mr.  LABOUCHERB:Irather 
agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down.  At  present,  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  says,  the 
shelter  is  used  for  carriages.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Commissioner 
has  said  that  it  is  dangerous  to  use  it  for 
that  purpose,  and,  that  being  so,  I  pre- 
sume he  will  forbid  such  use  being  made 
of  it.  Under  these  circumstances,  and  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  we  have  not  yet 
arrived  at  that  democratic  age  when  we 
all  US3  omnibuses  or  walk  down  to  the 
House,  but  have  horses  and  coachmen 
who  are  liable  to  be  affected  by  the  in- 
clemency of  the  weather  when  the  House 
sits  late,  I  hope  the  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works  will  make  inquiries  to 
see  if  a  change  cannot  be  made  without 
injury  to  the  architectural  beauties  of 
this  building — to  see  if  some  shelter  can- 
not be  put  in  Palace  Yard  or  somewhere 
else  where  carriages  which  have  to  wait 
for  Members  can  be  protected  from  the 
weather. 

*Mr.  PLUNKET  :  I  will  undertake  to 
give  the  matter  most  careful  considera- 
tion. 

*(4.20.)  Dr.  FARQUHARSON:  I 
must  say  I  am  rather  sceptical  as  to  the 
extreme  satisfaction  of  the  clerks  with 
the  new  rooms  adjoining  Westminster 
Hall.  Though  I  have  heard  no  com- 
plaint, I  fail  to  see  how  they  can  be  satis- 
fied with  the  atmospheric  conditions 
under  which  they  live — with  the  manner 
in  which  the  rooms  are  lighted  and 
heated.  In  the  case  of  one  of  the  rooms 
it  is  said  that  the  clerk  occupying  it  likes 
it,  but  whether  he  likes  it  or  not  he 
ought  not  to  be  permitted  to  remain  in  it, 
for  it  is  stuffy.  It  cannot  be  healtliy 
for  any  one  to  remain  in  it  any  length  of 
time.  Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works  tell  us 
what  is  to  be  done  with  the  large  room 
called  the  Conference  Room  ?  It  is  a 
room  of  splendid  proportions,  and  so  hand- 
some that  it  is  a  pity  it  cannot  be  used 
for  some  practical  purpose.  I  should 
deprecate  its  being  used  for  a  Grand 
Committee  Room  for  the  reason  that  it  is 
too     great     a      distance      from      this 


House,  and  it  would  overtax  the 
energies  of  even  the  most  agile 
to  get  from  that  room  to  the  Lobbies  here 
during  the  short  time  the  Division  bell 
rings.  Members  who  are  old  and  infirm 
and  not  fitted  for  the  athletic  performance 
of  running  helter-skelter  from  the  Com- 
mittee Room  to  the  House,  traversing  a 
tortuous  flight  of  stairs  on  the  way, 
would  find  it  impossible  to  discharge 
their  Parliamentary  duties  if  required,  to 
sit  on  a  Grand  Committee  in  this  room. 
I  hope,  therefore,  we  shall  not  be  put  to 
the  inconvenience  and  possible  danger  of 
having  to  use  this  room  as  a  Grand  Com- 
naittee  Room.  As  to  the  new  shelter  for 
horses  and  carriages,  I  think  it  is  equally 
dangerous  for  both.  I  do  not  think  it 
can  be  safe  for  horses  to  come  down  thAt 
very  steep  and  narrow  incline,  especially 
in  wet  and  slippery  weather.  Whilst 
inspecting  the  place  to-day,  I  noticed  one 
or  twQ  horses  there,  and  saw  a  young 
man  suddenly  dash  down  amongst  them 
on  a  bicycle.  Such  a  thing  as  that,  I 
should  think,  must  be  very  inconvenient 
and  very  dangerous  t«3  horses.  I  would 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  it 
would  not  be  possible,  without  interfering 
with  the  architectural  proportions  of  the 
building,  to  make  some  sort  of  descent 
down,  which  horses  could  be  driven 
with  saf eiy  1 

(4.23.)  Mr.  CREMER:  Before  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  replies,  I  would 
like  to  put  a  questien  to  him  with  refer- 
ence to  a  matter  that  I  raised  in  the 
House  the  other  day — though  if  he  has 
not  yet  had  time  to  consider  it,  I  will 
not  press  for  a  reply.  I  desire  to  know 
why  Members  are  not  allowed  to  visit, 
and  to  escort  their  friends  through,  the 
Painted  Chamber  and  the  Buckingham 
Chamber  in  the  other  House?  Why 
should  it  be  necessary  to  obtain  the  escort 
of  a  Peer  in  order  to  visit  these  places  ? 
Then,  again,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
undertook  to  ascertain  why  we  are 
precluded  from  visiting  the  crypt,  and  if 
he  is  now  in  a  position  to  enlighten  us  on 
the  subject  I  shall  be  glad. 
.  (4.25.)  Dr.  TAKNER:  I  desire  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  the  ventilation  of  this 
House — ^a  subject  which  I  had  occasion  to 
deal  with  five  years  ago.  On  certain 
occasions,  when,  for  instance,  we  are 
expecting  a  great  Division,  the  atmo* 
Q2 
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sphere  gets  extremelj  stuffy,  and  laden 
with  carbonic  acid  gas.  The  draught 
coming  np  from  the  chamber  below 
throngh  the  floor  is  always  the  same. 
It  cannot  be  graduated  and  made  to  fit 
the  particular  circumstances  of  the  time, 
therefore,  I  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  something  cannot  be 
done  in  the  matter  ?  K  it  is  possible  to 
effect  a  cure  it  will  be  greatly  to  the 
advantage  of  the  Members  of  the  House, 
and  even  more  so  to  the  officials  who 
remain  here  throughout  the  sittings. 
The  draught  could  be  increased  by  en- 
larging the  apertures  for  the  escape  of 
foul  air  overhead.  I  think  the  mode  of 
introducing  fresh  air  from  below  requires 
alteration.  It  comes  up  through  the 
floor,'and,  therefore,  of  necessity,  brings  up 
with  it  small  particles  of  dust,  which  get 
into  the  lungs  of  hon.  Members,  causing 
discomfort  and  danger  to  health.  These 
are  small  matters,  but  they  deserve  to  be 
gone  into.  I  should  also  like  to  urge 
upon  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  the 
desirability  of  restoring  the  frescoes  up 
stairs  near  Sir  Charles  Barry's  statue, 
which  are  in  a  most  dilapidated  condi- 
tion. 

(4.28.)  Mr.  CREMER:  [Cri^s  of 
"Divide."]  I  trust  the  Committee  will 
bear  with  me  for  a  moment,  as  it  is  seldom 
I  waste  the  time  of  the  House.  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man if  he  would  not  place  a  few  trees  or 
shrubs  and  flowers  on  the  terrace  outside 
the  House,  which  at  present  has  a  most 
cold  and  barren  appearance  ? 

Mr.  CAVENDISH  BENTINCK :  As 
I  understand  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  say  he  will  inquire  into  the  matter  to 
which  I  draw  his  attention,  I  will  not 
press  my  Amendment  to  a  Division. 

♦(4.30.)  Mr.  PLUNKET  :  The  sugges- 
tions made  by  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
(Dr.  Tanner)  some  years  ago  with  the 
view  of  excluding  fogs  from  this  House 
were,  as  the  Committee  knows,  adopted 
with  beneficial  results.  I  shall  be  very 
glad  to  confer  with  him  and  the  officials 
who  have  charge  of  the  ventilation  as  to 
whether  it  is  possible  to  do  anything 
more  to  improve  the  ventilation  of  the 
House.  As  to  the  large  room  on  the 
other  side  of  Westminster  Hall,  I  am 
afraid  it  is  too  remote  to  be  used  by  a 
Committee,  unless  it  is  arranged  that  its 
BittingsshallnotoverlapthoseoftheHouse; 
Dr,  Tanner 


but  in  every  other  respect  the  room  is 
well  adapted  for  the  purposes  of  a  Grand 
Committee.  I  have  made  some  inquiriea 
respecting  the  picture  galleries  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  and,  as  regards  the 
Painted  Chamber,  access  can  be  gained  to 
it  only  through  the  Division  Lobbies  and 
the  writing-room  of  the  House  of  Lords,  so 
that  it  is  not  reasonable  to  expect  that  it 
should  be  accessible,  even  to  the  Members 
of  this  House,  when  the  other  House  is 
sitting.  I  will  make  further  inquiry  as 
to  whether  additional  facilities  can  be 
given  to  Members  to  visit  the  room 
when  the  House  of  Lords  is  not  sitting. 
With  reference  to  the  Buckingham 
Chamber,  I  am  still  in  correspondence 
with  the  Lord  Chamberlain.  I  have  not 
yet  received  an  answer  to  the  inquiry  I 
made  respecting  the  admission  of  Mem- 
bers to  the  Crypt.  As  to  the  frescoes 
on  the  staircase,  I  have  taken  the  best 
advice  I  could  obtain,  and  have  been 
assured  that  they  are  no  longer  within 
the  reach  of  remedial  art ;  and  no  one  is 
able  to  suggest  a  plan  by  which  decay 
can  be  arrested. 

(4.36.)  Mr.  CREMER  :  I  am  not  so 
unreasonable  as  to  imagine  that  Members 
of  this  House  should  be  admitted  as  of 
right  to  the  Lobbies  and  the  writing- 
room  of  the  House  of  Lords  when  that 
House  is  sitting.  But  I  would  point  out 
that  the  House  of  Lords  does  not  meet 
until  half -past  4  o^clock.  and  that  it 
frequently  happens  that  Members  of  this 
House  are  desirous  of  visiting  the 
Painted  Chamber  and  the  Buckingham 
Chamber  between  the  hours  of  2  and 
half-past  4.  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  make  inquiries  to  ascertain 
whether  Members  of  this  House  will  be 
admitted  to  those  Chambers  duriDg  the 
hours  I  have  referred  to,  and,  in  fact, 
during  the  time  the  House  of  Lords  is 
not  sitting  ? 

♦(4.37.)  Mr.  PLUNKET:  The  public 
are  admitted  in  the  usual  way  when  the 
House  of  Lords  is  not  sitting  on  Satur- 
days, and  on  Monday  and  Tuesday  in 
Easter  week,  and  at  other  times,  but  I 
will  make  inquiries  to  ascertain  whether 
there  is  any  objection  to  admitting  hon. 
Members  of  this  House  whenever  the 
House  of  Lords  is  not  sitting. 

Mr.  CREMER :  Will  the   right  hon. 
Gentleman  reply  as  to  the  shrubs. 
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*Mr.  PLUNKET:  The  question  has 
been  considered.  I  have  spoken  to  a 
large  number  of  people  about  it  and  the 
general  opinion  is  that  to  put  shrubs  or 
flowers  on  the  river  terrace  would  not  be 
an  adornment,  but  rather  a  disfigure- 
ment. 

(4.38.)  Dr.  FARQUH ARSON:  Is 
it  not  the  fact  that  the  restrictions  upon 
hon.  Gentlemen  visiting  the  House  of 
Lords  are  of  recent  date  ?  A  few  years 
ago  we  were  free  to  visit  the  House  of 
Lords  at  any  time  the  House  was  not 
sitting. 

*(4.38.)  Mr.  PLUNKET:  I  will  in- 
quire. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  again  proposed. 

*Mr.  MORTON:  I  see  an  item  of 
JB200  here  for  the  supply  of  oil  for  the 
lamps  used  in  the  Committee  Rooms. 
Why  is  there  so  much  oil  used  here  ? 
I  have  been  looking  about  but  have 
been  unable  to  find  many  lamps  in  use. 
I  also  find  that  the  Resident  Engineer 
has  a  salary  of  £250,  rising  by  £b 
annual  increments  to  £300 ;  but  he  is 
here  accredited  with  £400.  How  does 
that  happen  ?  I  notice  that  he  receives 
other  sums  under  other  heads  but  there 
is  nothing  to  account  for  the  increase  of 
aalary.  Would  it  not  be  well  in  future 
to  put  the  whole  sum  paid  to  this  gentle- 
man down  in  one  item  instead  of  divid- 
ing it  in  this  way  ?  I  am  aware  that 
payments  are  sometimes  put  down  in 
this  way  in  order  that  more  than  the 
maximum  salary  can  be  paid,  and,  per- 
haps, that  has  been  done  in  this  case. 
If  so,  I  must  say  I  do  not  agree  with  the 
system. 

*(4.39.)  Mr.  PLUNKET :  Up  to  the 
present  year  the  salary  of  the  Assistant 
Eagineer  was  as  stated  by  the  hon. 
Member,  but  Dr.  Percy,  the  eminent 
Eagineer  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
unfortunately  died  last  autumn,  and 
we  took  the  opportunity  of  re-model- 
ling the  Department.  Instead  of  filling 
up  the  vacancy  at  the  old  salary  of 
£600  a  year  we  added  £100  to  the 
salary  of  the  Assistant  Engineer,  giving 
him  £400  instead  of  £300,  and  con- 
ferred  the  whole  responsibility  on  that 
gentleman.  As  to  the  consumption  of 
oil,  oil  lamps  are  used  in  Committee 
Rooms  and  in  the  residences  attached  to 


the  Housa,  but  the  consumption  of   oil 
will  be  reduced  as  the  electric  light  is 
extended,  as  it  will  be  during  the  Easter 
and  Whitsuntide  holidays. 
Vote  agreed  to.       ' 

2.  £21,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Admiralty,  Extension  p£  Buildings. 
•Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  There  haa 
been  such  a  long  delay  in  commencing 
the  extension  that  I  was  in  hopes  the 
rumour  was  true  that  the  Government 
had  determined  to  re-consider  th«  matter, 
and  I  regret  to  learn  from  this  Vote  that 
it  is  intended  to  persist  in  the  extension 
scheme.  Two  years  ago  we  had  the 
assurance  of  architects  that  i^e  work 
would  be  completed  in  two  and  a  half 
years.  Now,  two  years  have  passed  and 
nothing  has  been  done  beyond  digging 
the  foundations.  I  presume  no  contracts 
has  been  entered  into  for  the  new 
building.  I  am  opposed  to  the  scheme 
because  it  will  prevent  for  any  period 
within  present  contemplation  the  bringing 
of  the  Admiiiklty  and  the  War  Office 
under  one  roof.  That  defect  has  been 
prominently  brought  before  our  notice 
by  the  Report  of  the  Army  and 
Navy  Royal  Commission.  The  whole 
question  seems  to  me  to  turn  on 
the  expediency  of  bringing  the  naval 
and  military  Departments  into  harmony 
with  each  other*  One  of  the  proposals 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Pad- 
dington  (Lord  R.  Churchill)  was  that 
these  two  (departments  should  be  placed 
under  the  control  of  one  Secretary  of 
State.  Though  that  proposal  was  rejected 
by  the  Royal  Commission  it  is  obvious 
that  the  Commissioners  regarded  it  as  of 
enormous  importance  that  the  two  De- 
partments should  be  brought  into  har- 
monious working,  and  I  understand  that 
they  have  a  plan  for  effecting  that.  I 
believe  myself  there  would  be  no  mode 
in  which  the  two  departments  could  be 
brought  into  greater  harmony  with  one 
another  than  by  putting  them  under 
the  same  roof.  Until  quite  recently  that 
has  always  been  the  view  of  every  high 
Authority  who  has  considered  the  matter. 
In  time  of  peace  the  adoption  of  such  a 
scheme  would  involve  economy  whilst  in 
time  of  war  it  would  involve  a  large  in- 
crease of  efficiency.  My  right  hon^  'Friend 
theMember  for  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Childers), 
who  has  presided  over  the  Admirally 
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and  the  War  Office,  and  who  was  at  the 
head  of  the  War  Office  at  the  time  when 
this  country  was  involved  in  war  with 
Egypt,  stated  in  evidence  before  the 
Committee  that  in  time  of  peace  it  was 
important  that  the  two  Departments 
should  be  close  together,  whilst  in  time 
of  war  it  was  absolutely  essential.  He 
also  said  that  the  separation  of  the  two 
Departments  was  a  cause  of  weakness 
and  might  be  the  cause  of  disaster. 
Within  the  past  two  or  three  years  a 
somewhat  adverse  opinion  has  been  given 
on  the  point  by  the  Fiist  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  (Lord  G.  Hamilton)  and  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith).  I  quite  admit  the  high  authority 
of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  in  such 
matters,  but  at  all  events  he  has  not  had 
experience  of  the  advantages  of  such 
relations  between  the  two  Departments 
in  time  of  war.  I  believe  some  proposal 
has  been  considered  for  putting  the  War 
Office  on  the  other  side  of  Whitehall  on 
the  site  of  what  is  known  as  Carington 
House ;  but  if  that  proposal  were  carried 
out  the  War  Office  would  be  on  the 
other  side  of  the  street,  and  it  would 
involve  great  additional  cost.  It  was 
with  the  view  of  bringing  the  two 
Departments  together  that  the  Spring 
Gardens  site  was  pui-chased  seven  or 
eight  years  ago.  I  am  not  now  recom- 
mending that  Messrs.  Jennings'  plan 
should  be  revived,  as  that  scheme,  in  my 
opinion,  is  dead. 

(4.50.)    Mr.  Courtney  retired  and  the 
Chair  was  taken  by  Sir  J.  Gk)RsT. 

Mb,  SHAW  LEFEVRE  continued: 
At  the  same  time  some  scheme  might  be 
adopted  which  would  carry  out  the  plan 
I  am  advocating.  Looking  at  the 
question  from  an  economic  and  an 
artistic  point  of  view,  I  must  again 
challenge  my  right  hon.  Friend,  as  I  did 
two  years  a^o,  to  say  whether  he  could 
bring  forward  any  single  architect  of 
influence  or  importance  who  will  recom- 
mend the  present  proposal  either  upon 
architectural  or  economic  grounds.  The 
proposal  is  to  add  two  wings  to  the  exist- 
ing Admiralty  at  a  cjost  of  something 
like  £195,000.  The  existing  Admiralty, 
whieh  is,  I  believe,  about  150  years  old, 
certainly  would  not  cost  more  than 
£80,000  or  £90,000  to  re-erect.  You  are 
going  to  add  to  an  old  building,  which  is 
Mr,  Shaw  Lefevre 


certainly  very  deficient  as  an  office,  and 
which  is  not  a  lofty  building  as  compared 
with  offices  in  other  parts  of  London,  an 
extension  which  will  cost  £195,000,  and 
from  the  necessily  of  maintaining  the 
old  building  you  are  practically  going  to 
extend  all  its  main  defects  to  the  two 
wings.  From  an  economic  point  of 
view,  that  does  not  seem  to  be  a 
wise  course.  As  to  tho  artistic 
point  of  view,  I  believe  every  Authority 
who  has  looked  at  the  plans  has. 
condemned  them.  They  have  been 
condemned  by  the  Institute  of  Archi- 
tects, and  I  believe  I  am  right  in  saying 
that  the  professional  officers  of  the  Office 
of  Works  itself  have  not  recommended 
them  to  the  Government,,  and  that  those 
who  are  entrusted  with  the  erection  of 
the  buildings  do  not  consider  the  scheme 
a  wise  or  sound  one.  I  believe  myself 
that  even  now,  at  the  eleventh  hour,  it 
would  be  wise  not  to  proceed  further 
with  the  scheme,  but  to  invite  sugges- 
tions for  utilising  the  site,  which  was 
bought  at  very  considerable  cost,  for  the 
erection  of  a  great  buildirg  which  would 
accommodate  both  the  Admiralty  and  the 
War  Office.  At  present  the  War  Office 
is  spread  about  in  numerous  separate 
buildings.  I  believe  there  are  as  many 
as  nine  or  ten  of  them,  in  different  parts, 
of  London.  The  existing  War  Office  site 
cannot  be  made  available  for  new  build^ 
ings,  and  it  will,  therefore,  be  absolutely 
necessary  at  some  future  time  to  purchase 
a  new  site  at  a  very  considerable  outlay 
of  money.  The  most  serious  defect  of 
the  present  scheme  is  the  impossibility 
of  the  two  great  Departments  ever  being 
brought  into  continuity.  On  the  whole^ 
I  most  seriously  suggest  to  the  right, 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  even  now  it 
would  not  be  a  wise  course  to  postpone 
further  progress  with  the  building,  and 
consider  whether  it  would  not  bo  possible 
to  erect  upon  the  Spring  Grardens  site  a 
building — not  according  to  the  original 
plan  of  Messrs.  Leeming — which  will  be 
suitable  both  for  the  Admiralty  and  the 
War  Office.  I  hope  the  right  hon.. 
Gentleman  will  not  think,  in  the  remarks 
I  have  made,  that  I  have  any  personal 
feeling  in  the  matter,  arising  from  the 
rejection  of  the  scheme  which  I  originally 
recommended  to  the  House.  On  the 
contrary,  I  shall  be  most  willing  to  sup- 
port the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  anj 
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scheme  which,  on  the  whole,  commends 
itself  to  me  as  one  likely  to  attain  the 
object  I  have  set  forth.  I  do  not  think 
the  present  scheme  will  prove  efEective* 
from  an  administrative  point  of  view.  I 
believe  that,  architecturally,  it  will  be  a 
failure,  and  that  in  the  long  run  it  will 
land  the  country  in  greater  expendi- 
ture. 

♦(5.2.)      Mb.    PLUNKET:    Certainly 
any  suggestion  on  such  a  subject  coming 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  worthy 
of    very    respectful    and    careful     con- 
sideration ;     but     when     ho     asks     us, 
not     at     the     eleventh     hour,     as     he 
says,      but       at      half  -  past       12      to 
reject  the  presentscheme  he  can  hardly 
expect  us    to    assent.     I    do    not  sup- 
pose that  it  is   desired  that   I   shoald 
follow      the     right     hon.      Gentleman 
through     all     the      arguments      which 
he  has  put   forward  on  several  previous 
occasions,  and  which  have  been  answered 
over  and  over  again.     The  whole  ques- 
tion was  very  carefully  considered  by  a 
strong   and   important   Committee  who 
rejected  the  proposals  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.     It  then  became  our  duty 
to  do  something,  and  accordingly  in  1887 
were  entrusted  to  Messrs.  Leeming  the 
duty  of  preparing  fresh  plans.     It  is  true 
Messrs.   Leeming   preferred  their    own 
original  plan,  but   for   the    purpose    of 
carrying  out  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee  they  do  entirely  approve  of 
their    present    plan.      That    plan    was 
adopted  in  piinciple   by  the  House  in 
1887,  when   it  voted   the   sum  of  £500 
for  the  preliminary  expenses  which   it 
entailed.      In    the    following  year    the 
plans  when  prepared  were  exhibited  in 
the  Tea-room,  and   in  the  same  year  the 
House  voted  £5,000  on  account  of  the 
cost  of  carrying  them  out.     In  these  cir- 
cumstances, I  think  that  it  is  impossible  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman    to  ask    the 
Committee  to  go  back  in  the  matter.    In 
December  last  the  Government  authorised 
the   expenditure  of   £21,000  upon  the 
construction  of  the   foundations  of  the 
new  buildings,  and  I  cannot  believe  that 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman     is    serious 
when  he  asks  the  Government  now  to 
stay  their  hands  in  the  matter. 

♦(5.6.)  Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  :  I  do 
not  wish  to  do  any  injustice  to  Messrs. 
Leeming.     I  have   no  doubt  they  con- 


sider they  are  making  the  very  best  of 
the  job  which  has  been  entrusted  to 
them,  and  that  they  are  as  a  matter  of 
fact  doing  the  work  as  well  as  it  can  be 
done. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

3.  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro 
posed, 

''That  a  sam,  not  exceeding  £52,522,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sam 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charjfe  which 
will  come  in  coarse  of  payment  daring 
the  year  ending  on  the  31sc  day  of  March, 
1891,  for  Expenditnre  in  respect  of  Miscel- 
laneous Legal  Baildings,  viz.,  County  Coarts, 
Metropolitan  Police  Coarts,  and  Sheriff  Coart 
Hoases,  Scotland." 

(5.8.)    Mr.   LABOUCHERE  :    I  am 
afraid     I     shall      be     obliged     to     put 
the    Committee    to    the    trouble    of    a 
Division     on     this    Vote.       The    Com- 
mittee    will     see    that    it     includes    a 
very   large    sum   for    the   Metropolitan 
Police   Court  Buildings.     It  is  the   old 
question    whether     these    Metropolitan 
Police   Courts  ought  to  be  paid  for  by 
London   or  by  the  Imperial  Exchequer. 
I  have  raised  the  point  when  Liberal  and 
Conservative  Ministries  were  in  power, 
and     before     London    got    its    County 
Council,    and   the    reply   I  always  got 
was,  wait  until  London   gets  a  County 
Council  or  some   sort  of   Municipality. 
The      very      last      year      before      the 
County       Council        was       established 
the        point       was       especially        im- 
pressed upon  the   House,  that    as  soon 
as  the  County  Council  was  set  up  a  new 
arningement  would  be  made.     We  have 
got  a  County  Council,  but  we  still  have 
to  pay  for  the  Metropolitan  Police  Courts. 
It  may  be  urged  that  in  some  sense  some 
of  the  expenditure  is  Imperial.      A  little 
of  the  business  at  Bow  Street  is  connected 
with  extradition  treaties  and  so  on,  and  no 
doubt  to  that  small  extent  the  expendi- 
ture may  be  regarded  as  Imperial.    Many 
of  us  represent  towns  in  difEerent  parts 
of  the  country,  and  we  know  that  our 
constituents  have  to  pay  for  their  own 
Police  Courts.      Why,  in  the   name   of 
goodness,  should  we  be  called  upon  to  pay 
for  our  own  and  also  for  the  Police  Courts 
of  the  richest  place  in  the  entire  country? 
Under  the  circumstances,  and  seeing  that 
neither  Liberal  or  Conservative  Govern- 
ments   have    kept  faith  in  the  pledges 
given,  I  beg  to  move  that  the  Vote  be 
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reduced  by  £18,000,  which  will  allow  a 
little  for  the  Imperial  work  at  Bow 
Street. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  the  Items  G  .to  K,  for  Metropolitan 
Police  Court  Baildings,  he  reduced  by  £18,000." 
— (^Mr.  Laboueher$.) 

(5.13.)  At  this  point  Mr.  Coubtxey 
returned  to  the  Chair. 

*Mr.  PLUNKET  :  Of  course  I  am  not 
going  to  enter  into  the  general  question 
whether  or  not  thes3  buildings  ought  to 
be  maintained  by  the  country  at  large 
or  by  the  Metropolis  itself.  That  is  a 
question,  no  doubt,  for  discussion.  The 
answer  I  have  to  give  to  the  hon. 
Member  is  simply  this,  that  I  am  an 
humble  builder  who  must  follow  in- 
structions, and  the  17  th  and  18th  Vic. 
cap.  94,  authorises  and  commands  me 
to  provide  these  buildings. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  No  doubt 
.the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  bound  by 
Act  of  Parliament  to  provide  these 
buildings,  but  if  my  Motion  is  carried 
the  Parliament  that  gave  him  that 
authority  will  relieve  him  of  it. 

(5.16.)  Mb.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Fins- 
bury,  E.)  :  The  question  is  not  as  small 
as  the  Motion  seems  to  indicate,  and  I 
desire  to  state  the  reason  why  I  intend 
to  vote  against  the  proposed  reduction. 
I  am  not  prepared  to  vote  for  the  transfer 
to  the  County  Council  of  any  expenditure 
on  Metropolitan  Police  Courts  or  the  Police, 
now  incurred  by  this  House,  until  the 
whole  question  of  the  control  of  the 
Metropolitan  Polic3  has  been  settled  in 
the  only  way  it  can  be  settled,  and  that 
is  by  handing  over  that  control  to 
the  County  Council. 

*(5.18.)  Mr.  MORTON:  I  do  not 
propose  to  discuss  the  question  as  to  who 
should  pay  this  money,  although  it  is 
very  hard  that  the  people  in  the  provinces 
should  have  to  pay  for  their  own  Police 
Courts,  and  that  the  Ijondon  Courts 
should  be  paid  for  out  of  the  general 
purse.  What  I  want  to  know,  however, 
is  whether  the  works  in  connection  with 
the  Wandsworth  Police  Court  are  to  be 
completed.  I  understand  that  a  site  has 
been  purchased.  Is  the  building  to  be 
proceeded  with  at  once  ? 

(5.20.)  The  Committee  divided:— 
Ayes  51 ;  Noes  130.— (Div.  List,  No.  43.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Mi\  Labouchere 


4.  £18,062,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Art  and  Science  Buildings,  Great  Britain. 
^  *Mr.  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan) :  I  de- 
sire to  know  whether  the  *  First  Com- 
i]iissioner  of  Works  can  assure  us  that 
the  New  National  Portrait  Grallery  is 
secure  against  fire,  and  also  that  the 
building  is  proof  against  damp.  With 
regard  to  South  Kensington,  many  friends 
of  the  Government  express^  great 
regret  two  or  three  years  ago  that  the 
Government  could  not  do  more  for  that 
institution,  and  especially  for  the  building 
devoted  to  educational  purposes.  It  is 
with  great  gratification,  however,  that 
they  now  notice  that  the  Gk)vemment 
heve  adopted  a  more  liberal  policy. 
There  is  a  Vote  this  year  for  £100,000 
for  South  Kensington.  I  trust  that,  hay- 
ing so  well  begun,  and  having  occupied 
sr  worthy  a  position  in  connection 
with  education,  the  Government  will 
proceed  further  in  the  same  direction. 
The  point  I  am  coming  to  now  is  in 
reference  to  South  Kensington  Museum. 
I  think  it  is  greatly,  to  be  regretted  that 
that  magnificent  building,  South  Kensing- 
ton Museum,  should  be  left  incomplete  ; 
that  while  some  portions  of  the  building 
are  just  cause  of  pride,  other  portions 
remain  in  that  miserable  condition  in 
which  they  have  stood  for  many  years. 
In  the  course  of  last  Session  I  called 
attention  to  one  particular  part  of  the 
building,  the  shed  that  adjoins  the  main 
building,  the  roof  of  which  was  in  a 
hopelessly  dilapidated  state.  Last  autumn 
when  I  visited  the  museum  and  saw 
beautiful  specimens  of  art  from  various 
parts  of  the  country,  which  were  being 
prepared  for  exhibition,  so  unsound  was 
the  state  of  the  roof,  that  large  por- 
tions of  the  fioor  and  tables  were  marked 
out  as  being  not  safe  to  receive  the 
drawings.  Notwithstanding  all  the  care 
thus  exercised  many  drawings  were 
seriously  injured  by  wet.  I  cannot 
conceive  anything  more  mortifying  than 
for  students  to  prepare  drawings  with 
much  diligence  and  skill,  and  then  to 
find  them  so  little  cared  for  or  appreciated 
that  they  are  injured  in  exhibition. 
Another  point  of  more  importance  is  the 
danger  to  the  Museum  itself.  This 
building  to  which  I  have  alluded  is  of 
such  a  character  that  it  is  full  of  in- 
flammable material,  and  it  might   well 
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take  fire  from  negligence  that  could 
scarely  be  called  culpable.  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  warehouse  in  the  country 
that  is  liable  to  such  risk  as  this  shed, 
to  which  I  called  attention  last  year.  If 
a  fire  should  break  out  the  building 
must  inevitably  be  destroyed,  and  a  great 
body  of  fire  will  be  called  into  existence 
to  the  extreme  danger  of  the  rest  of  the 
buildings.  Although  in  theory  the  Museum 
itself  is  fireproof,  we  know  what  a 
great  difference  there  is  between  theory 
and  fact  in  these  matters,  and  how 
buildings  which  are  calculated  to  be 
fireproof  are  apt  to  succumb  to  the  in- 
fluence of  fire  by  reason  of  some  unsus- 
pected crack  or  flaw  in  the  ironwork, 
which  makes  your  precautions  vain,  and 
80  your  building  is  destroyed  and  your 
collection  perishes.  I  cannot  conceive 
anything  more  discreditable  to  the  admin- 
istration of  this  country  than  to  allow  such 
a  risk  to  the  South  Kensington  Museum 
for  the  sake  of  the  paltry  saving  over  this 
shed.  Other  parts  of  the  building  are 
in  a  not  more  satisfactory  condition ;  but 
this  shed  calls  for  special  condenmation 
as  a  discredit  to  British  art  and  an  alarm- 
ing danger  t^  the  Museum.  I  will  not 
occupy  time  by  going  into  the  history  of 
the  South  Kensington  Museum,  but  I  may 
be  permitted  to  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  so  long  as  seven  years  ago,  when 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  was  in  charge  of  the 
Department  of  Works,  he  placed  on  the 
Votes  a  sum  of  £5,000  as  the  begin- 
ning of  the  completion  of  what  was 
then  known  as  the  South  West  Wing. 
He  withdrew  that  Vote  under  pres- 
sure of  debate  in  the  early  part 
of  the  Session,  but  he  said  he  would 
replace  it  on  the  Estimates  in  the  course 
of  the  Session.  This  was  a  distinct  pro- 
mise in  1883,  but  from  that  time  until 
now  no  steps  whatever  have  been  taken, 
so  far  as  I  know.  I  feel  great  reluctance 
to  occupy  the  time  of  the  Committee  now, 
for  I  know  how  valuable  time  is.  I  will 
content  myself  with  saying  that  the  con- 
dition of  these  buildings  is  a  discredit  to 
this  country,  and  the  continued  postpone- 
ment of  the  necessary  work  shows  an  un- 
certainty of  policy  which  is  a  condemna- 
tion of  our  administration.  I  do  hope 
that  ere  long  fresh  proposals  wiU  be 
made  to  the  House  towards  completing 
the  buildings,  making  them  worthy  of 


their  purpose,  and  that,  as  a  preliminary 
step,  this  shed  may  be  taken  in  hand  and 
rebuilt,  so  that  we  may  have  a  place 
wherein  to  exhibit  in  safety  those  speci- 
mens of  art  sent  up  by  our  young 
students  all  over  the  country. 

*(5.40.)  Mr.  PLUNKET  :  Certainly  my 
hon.  Friend  has  no  need  to  make  any 
apology  for  the  remarks  he  has  addressed 
to  us  on  a  subject  most  interesting  and 
important.  I  think  that  in  a  few  words 
I  can  satisfy  him.  In  the  first  place  I 
can  assure  him  that  the  building  in  which 
the  National  Portrait  Gallery  collection 
is  housed  at  Bethnal  Green  is  as  carefully 
provided  with  every  possible  appliance  to 
prevent  danger  from  fire  as  any  building 
can  possibly  be.  I  need  scarcely  say  that 
in  the  new  building  about  to  be 
erected  for  the  collection  at  the 
back  of  the  National  Gallery  every  care 
that  experience  and  science  can- suggest 
for  the  exhibition,  lighting,  and  security 
of  the  pictures  will  be  taken.  My  hon. 
Friend  has  alluded  to  some  imperfections 
in  the  roof  of  the  South  Kensington 
building  and  to  damage  caused  to  pic- 
tures there ;  but  this  damage,  I  think, 
was  caused  by  the  neglect  of  some  of  the 
attendants,  who  left  the  sky-light  win- 
dows open,  and  allowed  the  rain  to 
enter.  Whatever  imperfections  in  that 
roof  there  were  have  been  set  to 
rights.  As  to  the  larger  question, 
my  hon.  Friend  is  aware  that  a  few 
weeks  ago  we  obtained,  by  a  Supplemen- 
tary Estimates,  £100,000  for  effectually 
improving  the  housing  of  the  science  and 
art  collection  at  South  Kensington,  and 
I  think  my  hon.  Friend  will  accept  that 
as  an  earnest  of  the  goodwill  of  the 
present  Government  to  carry  out  the 
objects  he  has  at  heart.  We  have  under- 
taken the  purchase  of  a  large  piece  of 
land,  and  hope  to  make,  if  I  may  use  the 
expression,  a  really  good  job  of  the  whole 
thing  for  the  future.  No  more  time 
than  is  necessary  will  be  occupied  in  the 
preparation  of  plans  that  will  take  the 
utmost  advantage  of  the  great  acquisi- 
tion of  space  secured,  and  my  hon. 
Friend  may  rest  assured  that  we  are 
prepared  to  put  the  buildings  on  a  proper 
and  worthy  footing. 

(5.42.)  Dr.  tanner  :  There  is  one 
point  to  which  I  should  like  to  call 
attention.  By  dint  of  continual  ques- 
tioning   a    certain    amount    of   conces- 
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sion  has  been  obtained.  There  was  a  when 
great  amount  of  protestation  olEered 
at  the  time  we  were  urging  that  the 
British  Mnsenm  should  be  thrown  open 
in  the  evening,  and  much  was  said  about 
the  additional  expense  that  would  be 
incurred.  I  am  glad  to  see  that  these 
forebodings  have  not  been  fulfilled. 
The  British  Museum  is  now  opened  in 
the  evening,  and  I  notice  that  under 
sub-head  D,  for  maintenance  and  repairs, 
there  is  a  decrease  of  £10.  There  is,  I 
think,  sufficient  encouragement  in  this 
to  justify  our  urging  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  go  a  step  further.  The 
Trustees  have  not  incurred  that  large 
expense  which  it  was  alleged  they  would 
have  to  incur  to  make  the  concession  to 
public  opinion,  and  certainly  I  would 
hope  that,  seeing  that  in  every  way  in 
which  you  approach  the  subject,  the 
public  would  benefit  by  the  opening  of 
the  Museum  on  Sunday 

The  chairman  :  This  is  a  question 
that  should  be  raised  on  the  Vote  for 
Administration,  not  for  the  Maintenance 
of  the  building.  The  hon.  Member 
should  discuss  the  point  he  desires  to 
raise  when  the  Vote  for  Administration 
and  Personnel  comes  forward. 

Dr.  TANNER:  In  that  case  I  will 
defer  my  observations. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

5.  £33,993,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings. 

(5.44.)  Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  This 
is  one  of  the  Votes  we  were  anxious  to 
have  postponed,  and  there  is  one  item 
in  it  really  very  important — £9,000  for 
the  purchase  of  a  site  for  building  a 
house  at  Cairo.  It  can  hardly  be  said 
that  in  the  present  condition  of  affeiirs  we 
can  discuss  this  matter  just  now ;  and 
what  I  would  suggest  is,  that  if  the 
Vote  is  passed  now,  it  should  be  under- 
stood it  is  without  prejudice  of  any 
opinion  we  may  have  to  express  as  to 
the  purchase  of  this  Cairo  site,  that  we 
have  in  no  way  pledged  ourselves, 
and  that  we  may  raise  the  question 
on  Report. 

♦(5.45.)  Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The 
hon.  Member  would  only  be  within  his 
right  in  raising  this  question  on  Report ; 
and,  as  he  says,  the  passing  of  the  Vote 
now  is  without  prejudice  to  any  Motion  j 
he  may  think  it  right  to  make  on  Report, 
Dr.  Tanner  I 


he    will  have 


full  opportunity 
ofEered  him  for  raising  a  discussion.  I 
have  explained  the  circumstances  under 
which  we  are  compelled  to  ask  for  the 
Vote,  and  those  circumstances  will  equally 
hold  good  when  we  ask  the  House  to 
confirm  the  Vote  of  the  Com* 
mittee. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  did  not  hear 
them. 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SAflTH :  We  are  com- 
pelled to  purchase  the  site,  and  the 
arrangement  wUl  lapse  unless  we 
complete  the  purchase  within  a  given 
time. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  The  House 
may  amend  the  Vote. 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  We  must 
take  our  responsibility  for  that.  The 
hon.  Member  will  be  perfectly 
within  his  right  in  moving  the 
reduction  of  the  Vote  by  £9,000,  but  I 
need  not  say  the  Government  will  ad- 
here to  the  original  sum,  and  we  have 
no  doubt  the  House  will  sustain  us. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE :  I  only  hope  it 
will  be  fairly  understood  that  we  have 
not  assented  to  it. 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  We  shall  put  it 
no  higher  than  that  the  Committee  has 
assented  to  the  Vote. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  That  is  just 
it. 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  We  shall  ask  the 
House  to  approve  the  assent  of  the  Com- 
mittee. The  hon.  Member  knows  per- 
fectly well  that  it  is  entirely  within  his 
right  to  move  that  the  House  shall  dis- 
agree with  the  Committee  to  the  extent 
of  £9,000  or  any  other  sum. 

(5.47.)  Mr.  LEVESON  GOWER 
(Stoke-on-Trent):  I  have  no  wish  to 
waste  time;  but  can  the  Government 
give  us  any  information  as  to  the  increase 
under  the  head  of  new  works  for  the 
Legations  in  China  and  Japan  ?  The  item 
is  £5,200  this  year  ;  it  was  only  £2,000 
last  year. 

♦(5.47.)  Mr.  PLUNKET:  As  the 
hon.  Member  is  aware,  our  relations 
with  China  and  Japan  are  becoming  very 
much  more  extended,  and  it  has  become 
more  and  more  expedient,  as  the  im 
portance  of  our  relations  with  these 
couTitries  has  increased,  that  our  repre- 
sentatives should  be  placed  in  positions 
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of  dignity  and  comfort  Withont  going 
in  detail  into  the  work,  which,  in 
various  places  has  been  necessary, 
I  may  assure  the  hon.  Member  that  this 
additional  expense  has  been  found  to  be 
absolutely  necessary,  and  it  is  a  not 
altogether  unsatisfactory  sign  of  in- 
creasing importance  of  our  relations  with 
these  countries. 

(5.48.)  Mr.  W  REDMOND :  Can  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  explain  the  in- 
creased cost  of  the  Legation  at  Tangiers  ? 
That  which  was  last  year  £2,195  is 
increased  this  year  to  £6,200.  For 
a  place  of  this  kind  it  would  seem  to 
me  it  is  a  disproportionate  increase.  Also 
I  should  like  to  have  some  explanation 
of  items  under  Sub-head  T,  where  there 
is  a  decrease  from  the  estimate  of  last 
year  for  various  Missions  and  Consulates. 
It  appears  to  me  that  there  are  many 
places  abroad  where  large  sums  of 
money  are  spent  under  this  head  with- 
out any  retuniing  advantage.  I  should 
like  to  know  how  the  Government 
proceed  in  regard  to  this  expenditure, 
whose  estimate  they  act  upon,  and 
whether  any  tenders  for  the  contracts  are 
invited.  It  is  fit  matter  for  remark,  I 
think,  that  we  should  be  asked  to 
sanction  an  increase  of  £4,000  on  a  place 
like  Tangiers  without  an  explanation. 

*(5.49.)  Mr.  PLUNKET:  As  to  the 
Legation  ab  Tangiers,  that  was  a  sub- 
ject of  discussion  last  year,  and  this  is 
the  carrying  out  of  an  undertaking  I 
then  explained  which  involved  an 
expenditure  of  £9,000.  The  principle  we 
proceed  upon,  when  it  becomes  necessary 
to  sanction  additional  expe  nditure ,  is  where 
it  is  practicable  to  send  a  surveyor  to 
make  personal  investigation  as  to  value. 
We  have  an  officer  who  is  frequently 
employed  in  such  work.  The  necessity 
(Tangiers)  has  arisen  from  reasons  I 
need  not  now  go  into  again.  Shortly,  I 
may  say  that  the  growth  of  Native  build- 
ing around  the  old  house  has  rendered 
it  unfit  for  the  habitation  of  our  Repre- 
sentative. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

6.  £281,465,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Revenue  Department  Buildings,  Great 
Britain. 

7.  £176,000,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Surveys  of  the  United  Kingdom.. 


8.  £17,375,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Harbours  and  Lighthouses  Abroad 
under  the  Board  of  Trade. 

(5.22.)  Mb.  W.  REDMOND :  I  under- 
stood the  First  Lord  to  say  that  he 
would  be  satisfied  if  the  first  eight  Votea 
were  taken. 
*(5.22.)  Me.  W.  H.  SMITH :  No.  I 
said  it  was  absolutely  necessary  that  the 
first  eight  Votes  should  be  taken  because 
of  the  contracts  to  which  I  referred ; 
but  there  were  other  Votes  I  men- 
tioned as  being  of  a  character  that 
would  not  occupy  much  time,  and  these 
I  asked  the  Committee  to  take  before 
the  Adjournment,  That  was  the  under- 
standing. 

(5.53.)  Me.  W.  REDMOND:  It 
appears,  then,  that  I  was  mistaken.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  asks  us  to  take 
these  Votes  as  being  of  a  non-contentious 
character,  but  that  does  not  apply  to 
Vote  10.  Occasion  arises  for  a  short  dis- 
cussion upon  Holyhead  Harbour,  upon 
which  item  there  is  an  increase  of  £4,702, 
due  to  the  repair  of  damages  caused  by 
storm.  Upon  this  matter  questions 
have  been  addressed  to  the  Government, 
and  I  am  aware  that  great  dissatisfaction 
has  been  expressed  as  to  the  manner  in 
which  works  on  the  breakwater  at 
Holyhead  have  been  carried  out.  I  am 
not,  myself,  prepared  to  stite  the  case ; 
but  I  know  there  is  much  to  be  said 
on  the  subject  by  Members  not  now 
present,  and  I  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  allow  the  Vote  to  stand 
over,  or  to  give  an  undertaking  that  a 
full  opportunity  for  discussion  shall  be 
given  on  Report. 

*(5.55.)  Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  am 
soriy  that  I  am  unable  to  consent  to  a 
posi^nement;  but,  undoubtedly,  there 
will  be  an  opportunity  on  Report  for  the 
hon.  Member  and  his  friends  to  make 
such  observations  as  they  may  think 
fit.  I  am  in  the  recollection  of  the 
House  when  I  say  that  I  distinctly  stated 
that  I  must  ask  the  Committee  to  con» 
tinue  until  these  Votes  were  taken. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

9.  £25,040,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Peterhead  Harbour. 

10.  £4,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Caledonian  Canal. 
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11.  £156,453,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  rates  on  Government  property. 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Mon- 
day 14th  April. 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Monday 
14th  April. 

SUPPLY— EEPOBT. 

CIVIL  SBBVICB   ESTIMATES,  1890-91. 

Class  1. 

Resolutions  [31st  March]  reported. 

1.  '*  That  a  som.  nob  exceeding  £31,725,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will 
oome  in  coarse  of  payment  daring  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1891,  for 
expenditure  in  respect  of  Hoyal  Palaces  and 
liarlborongh  House." 

(6.0.)  Me.  W.  REDMOND:  I  think 
baf ore  the  House  agrees  to  this  Resolution 
we  ought  to  have  a  promise  from  the 
Government  that  they  will  endeavour  to 
lessen  the  expenditure  on  the  unoccupied 
Royal  Palaces.  As  I  said  last  night,  we 
do  not  complain  of  proper  provision  being 
made  for  proper  Palaces  for  members  of 
the  Royal  Family,  but  it  does  seem  a 
monstrous  thing  that  year  after  year 
thousands  of  pounds  should  be  expended 
upon  Royal  Palaces  that  members  of  the 
Royal  Family  never  occupy.  At  least,  I 
think  an  undertaking  should  be  given 
that  inquiry  shall  be  made  with  a  view 
to  the  reduction  of  this  expenditure.  I 
do  not  see  why  the  Grovernment  should 
not  undertake  to  appoint  a  Committee 
on  the  subject.  I  am  quite  sure  there 
is  much  dissatisfaction  caused  throughout 
the  country  as  public  attention  is  drawn 
year  after  year  to  the  large  sums  of 
money  the  House  of  Commons  is  called 
upon  to  vots  for  buildings  that  serve  no 
public  purpose  whatever,  and  I  think 
tbe  Government  should  give  an  under- 
taking that  they  will  endeavour  to  prac- 
tise economy  under  this  Vote. 

♦(6.5.)  Mb.  PLUNKET:  Certainly; 
I  can  give  an  undertaking  that  I 
will  always  do  my  best  to  reduce  ex- 
penditure under  this  Vote,  and  every 
other  Vote  for  which  I  am  responsible. 
So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman may  rest  assured  I  will  give  my 
best  attention  to  the  matter. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  give  a  Committee  ? 

Resolution  agreed  to. 


2.  "  That  a  sum.  not  exceeding  £78,775,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sam 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  daring  the  year  ending 
on  the  3 1st  day  of  March  1891,  for  the  Boyal 
Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens.*' 

(6.10.)  Mb.  W.  REDMOND  :  I  can- 
not lose  the  opportunity  of  expressing 
my  strong  opinion  that  a  great  many  of 
these  Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens 
might,  without  any  detriment  to  their 
use  by  the  Royxil  Family,  be  thrown  open 
to  the  public.  I  may  mention,  for 
instance,  Hampton  Court  Park  and  the 
grounds  of  Buckingham  Palace.  These 
last,  I  believe,  are  extensive,  and  I  am 
assured  on  good  authority  are  never 
used.  It  is  only  reasonable,  of  course, 
that  while  Her  Majesty  is  in  residence  at 
Buckingham  Palace  the  public  should  be 
excluded ;  but  for  a  great  part  of 
the  year  the  Palace  is  empty,  and 
then  the  grounds  might  be  thrown 
open  to  the  public.  Open  spaces 
in  London  are  not  so  many  that 
this  would  not  be  a  great  boon  to  the 
people,  and  I  cannot  help  thinking  that 
Her  Majesty  would  not  object  to  her  people 
having  an  entry  to  the  grounds  during 
her  absence  from  London.  There  is  no 
intention  whatever  of  encroaching  un- 
warrantably on  the  privileges  of  those 
who  have  special  claims  to  the  enjoyment 
of  the  Royal  Parks,  but  surely  it  is  not 
an  unreasonable  request  that  the  people 
who  contribute  nearly  £100,000  towards 
the  maintenance  of  the  Parks  should 
have  SDme  share  in  the  enjoyment. 

*(6.15.)  Mb. MORTON:  Several  ques- 
tions were  put  last  night  in  relation  to 
this  Vote  to  which  no  answers  were  given 
for  want  of  time,  and,  perhaps,  we  may 
have  the  answers  to-day.  I  asked 
whether  in  future  the  expenses  of  St. 
James's  Park,  the  Green  Park,  and 
Hyde  Park  could  be  kept  separate.  I 
also  wished  to  know  the  functions  of  the 
bailiJS  of  the  Royal  Parks.  He  appears 
to  be  a  military  officer,  but  I  cannot 
understand  what  his  duties  are.  Then  1 
find  a  large  expenditure  for  the  Rangers' 
Department,  and  I  ask  why  this  expendi- 
ture when  we  have  a  large  item  for 
police.  Then  I  asked  for  an  explanation 
of  the  item  on  page  12 — £96  for  allow- 
ances in  lieu  of  fees.  If  fees  are 
abolished  and  you  then  make  allowances 
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out  of  the  public  money,  I  do  not  see 
much  gain  in  the  result. 
Resolution  agreed  to. 

CONTAGIOUS      DISEASES     (ANIMALS) 
(PLEURO-P^EUMONIA)  BILL.— (No.  168.) 

SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Sscond  Reading  read. 

(6.18.)  The  PRESIDENT  of  the 
BOARD  OF  AGRICULTURE  (Mr. 
Chaplin,  Lincolnshire,  Sleaford) :  It  has 
been  arranged  that  this  Bill  shall  be  taken 
to-night,  and  I  will,  therefore,  explain  its 
object  very  shortly.  The  Bill  proposes 
to  confer  upon  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
further  powers  for  the  purpose  of  dealing 
with  pleuro-pneumonia,  which  has  pre- 
viously been  dealt  with  by  Local  Autho- 
rities under  various  Acts  of  Parliament 
and  Orders  in  Council.  Most  stringent 
measures  have  been  taken,  and  large 
sums  of  money  expended  for  cattle  which 
have  been  slaughtered,  and  great  ex- 
penses have  been  incurred  by  the  various 
Local  Authorities,  but  without  any 
adequate  result,  owing  to  a  want  of 
uniformity  of  action,  which  experience 
has  taught  it  is  almost  impossible  to 
obtain.  Under  these  circumstances,  it 
seems  impossible  and  useless  to  persevere 
with  a  system  which  has  involved  so 
many  sacrifices  without  satisfactory 
results.  If  that  is  so,  one  alternative  is 
that  we  should  altogether  abandon  the 
hope  of  ever  getting  rid  of  that  disease. 
That  would  be  a  most  unfortunate  con- 
clusion, for  the  example  of  the  Nether- 
lands shows  the  possibility  of  extirpating 
the  disease.  By  the  Bill  it  is  proposed 
that  there  shall  be  placed  at  the  disposal 
of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  a  sum  of 
money  which  it  is  hoped  will  obviate  the 
necessity  of  trenching  on  local  resources. 
The  adoption  of  this  principle  is,  I  think, 
absolutely  necessary,  because  the  Local 
Authorities  cannot  be  expected  to  submit 
to  q,  large  and  wholly  unlimited  expendi- 
ture of  their  funds  by  a  Central  Depart- 
ment over  which  they  will  have  no 
control.  It  is  further  provided  in  the 
Bill,  in  view  of  the  pocsibility  of  a 
deficiency  ansing,  that  it  is  in  the  case 
of  Great  Britain  to  be  met  out  of  the 
local  taxation  accounts  of  England  and 
Scotland  respectively  in  the  proportions 
mentioned  in  the  Bill,  which  are  the 
same   as   those    in   which    the   Probate 


Duty  is  distributed.  I  am  aware  objec- 
tion may  be  taken  to  that  on  the  ground 
that  it  interferes  with  the  allocation  of 
moneys  already  provided  for  certain 
specific  local  purposes,  and  also  that  a 
county  perfectly  free  from  disease  may 
be  called  upon  to  contribute.  On  the 
other  hand,  it  should  be  remembered, 
first  of  all,  that  the  risk  is  very  remote. 
It  has  been  impossible  to  obtain  an 
accurate  estimate ;  but  on  the  best 
estimate  we  could  get,  I  have  every 
reason  to  hope  that  the  risk  of  calling 
upon  local  resources  will  be  very  remote. 
In  the  second  place,  if  the  localities  are 
called  upon  to  pay,  it  will  be  a  fractional 
amount,  considering  that  the  vrhole  defi- 
ciency would  be  distributed  among  all 
the  different  counties ;  and,  in  the  third 
place,  it  must  be  remembered  that 
although  there  are  now  a  great  number  of 
counties  entirely  free  from  the  disease, 
they  are  all  liable  to  it  at  any  moment. 
In  view  of  the  great  advantages  they  are 
going  to  receive,  they  may  be  well 
content  to  bear  the  infinitesimal  risk  to 
be  thrown  upon  them.  Ireland  will  be 
treated  separately  under  the  Bill,  and  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  and  the  Privy  Council 
will  be  substituted  for  the  Board  of 
Agriculture.  A  sum  will  be  provided 
by  the  Imperial  Exchequer,  and  any 
deficiency  will  be  met  out  of  the  General 
Cattle  Disease  Fund,  which  is  already  in 
existence  and  which  has  been  frequently 
used  for  that  purpose.  I  hope  I  have 
described'clearly,  if  briefly,  the  objects  of 
this  Bill,  and  the  means  by  which  it  is 
intended  to  carry  them  out.  I  sincerely 
hope  the  House  will  allow  the  Bill  to  be 
now  read  a  second  time.  It  is  a  Bill  with 
regard  to  which  the  Government  have 
received  numerous  appeals  and  petitions 
from  various  parts  of  the  country,  and 
I  think  there  is  a  general  wish  that  it 
shall  now  be  read  a  second  time.  If 
there  is  any  objection  to  it  in  point  of 
detail  that  can  be  dealt  with  in  Com- 
mittee. I  move  that  the  !@ill  be  now 
read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Mr,  Henry  Chaplin.) 

(6.24.)  Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield, 
Brightside)  :  I  conclude  that  the  House 
is  in  favour  of  this  Bill  being  read  a  second 
time  to-day.     I  do  not  therefore  oppose 


447 


Adjournment, 


{COMMONS} 


Adjatf/mmeni, 


448 


the  Bill ;  but  I  wish  to  guard  the  House 
against  being  committed  to  every- 
thing it  contains.  Some  of  its  provisions 
will,  no  doubt,  have  to  be  discussed  in 
Committee.  The  Bill  arms  the  Agricul- 
tural Department  with  very  large  powers 
in  order  to  stamp  out  pleuro-pneumonia. 
I  believe  that  the  only  way  to  e£Eect  the 
object  of  the  Bill  is  by  the  pole-axe,  as 
has  been  proved  by  the  experience  of 
the  Netherlands.  Not  only  should  all  the 
cattle  afEected  be  alaughtared,  but  every- 
thing which  has  been  brought  into 
contact  with  them  should  be  destroyed 
also.  It  has  been  a  long,  painful,  and 
expensive  process  in  the  Netherlands, 
but  it  has  been  successful ;  and  I  believe 
that  if  the  powers  in  the  Bill  are 
courageously  acted  upon  their  object  will 
be  attained. 

(6.25.)  Dr.  FARQUHARSON  (Aber- 
deenshire, W.)  :  I  hail  the  Bill  with 
satisfaction,  and  congratulate  the  right 
hon.  Grentleman  on  having  so  well 
signalised  his  accession  to  office.  I  have 
the  honour  to  represent  in  this  House  a 
cattle  breeding  and  feeding  county  ;  and  I 
may  say  that  great  inconvenience  has 
been  experienced  in  Aberdeenshire 
owing  to  the  various  Local  Authorities 
not  being  equally  strict  in  their 
enforcement  of  the  •  Acts  and 
Orders.  We  know  perfectly  well 
that  pleuro-pneumonia  is  not  a  disease 
which  springs  up  spontaneously,  and  I 
believe  the  prospects  of  stamping  it  out 
will  be  much  increased  if  the  provisions 
of  this  Bill  are  properly  carried  out. 

(6.27.)  Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow, 
College) :  I  am  hardly  so  sanguine  as 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  who  apparently 
wants  to  slaughter  everything  and  every- 
body happening  to  be  brought  into  con- 
tact with  a  diseased  animal.  It  should 
not  be  forgotten  that  there  is  a  remedy 
short  of  extermination.  In  some  of  our 
Colonies  the  disease  has  been  stamped 
out  by  means  of  inoculation,  which  is  a 
much  less  expensive  process.  I  hope 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  give  a 
reasonable  time  before  the  Committee 
stage  is  taken. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thursday,  24th  April. 

Resolutions  agreed  to. 
Mr,  Munddla 


SOUTH  INDIAN  RAILWAY  PUROHASE 
BILL.-(No.  195.) 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday,  14  th  April. 

CRIMINAL   LAW   PROCEDURB    AMEND- 
.MENT   BILL.— (No.  96.) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

(6.28.)  Motion  made,  and  Question 
proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time." — {Mr.  Bradlaugh.) 

*Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  hope  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  not  persist  at  this  honr 
in  pressing  forward  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  bradlaugh  :  The  whole  of 
the  BUI,  except  one  point,  has  been 
practically  accepted  by  the  Government, 
As  I  am  willing  to  abandon  that  point,  I 
hope  the  Gt)vemment  will  allow  the 
Second  Reading  to  pass.  To  utilise  sp|ie 
minutes  such  as  these  is  the  only  chanoe 
that  a  private  Member  has  of  passing  a 
Bill ;  and  I  think  it  is  rather  hard  thatjb 
in  such  circumstances  as  I  have  men- 
tioned, the  Government  should  bar  its 
further  progress.  If  the  Government 
intend  to  adhere  to  that  course,  then  I 
am  ready  to  challenge  a  Division.  I  will 
strike  out  every  portion  of  the  Bill  to 
which  the  Government  takes  objection. 

*Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  Then  I  assent  to 
the  Second  Reading. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  14th  April. 

MERCHANT    SHIPPING    ACTS    AMEND- 
MENT (RE-COMMITTED)  BILL.- (No.  200.) 

Ordered,  That  the  Bill,  as  amended,  be 
printed.     [Bill  220.] 


ADJOURNMENT. 

Resolved,  That  this  House,  at  the  ooncla 
sion  of  the  Morning  Sitting,  this  day,  do  ad- 
journ till  Monday  14th  April. — (Ifr,  William 
Henry  Smith.) 

Hoas3  adjourned  at  twenty  minutes 

before  8 even  o*olock  til 

Monday,  14th  AprQ 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
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PRIVATE  BUSINESS, 

ST.  MARTIN'S-IN-THE-FIELDS 
ELECTRIC  LIGHTING  BILL. 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 
Mr.     CALDWELL      (Glasgow,      St- 
llollox)  moved  that   the   Order  for  the 
Second  Heading  be  read  and  discharged, 
and  that  the  b3i  be  withdrawn. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Order  for  the  Second  Reading 
be  read  and  discharged,  and  that  the 
Bill  be  withdrawn." 

Mb.  SYDNEY  GEDGE  (Stockport): 
As  my  name  appears  on  the  Paper  in 
connection  with  a  notice  of  opposition  to 
this  Bill,  I  wish  to  explain  the  reasons 
which  induced  me  to  givQ  it,  I  know 
that  very  strong  reasons-  ought  to  be 
given  to  justify  the  House  in  rejecting  a 
Private  Bill  on  the  Second  Reading, 
because  there  is  always  an  opportunity 
of  having  the  measure  fully  discussed 
before  a  Select  Committee.  But  the 
House  is  aware  that  Bills  relating  to 
electric  lighting  can  be  proceeded  with 
by  way  of  Provisional  Order.  In  this 
case  the  authorities  of  St.  Martin's-in- 
the-Fields  have  not  taken  the  trouble  to 
ask  for  a  Provisional  Order,  but  have  in- 
troducad  a  Private  Bill.  They  have 
now  withdrawn  their  Bill ;  but  I  think 
they  ought  to  have  given  earlier  notice 
of  their  intention  to  withdraw  it. 
Notice  was  only  given  this  morning,  and, 
so  far  as  I  am  personally  concerned,  I 
have  come  up  expressly  from  the  North 
for  the  purpose  of  opposing  the  Bill. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
QUESTIONS, 

HEREDITAKY    PENSIONS. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton)  : 
I  bag  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether  he  is  now  in  a  posi- 
tion  to  state,  or  whether  he  will  be 
iiblo  to  lay  upon  the  Table  a  Minute 
showing,    the     course     he    intends    to 
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pursue  with  respect  to  the  several 
perpetual  and  hereditary  pensions,  pay- 
ments, and  allowances  still  uncommuted, 
and  as  to  which  a  Select  Committee  of 
this  House,  in  1887,  unanimously 
reported  in  favour  of  their  abolition  ? 

Tub  chancellor  op  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.  GoscHEN,  St.  George^s* 
Hanover  Square) :  I  have  now  re- 
ceived a  completed  Report  from  the 
Law  Officers  with  regard  to  the  several 
perpetual  and  hereditary  pensions,  Ac, 
still  uncommuted ;  but,  owing  to  the  pre- 
paration of  the  Budget,  I  have  not  yet 
been  able  to  give  to  the  subject  that 
personal  attention  which  is  indispensable 
to  its  proper  consideration. 

IRISH  ORDNANCE  SURVEY  MAPS. 

Mr.  WEBB  (Waterford,  W.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  serious 
and  numerous  errors  in  the  Irish 
Ordnance  Survey  Maps  now  being  issued, 
such  as  for  example,  sheet  168,  inch 
scale,  extensions  of  Waterford  and 
Limerick  Railway  opened  in  1864  and 
1886  not  marked;  two  guide  banks,  one 
with  lighthouse  in  River  Sair,  made 
1867  (marked  in  chart  of  the  river)  not 
marked ;  about  one  and  a  half  miles  of 
new  road  between  Waterford  and  Passage 
opened  in  1855,  not  marked  ]  Knock- 
aderry  Reservoir  made  in  1875,  not 
marked;  sheet  179,  inch  scale,  embank- 
ments, reclaiming  land  near  Tramore 
made  in  1863  or  1864,  and  one  mile  of 
cliff  road  near  Lady's  Cove,  Tramore 
made  in  1869,  not  marked;  sheet  9 
(County  Waterford)  6-inch  scale.  People's 
Park  made  about  1855,  and  new  court 
house  built  about  1855,  not  marked; 
whether  the  Government  are  taking  any 
action  to  promptly  correct  these  and 
similar  mistakes  in  other  maps  ',"  and 
whether  there  is  any  reason  why  the 
Government  should  not  revert  to  the 
old  plan  of  supplying  maps  direct  from 
the  Survey  Office  in  the  Phoenix  Park, 
so  as  to  save  the  public  the  heavy 
expense  of  a  special  messenger  there 
when  the  Dublin  agents  are  out  of  stock 
of  sheets  required  by  return  post  ? 

The  president  qv  the  BOARD  op 
AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  Chaplin,  Lincoln, 
Sleaford) :  Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed 
to   answer    the    question.      The    prac- 
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tice  of  the  Ordnance  Survey  is  to 
insert  new  railways  only  on  the  1-inch 
sheets.  The  insertion  of  other  details, 
such  as  new  roads,  reservoirs,  build- 
ings, <fec.,  on  the  1-inch  and  larger 
scales,  forms  part  of  the  general  revision 
of  the  country.  The  necessity  for  com- 
pleting the  cadastral  survey  of  those 
parts  of  England  and  Wales  which  have 
hitherto  had  no  map  on  a  larger  scale 
than  1-inch  to  a  mile  has  been  so  urgent 
that  it  has  been  impossible  to  devote  as 
much  of  the  Survey  Vote  as  is  desirable 
to  the  revision  of  the  Irish  maps.  This 
year,  however,  a  considerable  increase  has 
been  sanctioned  in  the  funds  available 
for  the  survey  of  Ireland,  and  it  is  hoped 
that  fche  work  in  that  country  will  pro- 
ceed more  rapidly.  With  reference  to 
t  ho  last  paragraph,  contracts  for  the  sale 
of  Ordnance  Survey  maps  have  been 
made  with  three  firms  to  act  as  sole 
assents  in  England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland 
respectively.  The  Director  of  the  Survey 
is  of  opinion  that  the  system  is  not 
satisfactory,  and  when  a  favourable 
opportunity  occurs  it  will  be  carefully 
considered. 

IMPORTATION  OF  MOSS  LITTER 
Mr.  young  (Christchurch) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  the  Customs  officers  have  the 
right,  and  whether  it  is  their  practice, 
to  examine  every  tenth  Iwile  of  moss 
litter  imported  into  this  country'  by 
cutting  it  through  the  centre,  thereby 
rendering  it  unsaleable  :  and  whether 
any  steps  can  be  taken  to  modify  this 
practice,  so  as  to  protect  the  consignee 
of  such  goods  from  injury  as  far  as 
possible  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  Yes;  the  Customs 
officers  certainly  have  the  right  to 
examine  any  imported  package.  But  I 
am  advised  that  it  is  not  their  practice 
to  cut  through  every  tentli  bale.  What 
they  actually  do  is  to  examine  by  boring, 
a  different  operation  from  cutting 
through,  8  or  10  por  cent,  of  the  bales, 
and  to  investigate  about  2  per  cent, 
more  by  opening. 

THE  QUINN  BEQUEST. 
Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  (Fer- 
raanagh,  N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney 
General  why  ^there  is  so  great  delay  in 
the  matter  of  the  "  Quinn  Bequest ''  for 
Newry? 

ifr.  Chaplin 


*The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir  R. 
Webster,  Isle  of  Wight)  :  In  reply  to 
the  lion,  and  learned  Member,  I  have  to 
say  that  there  has  been  no  great  or 
unusual  delay  in  the  matter  to  which 
his  question  refers.  Tlie  settlement  of 
schemes  of  this  kind  always  occupies  a 
certain  amount  of  time.  In  the  month 
of  November  of  last  year  I  took  all  the 
steps  in  my  power  to  expedite  matters. 
The  scheme  was  settled  early  this  year, 
and  has  been  dep(  sited  in  order  that 
suggestions  from  the  locality  may  be 
received  and  considered.  The  matter 
is  now  well  advanced,  and  I  hope  that 
it  will  be  completed  before  Whitsuntide. 
I  would  remind  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  as  he  is  well  aware,  that  I 
have  not  the  conduct  of  the  matter. 

THE  CIRCUS  ROAD  l^OST  OFFICE. 

Mk.  BOULNOIS  (Marj^lebone,  E.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  it  has  been  decided  to  move  the 
Circus  Road  Branch  Post  and  Telegraph 
Office  from  its  present  central  position 
to  St.  John's  Wood  Terrace,  where  it  will 
be  much  less  convenient  for  the  public, 
being  away  from  the  main  road ;  and 
whether  the  owner  of  the  premises  in 
Circus  Road  is  willin<r  to  gnint  extended 
accommodation  at  a  fair  rent  ? 

♦The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes,  University  of  Cambridge)  :  It 
has  been  decided  to  move  the  Circus 
Road  Bmnch  Post  Office  to  104,  St 
John's  Wood  Teri*aco.  The  new  posi- 
tion will  ha  about  loO  yards  further 
from  Wellington  Road ;  but  it  will,  I 
hope,  bo  found  reasonably  convenient 
for  the  neighbourhood  generally.  The 
owner  of  the  Circus  Road  premises  was 
willing  to  add  an  adjoining  house,  but 
the  accommodation  would  not  have  been 
satisfactory,  and  tlie  increase  of  rent 
would  have  been  unduly  large. 

SECOND  DIVISION  CLERKS. 
Mr.  DONAL  SCTLLIVAN  (}\QRi- 
meath,  S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  whether,  with  reference 
to  the  adjustments  of  increments  and 
payments  of  arrears  to  the  new  Second 
Division  clerks  in  connection  with  the 
conversion  of  triennial  into  annual  incre- 
ments, it  is  a  fact  that  fractions,  amount- 
ing in  many  cases  to  nearly  the  complete 
pound,  have  been  excluded  from  such 
calculations,  resulting  in  losses  in  these 
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tion  of  tho  charge  for  telegraphic 
messages  from  England  to  France  to  Id. 
per  word,  in  place  of  2d.,  the  present 
rate  ? 

Mr.  RAIKES  :  No,  Sir. 

AMERICA-IIONG  KONG  POSTAL 

CHARGKS. 
Mr.  H.  HEATON  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  postage  from  the  British  Settle- 
ment of  Hong  Kong  to  the  United 
States  of  America  is  5d.  per  half-ounce, 
and  from  the  United  States  to  Hong 
Kong  2^d.  per  half-ounce  ;  and  whether 
he  will  consider  the  feasibility  of  lowering 
the  postal  charge  from  Hong  Kong 
to  the  United  States  to  2id.  per  half- 
ounce  ? 

Mr.  RAIKES:  The  explanation  is 
that  for  which  I  have  so  often  had 
to  claim  the  indulgence  of  the  House 
for  the  gratification  of  the  hon.  Member 
The  United  States  is  one  of  the  countries 
of  the  Postal  Union  which  do  not  choose 
to  avail  themselves  of  the  option  reserved 
by  the  Convention  to  charge  a  surtax 
over  and  above  the  fundamental  rate  of 
2Jd.  on  letters  carried  long  distances  by 
sea.  The  Colony  of  Hong  Kong  is 
within  its  Treaty  rights  in  pursuing  the 
contrary  course  and  charging  a  surtax  ; 
and  I  should  not,  I  conceive,  be  war- 
ranted in  interfering  in  the  matter. 

IRELAND— EVICTIONS   ON  THE 
SWEENEY  ESTATE. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
with  regard  to  the  abandoned,  or 
postponed,  evictions  on  the  Sweeney 
instate,  in  the  County  of  Donegal, 
whether  any  communication  was  recently 
made  on  the  part  of  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment to  the  landloi'd  of  that  estate, 
urging  him  to  proceed  with  the 
evictions  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  University  of 
Dublin)  :  It  is  not  the  fact  that  any 
communication  has  recently  been  made 
by  the  Irish  Government  urging  the 
landlord  of  this  estate  not  to  proceed 
with  the  evictions. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Will   the  right  hon. 

(gentleman  say  whether  there  has  been 

any  communication    with  the   landlord 

urging  him  not  to  press  on  the  evictions? 

R  2 


instances  both  immediately  and  annually ; 
and  whether,  in  view  of  thi^,  he  will 
remedy  tliis  grievance  and  causa  these 
arrears  of  increments  to  bo  calculated 
to  the  nearest  pound  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jacksox,  Leeds,  N.)  :  It  is 
true  that,  in  accordance  with  the 
directions  contained  in  the  recent  Ordex^ 
in  Council,  fractions  of  a  pound  are 
omitted  in  cDn verting  the  triennial  in- 
crements of  Second  Division  clerks  into 
aTinual  increments.  No  power  isres3rved 
to  the  Treasury  to  modify  thesw 
directions. 

VACCINATION    RETURNS. 
Mii.    BRADLAUGH:I    beg   to    ask 

the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  tho  Return  "  Vac- 
cination Acts  (-persons  imprisoned,  &c.)" 
is  incomplete,  and,  if  so,  in  what 
rvispect ;  and  if  he  can  state  tho  reasons 
for  such  incompleteness ;  whether  he 
can  inform  the  House  why  no  mention 
is  made  of  persons  imprisoned  or  fined 
Jit  Edmonton  Petty  Sessions  ;  and  why 
the  County  of  Middlesex  is  entirely 
omitted  ? 

TiiK  SECRETARY  op  STATE  foe 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Maithews,  Birmingham,  E.)  :  Yes,  Sir ; 
this  Return  is  incomplete  in  so  far  as 
by  inp.dvertence  Returns  from  the 
Petty  Sessional  Courts  of  Middlesex  as 
well  as  from  the  Metropolitan  Police 
Courls  is  not  included.  The  County  of 
i^Iiddlesex  are  not,  however,  entirely 
omitted.  It  is  represented  in  the  Return 
from  the  Metropolitan  Police  Court 
Districts.  Steps  have  been  taken  to 
obtain  the  necessary  statistics  from  these 
Petty  Sessional  Courts,  and  the  Return 
will  be  supplemented  with  the  now 
missing  particulars  .  at  the  earliest 
possible  date. 

TELEGRAMS  TO  FRANCE. 
Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Canter- 
bury) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
Gene  nil  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  telegrams  are  charged  for  through- 
out France  at  tho  rate  of  less  than  ^d. 
per  word,  and  that  throughout  the 
United  Kingdom,  even  between  the 
South- East  of  England  and  across  St. 
George's  Channel  .to  the  North- West  of 
Ireland,  tho  charge  is  ^d.  per  word, 
he  will  oi)en  negotiations  for  a  reduc- 
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tleman  that  the  whole  of  the  facts  ap- 
peared in  the  newspapers,  and  I  must 
refer  him  to  them. 


MAIL  CONTRACT  (LONDON  AND  EAST 
COAST   OF  AFRICA)  (ZANZIBAR). 
Copy  ordered — 

*<  Of  Contract  with  the  BritiBh  India  Steam 
Navigation  Company,  dated  the  5th  day  of 
February,  1890,  for  the  conveyance  of  Mails 
between  London  and  East  Coast  of  Africa 
(Zanzibar),  together  with  a  Copy  of  the  Trea- 
sury Minute  relating  thereto." — {Mr,  Jaekaon.) 

Copy  presented  accsordingly  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  [No. 
122.] 

SUCK  DRAINAGE   [PROVISION   OF 
FUNDS]. 

Committee  to  consider  of  authorising  the 
payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by 
Parliament,  of  a  portion  of  the  Costs,  Charges, 
and  Expenses  which  have  been  or  may  be 
incurred  by  the  Drainage  Board  for  the  River 
Suck  Drainage  District  (Queen's  Recommenda- 
tion signified),  To-morrow. 

CONTRACTS  WITH  FOREIGNERS. 

Retnrn  ordered — 

**0f  all  Contracts  for  Articles  of  Home 
Manufacture  made  in  the  United  Kingdom  by 
the  several  Government  Departments,  between 
the  1st  day  of  April,  1889,  and  the  3 1st  day  of 
March,  1890,  with  Contractors  outside  the 
Kingdom  (in  continuation  of  Parliamentarv 
^'aper.  No.  215,  of  Session  1889)."— (Ifr. 
Howard  Vincent.) 

MOTION. 


EDUCATION  CODE  (1890)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  William  Hart  Dyke, 
Bill  for  the  purpose  of  making  operative 
certain  Articles  in  the  Education  Code,  1890, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  William  Hart 
Dyke,  Lord  George  Hamilton,  and  Mr. 
Jackson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  222.] 

ORDERS  Ot   THE  DAY, 


INLAND  REVENUE  REGULAl  ION  BILL. 

(No.  211.) 

SECOND   READING. 


(3.50.) 

read. 


Order  for    Second   Reading 


Mb.  JACKSON :  I  beg  to  move  the 

Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  which  is  a 

consolidation  Bill  pure  and  simple,  with 

the  exception  of  four  minor  points,  which 

Mr,  Matthews 


are  stated  in  the  Memorandum  issued 
with  the  Bill.  The  Government  have 
been  pressed  to  introduce  the  measure, 
and,  having  taken  the  usual  means  of 
ascertaining  the  feeling  on  both  sides  of 
the  House,  they  find  that  the  course  now 
proposed,  namely,  to  read  it  a  second 
time  and  refer  it  to  a  Standing  Com- 
mittee, is  generally  acceptable. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  :  Is  it  the  fact 
that  the  Bill  was  circulated  only  this 
morning  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  No ;  it  was  circu- 
lated  before  Easter. 

Question,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
a  second  time,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question,  "  That  the  Bill  be  referred 
to  the  Select  Committee  on  Statute  Law 
Revision,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

SUPPLY—CIVIL    SERVICE  ESTIMATES 
1890-1. 
Considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Class  V. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £307,909,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  Slst  day  of  March,  1891,  for  the 
Expenses  of  Her  Majesty's  Embassies  and 
Missions  Abroad,  and  of  the  Consular  Establish- 
ments Abroad  and  other  Expenditure  charge- 
able on  the  Consular  Vote.*' 

(4.2.)  Mk.  LABOUCHERE  (North- 
ampton) :  I  think,  Mr.  Courtney,  that 
as  we  have  made  great  progress  with 
the  Estimates  at  this  early  period  of  the 
Session,  it  is  .obvious  that  we  shall  have 
more  time  for  entering  into  this  Vote 
than  we  have  usually  had.  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  has  said  that  we 
shall  have  anotlier  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing these  questions.  I  hope  that  we 
shall  have  many  opportunities,  because 
it  is  a  Vote  which  requires  careful 
looking  into.  I  find  that  the  first  item 
of  the  Vote  has  reference  to  the  Argen- 
tine Republic,  and  that  the  Legation  and 
Consulate  at  Buenos  Ay  res  cost  £4,500 
a  year ;  but  the  Committee  will  be  sur- 
prised to  hear  that  the  cost  of  a  similar 
mission  at  Uruguay  is  something  like 
£1,750  less.  The  cause  of  the  difference 
is  the  tomfooleries  in  which  we  indulge 
at  Buenos  Ayres  and  abstain  from  in- 
dulging in  at  Monte  Video.     So  far  as 
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Europe  is  concerned,  there  may  be  some 
justification  for  having  these  Legations, 
but  in  South  America  there  cannot  be 
the  slightest  justification  for  them.  In 
South  America  the  people  are  practical 
people,  and  they  do  not  understand  the 
difference  between  a  Consul  General,  an 
Envoy  Extraordinary  and  Minister 
Plenipotentiary,  and  a  Vice  Consul. 
They  go  to  the  Consulate  solely  for  the 
business  purposes  they  have  to  transact. 
There  are  very  few  social  duties  involved, 
and  if  the  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  will  look  into  the  matter  he  will 
find  that  the  Argentine  Republic  is  the 
sole  Republic  in  South  America  which 
enjoys  the  presence  of  an  Envoy  Extra- 
ordinary and  Minister  Plenipotentiary. 
As  I  find  that  it  costs  £2,750  more  per 
annum  than  any  other  Mission  in  South 
America,  1  propose  to  move  the  reduction 
of  the  Vote  by  that  sum,  which  will 
leave  the  expense  of  our  representation 
in  the  Argentine  Republic  at  the  same 
figui-e  as  for  Uruguay,  and  more  than  it 
is  at  some  of  the  other  Republics. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £305,159, 
be  granted  for  the  said  Service." — {Mr. 
Lahouchere.) 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy,  (kc): 
May  I  ask,  as  the  general  practice  is  to 
move  the  reduction  of  particular  items  in 
a  Vote,  whether,  if  the  present  Amend- 
ment is  taken,  it  will  be  competent  for 
an  hon.  Member  to  move  a  further 
reduction  ? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  do  not  think 
1  iiat  the  effect  of  my  Amendment  will  be 
to  prevent  further  discussion  of  the  Vote 
or  Motions  for  further  reductions. 

The  CHAIRALiN  :  The  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  is 
quits  right  in  the  view  he  takes. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  :  Then  it  will  be 
competent  to  move  further  reductions  ? 

Thk  CHAIRMAN  :  Yes,  certainly. 
*(4.7.)  The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J. 
Fer(;usson,  Manchester,  N.E.):  The  ques- 
tion which  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton has  just  raised  is  one  which  he 
raised  two  years  ago,  and  I  am  afraid 
that  I  can  only  give  him  the  answer 
which  I  gave  then,  and  which  is  equally 
applicable  now%  namely,  that  the  raising 
of  the  post  of  Her  Majesty's  repre- 
sentative at  Buenos  Ayres  to  the  dignity 


which  now  attaches  to  it  was  in  con- 
formity with  the  recommendation  of  the 
Consular  Committee  which  sat  in  1870. 
It  is  most  necessary  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  should  be  efficiently  re- 
presented, and  the  expense  which  is 
entailed  is  by  no  means  excessive.  The 
hon.  Member  says  that  we  should  be  as 
well  represented  by  a  Consular  Officer  as 
by  a  Diplomatic  Minister,  but  that  is  not 
the  opinion  of  foreign  countries,  and  we 
should  be  placed  in  an  inferior  position 
to  that  which  is  occupied  by  Foreign 
Powers  if  we  were  not  represented  at  the 
Argentine  Republic  in  as  dignified  a 
manner  as  they  are.  In  regard  to  the 
Argentine  Republic  there  have  been 
special  reasons  w^hy  we  should  have  been 
led  to  increase  our  establishment  there, 
owing  to  the  great  amount  of  emigration 
to  that  country  from  Ireland  which  has 
recently  taken  place,  and  to  whicJi 
attention  has  been  specially  directed  by 
hon.  Members  opposite.  The  com- 
plaint which  has  been  made  is  that 
British  and  Irish  interests  have  not 
been  adequately  safeguarded,  and 
therefore  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  slightly  increased  the  establishment 
in  order  to  meet  the  extra  work.  I 
trust  that  these  will  be  considered  suffi- 
cient reasons  to  justify  this  Vote,  and 
that  it  will  be  agreed  to  without  further 
discussion. 

(4.12.)  Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  I  do 
not  think  that  we  ought  to  be  bound  by 
tho  recommendation  of  a  Committee 
which  sat  in  1870.  I  have  read  the 
Report  of  that  Committee,  and  I  cer- 
tainly do  not  think  much  of  it.  I  must 
say  that  I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  almost  trifling  with  the  House 
when  he  says  that  emigration  from 
Ireland  to  Buenos  Ayres  really  necessi- 
tates the  continuance  there  of  double 
the  number  of  gentlemen  to  those  who 
are  required  in  Monte  Video.  Of  course, 
it  is  possible  to  get  hold  of  a  gentleman 
who  has  been  in  the  Diplomatic  Service 
at  Darmstadt  or  St.  Petersburg,  who  has 
been  mixing  in  courtly  society  there,  and 
who  probably  has  never  seen  South 
America  in  his  life.  If  such  a  man  is 
sent  out  he  would  probably  ask  to  be 
surrounded  by  an  expensive  staff,  and  in 
this  case  I  find  that  we  have  a  Minister 
at  £1,500  a  year,  a  Secretary  of  Legation 
at  £500  a  year,  a  second  Secretary  at 
£450,  together  with  a  clerk  at  £200,  who 
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probably  does  more  ^work  than  the 
Minister  and  the  first  and  second  Secre- 
taries put  together.  That  is  not  all.  At 
Monte  Video  all  the  work  is  consular 
work,  and  so  far  as  the  emigration  work 
at  Buenos  Ayres  is  concerned  it  is  purely 
consular,  and  not  diplomatic,  work. 
Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  mean  to 
say  that  we  carry  out  the  same  principle 
all  over  South  America  ?  He  knows  that 
we  do  not.  There  are  a  considerable 
number  of  Republics  in  South  America 
where  France  and  other  Powers  retain 
Envoys  Extraordinary  and  Ministers 
Plenipotentiary,  but  where  we  have 
simply  Consular  Agents ;  but  it  is  a 
remarkable  fact  that  when  you  once  put 
up  the  salary  and  the  position  they 
always  continue.  There  is  really  no 
reason  why  in  the  Argentine  Republic, 
any  more  than  in  any  other  of  the 
Republics  of  South  America,  we  should 
have  the  expensive  mechanism  which  is 
attached  to  the  office  of  Envoy  Extra- 
ordinary and  Minister  Plenipotentiary. 
I  shall  certainly  divide  the  Committee 
upon  the  Amendment,  in  order  to  make 
it  clear  that  we  are  not  prepared,  year 
after  year,  to  vote  for  this  useless  and 
unnecessary  expenditure,  simply  because 
a  Committee  which  sat  in  1870  thought 
it  desirable. 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  In  certain  cases, 
as  in  Stuttgardt,  where  a  Minister  is 
no  longer  deemed  necessary,  the  post 
has  been  done  away  with,  and  in  others 
the  office  of  Minister  and  Consul 
General  has  been  united,  but  in  the 
case  of  the  Argentine  Republic,  the  case 
is  different,  inasmuch  as  the  increasing 
demands  of  British  interests  make  it 
necessary  that  this  country  should  be 
adequately  represented.  There  are,  in- 
deed, reasons  connected  with  emigration 
which  have  rendered  an  increase  in  the 
Argentine  establishment  necessary,  and 
under  this  head  provision  has  been 
made  in  the  Vote. 

(4.17.)  Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Ferma- 
nagh, N.)  :  May  I  ask  what  has  been 
and  is  being  done  by  these  gentlemen 
in  the  interests  of  Irish  emigrants? 
What  services  do  they  perform  to  en- 
title them  to  the  large  sum  we  are 
asked  to  vote,  and  what  are  the  qualifi- 
cations they  possess  for  the  discharge 
of  the  duties?  So  far  as  I  know, 
complaints  are  continually  coming  from 
the  Argentine  Republic,  in  spite  of  the 
Mr.  Labouchere 


presence  of  our  representative  there, 
and  I  believe  I  am  correct  in  saying  that  • 
in  Ireland  the  people  at  large  have  no 
knowledge  of  any  special  efforts  which 
are  being  made  to  protect  Irish  interests, 
or  of  any  Reports  on  the  subject. 

(4.20.)  Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  I 
would  refer  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  the 
Papers  which  were  furni.shed  on  the 
subject  last  year.  There  is  no  ground 
for  reproach  or  blame  of  the  kind 
suggested,  and  Her  Majesty's  Representa- 
tive is  assiduous  in  attending  to  the  in- 
terests of  British  and  Irish  immigrants, 
as  well  as  to  all  the  other  duties  of  his 
post. 

(4.22.)  Mr.  W.  REDMOND :  That  is 
not  the  complaint.  What  I  contend  is 
that  officers  could  be  found  who  would 
be  quite  as  zealous  and  as  determined  to 
do  their  duty  for  a  much  less  sum  than 
we  are  asked  to  vote  for  these  gentle- 
men. It  is  precisely  because  I  think 
we  were  shown  last  year  that  there  was 
something  radically  wrong  in  the 
management  of  the  affairs  of  emigrants 
to  the  Argentine  Republic  arriving  from 
Ireland,  that  I  made  up  my  mind  to 
come  hero  and  repeat  what  I  had  said 
before.  I  think  that  the  salaries  should 
be  cut  down  by  at  least  one  half,  and  I 
would  certainly  urge  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  to  divide  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  subject.  It  is  simply 
monstrous  that  this  country  should  be 
asked  to  pay  £4,500  a  year  for  a  Mission 
to  the  Argentine  Republic. 

(4.25.)  Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal, 
E.)  :  I  do  not  think  the  Under  Secretary 
has  told  the  Committee  the  whole  story 
in  connection  with  the  Consular  Service 
in  the  Argentine  Republic.  I  believe 
our  representative,  Mr.  Bridgett,  was 
absent  on  leave  for  a  considerable  time 
in  1888,  and  that  Mr.  Ibbetson,  who  was 
appointed  Acting  Consul  in  his  place, 
was  subsequently  sentenced  to  three 
months  imprisonment  for  embezzling  the 
consular  fees.  Another  officer,  Mr. 
W.  G.  Turner,  who  acted  as  clerk  and 
pro-Consul,  was  also  charged  with  em- 
bezzlement, and  absconded.  He  was 
arrested  in  England  and  sentenced  to  a 
month's  imprisonment  for  misbehaviour 
in  office.  Mr.  Bridgett  seems  to  have 
been  absent  from  his  duties  from  the 
early  part  of  1888  until  a  late  period  in 
the  same  year,  and  it  is  a  matter  of  some 
interest  to  know  how  the  affairs  of  the 
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Mission  were  conducted  in  his  absence, 
and  what  is  the  exact  condition  of  the 
Consulate  at  Buenos  Ay  res  at  the 
present  moment.  It  would  appear  that 
at  least  £500  was  embezzled  by  Mr. 
Bridgett's  immediate  or  indirect  official 
representative,  and  the  whole  of  the 
Mission  appears  to  have  been  in  an 
exceedingly  lax  condition.  In  this  case 
responsibility  cannot  be  traced  ;  an  officer 
has  been  absent  from  an  important  post 
for  six  or  eight  months,  Papers  which 
ought  to  have  been  sent  to  the  Foreign 
Office  have  not  been  sent  and  they  have 
been  called  for  in  vain.  Nevertheless, 
the  Estimates  are  proposed  to  be  increased 
in  favour  of  a  Mission  of  this  kind.  I 
think  the  Committee  ought  to  receive 
some  special  information  on  the  points  I 
have  indicated  before  they  consent  to 
pass  the  Vote. 

*(4.27.)  Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  It 
frequently  happens  that  Consular  Officers 
require  leave,  in  which  case  their  places 
ar3  filled  by  efficient  substitutes. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND :  Who  are  irres- 
ponsible. 

*SiR  J.  FERGUSSON :  The  Consul  is 
still  responsible  to  Her  Majesty's  Grovern- 
ment.  As  to  the  arrival  of  emigrants, 
unfortunately  it  occurred  that  after  one 
ship  arrived  full  of  emigrants  another 
arrived  on  the  following  day,  when  the 
barracks  for  emigrants  were  full.  Imme- 
diate steps  were,  however,  taken  to 
afford  accommodation. 

(4.28.)  Mr.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR 
(Liverpool,  Scotland)  :  1  must  say  that 
I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
failed  to  answer  the  extremely  able 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- . 
ampton.  The  hon.  Member  showed  that 
he  was  more  than  justified  in  calling 
attention  to  the  subject,  for  the  debate 
has  developed  the  fact  that,  both  in 
regard  to  the  Legation  and  the  Consul- 
ate, the  arrangements  have  led  to  em- 
bezzlement and  to  the  discharge  of  the 
duties  of  the  Mission  in  a  manner  which 
ought  to  receive  the  reprobation  of  this 
House.  So  far  as  the  emigration  to  the 
Argentine  Republic  is  concerned,  I  think 
that  those  who  intended  to  emigrate 
should  have  received  information  as  to 
what  the  real  condition  of  things  was 
before  they  left  Ireland,  so  that  they 
might  have  decided  upon  not  emigrating 
at  all,  or  upon  postponing  their  journey 
until  a  more  convenient  season.     I  can 


only  say  that  in  the  South  of  Ireland, 
from  which  a  considerable  amount  of 
emigration  took  place,  there  has  been  a 
feeling  of  exasperation  at  the  manner  in 
which  the  emigrants  have  been  treated. 
When  people  are  proposing  to  leave 
their  homes  and  their  country,  perhaps 
for  ever,  they  ought  to  be  informed  what 
the  actual  condition  of  the  country  in 
which  they  intend  to  take  refuge  is. 
The  Under  Secretary,  unfortunately,  has 
given  no  answer  whatever  to  the  com- 
plaints which  have  been  made,  but  has 
rather  confirmed  the  reprobation  of  my 
hon.  Friends.  It  is  quite  true  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  made 
these  complaints  two  years  ago,  but 
although  attention  is  called  to  the  mis- 
deeds of  the  Government  year  after  year 
the  officials  have  still  no  answer  to 
give. 

(4.30.)  Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (North- 
ampton) :  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  can  hold  out  any 
hope  that  the  Emigration  Information 
Office  can  cope  with  the  questions  which 
have  arisen  in  reference  to  emigration 
to  the  Argentine  Republic.  It  is  clear 
that  persons  have  been  holding  out  to 
the  world  that  they  are  authorised  by 
the  Government  of  the  Argentine  Re- 
public to  make  promises,  which  are 
afterwards  repudiated  by  that  Govern- 
ment, and  that,  as  a  result,  persons  who 
have  gone  out  as  emigrants  have  had 
difficulties  of  the  most  serious  character 
in  obtaining  employment.  I  think  a 
great  deal  of  the  distress  that  has 
occurred  might  have  been  prevented  if 
proper  information  could  have  been  fur- 
nished to  emigrants  with  regard  to  the 
Argentine  Republic. 

*(4.32.)  Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  I  am 
very  happy  to  be  able  to  satisfy  the  hon. 
Member.  There  is  no  difficulty  at  all  in 
procuring  and  circulating  information 
about  foreign  countries  in  the  way  he 
mentions,  and  during  the  last  year  and 
a  half  I  have  been  constantly  sending 
to  the  Emigration  Information  Office 
information  about  the  Argentine 
Republic  and  other  countries.  Circulars 
have  been  sent  to  all  British  representa- 
tives, asking  them  to  furnish  information 
that  may  be  useful  to  persons  purposing 
emigration,  and  I  am  sure  the  excellent 
office  to  which  I  have  referred  does 
circulate  the  information  with  which  we 
have  furnished   it  about  the  Argentine 
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Republic.  The  emigration  in  question 
took  place  in  spite  of  the  standing 
advice  given  by  the  most  influential 
people  in  Ireland,  namely,  Archbishop 
Croke  and  many  of  the  Catholic  clergy. 

(4.33.)  Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  The 
Emigration  Information  Office  issues  very 
cheap  sheets  of  information  about  several 
countries,  but  I  do  not  know  that  they 
have  issued  any  such  sheet  with  reference 
to  some  countries  with  regard  to  which 
information  might  very  well  be  given.  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
agree  with  me  that  there  is  likely  to  be 
a  larger  tide  of  emigration  from  Italy  to 
the  Argentine  Republic,  and  if  some 
cheap  sheets  could  be  published,  like 
those  issued  with  regard  to  our  colonies, 
a  great  deal  of  misery  might  he 
prevented. 

*(4.34.)  SiE  J.  FERGUSSON  :  I  will 
make  inquiries  at  the  Emigration  Office, 
and  ascertain  whether  the  hon.  Member's 
susrgestion  can  be  carried  out. 

(4.34.)  Mr.  W.  REDMOND:  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  told  us 
how  it  is  the  Representatives  of  this 
country  in  the  Argentine  Republic  have 
not  warned  Her  Majesty's  Government 
officially  of  the  danger  of  large  num- 
bers of  emigrants  going  there.  Infor- 
mation ought  to  have  been  furnished 
as  to  the  way  in  which  emigrants 
get  on  in  the  Argentine  Republic.  We 
pay  large  sums  of  money  to  our  Repre- 
sentatives, but  we  are  unable  to  get 
from  them  the  reliable  information  we 
need  as  to  the  characteristics  of  the 
country.  We  are  obliged  to  depend 
upon  the  information  furnished  privately 
to  Archbishop  Croke  and  other  gentlemen 
who  take  an  interest  in  the  welfare  of 
emigrants  abroad.  If  proper  official 
information  had  been  forthcoming 
people  would  not  have  gone  to  the 
Argentine  Republic  from  Ireland  in 
the  numbers  they  did.  If  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  can  say  that  representa- 
tions came  from  Her  Majesty's  Minister 
warning  intending  emigrants  against  the 
Argentine  Republic,  and  hinting  that 
they  would  have  to  face  considerable 
difficulties  if  they  went  there,  that 
Minister  might  be  said  to  have  earned 
the  large  sum  of  money  he  gets.  But 
no  such  representations  were  made — or, 
if  tliere  were  such,  they  did  not  reach 
the  Irish  people.  What  I  say  is  that  if 
we  are  to  pay  £4,000  a  year  to  Repre- 
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sentatives  of  Her  Majesty^s  Government 
in  the  Argentine  Republic,  let  them 
properly  earn  it,  and  do  not  let  them 
leave  it  to  Irish  Archbishops  to  do  their 
work. 
♦(4.42.)  Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  Her 
Majesty's  Representative  in  the  Argen- 
tine Republic  did  exactly  what  the 
hon.  Member  says  he  should  have  done. 
As  soon  as  he  heard  that  large  numbers 
of  emigrants  were  being  persuaded  to' go 
there,  he,  of  his  own  accord,  wrote  home 
accounts  of  the  country,  which  were 
disseminated.  But  it  is  a  mistake  to 
suppose  that  emigrants  to  the  Argen- 
tine Republic,  on  the  whole,  do 
badly.  What  Her  Majesty's  Repre- 
sentative pointed  out  was  that 
owing  to  the  cost  of  living  and  to  the 
difEerent  manner  in  which  Southern 
races  are  fed  emigrants  leaving  the 
United  Kingdom  for  the  Argentine 
Republic  would  not  find  themselves  so 
well  off  on  reaching  there  as  they  do  on 
arriving  at  such  places  as  Australia. 
Nevertheless,  the  emigrants  in  many 
parts  of  the  Republic,  where  the  climate 
is  good,  find  themselves  fairly  well  off. 
As  I  said  last  year  when  this  question 
was  raised,  some  of  the  emigrants  went 
to  places  which  were  not  suited  to  them, 
and  some  of  them  were  thriftless  and  not 
industrious,  and  no  credit  to  their  own 
country. 

(4.44.)  Mr.  W.  REDMOND:  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  Her 
Majesty's  Representative  'sent  informa- 
tion to  this  country  as  soon  as  he  heard 
that  large  numbers  of  emigrants  were 
going  to  the  Argentine  Republic,  and 
that  that  information  was  disseminated. 
I  must  take  exception  to  that  statement. 
These  warnings  did  not  reach  the  Irish 
Representatives — they  were  not  circu- 
lated in  Ireland.  What  we  complain  of  is 
that  Her  Majesty's  Representative  in 
the  Argentine  Republic  allowed  un- 
scrupulous emigration  agents  to  come  to 
Ireland,  and  by  false  pretences  induce 
large  numbers  of  people  to  emigrate.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says,  that  some  of 
the  emigrants  were  not  good  specimens  of 
their  race  ;  but  that  is  no  reason  why 
unscrupulous  persons  should  have  been 
allowed  to  induce  them  to  emigrate,  and 
why  no  adequate  preparations  should 
have  been  made  to  receive  them  in  the 
Argentine  Republic.  So  far  as  Ireland 
is   concerned,    I   think    we    have   been 
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badly  represented  in  the  Republic,  and 
have  every  reason  to  complain  of  our 
treatment  there.  I  trust  the  Amend- 
ment will  be  pushed  to  a  Division. 

*(4.46.)  Mr.  WEBB  (Waterford,  W.)  : 
I  desire  to  know  whether,  when  these 
gentlemen  are  appointed  to  represent 
this  country  abroad,  care  is  taken  that 
they  have  adequate  knowledge  of  the 
language  of  the  people  amongst  whom 
they  have  to  live,  so  that  they  may  not 
be  at  the  mercy  of  the  permanent  local 
officials  ? 

*(4.47.)  Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  I  am 
not  able  to  say  whether  or  not  our  Re- 
presentative in  the  Argentine  Republic 
can  speak  Spanish,  but  I  think  it  likely, 
and  he  is  a  very  capable  man. 

(4.47.)  Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR:  The 
answer  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave 
me  just  now  was  not  correct.  Certain 
financial  irregularities  occurred  at  the 
particular  place  I  mentioned.  The  Consul 
was  absent  for  eight  months  at  a 
stretch,  and  left  no  one  responsible 
in  his  place.  The  man  who  acted  for 
him  was  fraudulent.  This  Consul  had 
had  experience  of  embezzlements  in 
previous  years,  and  the  person  guilty  had 
b9en  punished  and  the  amount  of  the 
embezzlements  lost  altogether.  On  the 
second  occasion  the  Consul  himself  was 
made  responsible,  but  only  for  a  portion 
of  the  money,  and  the  public  have  to 
bear  a  loss  of  at  least  £500.  I  want  to 
know  why  he  is  not  required  to  pay  the 
whole  of  the  money  lost  through  his  own 
negligence  ?  What  attempt  is  being 
made  to  secure  that  the  administration 
in  this  Consular  Office  will  be  better  in 
the  future  than  it  has  been  in  the  past  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  be 
able  to  give  me  a  definite  answer. 

*(4.51.)  Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  The 
question  the  hon.  Member  asks  me  is  as 
to  an  event  not  very  recent. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR:  It  only  occurred 
last  August. 

*Str  J.  FERGUSSON  :  At  any  rate 
it  is  easy  to  see  how  one  might  be  inac- 
curate in  a  singular  particular.  I  was 
under  the  impression  that  the  Consul 
had  borne  the  whole  of  the  loss.  At 
all  events,  he  has  borne  a  considerable 
part  of  it,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  when 
the  circumstances  were  considered  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  and  the  Treasury 
it  was  held  that  he  was  not  so  blameable 
that  he  ought  to  be  required  to  bear  the 


whole  of  the  loss.  Though  a  public 
servant,  as  a  rule,  is  responsible  for  the 
robbery  of  a  person  he  puts  in  his  place, 
there  may  be  circumstances  under 
which  the  responsibility  is  diminished. 
I  admit  that  at  the  present  time  I  can- 
not give  all  the  reasons  which  bear  on 
the  case,  but  it  must  be  remembered 
that  Consuls  have  not  an  extraordinary 
amount  of  leave,  and  that  there  has  been 
no  irregularity  in  the  circumstance  that 
a  person  not  in  the  public  service  was 
temporarily  charged  with  these  duties. 

(4.55.)  The  Committee  divided : — 
Ayes  66;  Noes  124.— (Div.  List,  No.  44.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

(5.3.)  Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  Tlie 
next  item  relates  to  Austria,  and  I 
find  we  maintain  a  chaplain  to  the 
Ambassador  at  Vienna,  at  a  cost  of 
£300  per  annum.  The  law  in  regard  to 
these  chaplains  is  somewhat  singular. 
Where  there  is  a  Consul  the  Foreign 
Office  is  permitted  to  give  the  equivalent 
of  any  amount  which  is  subscribed  by 
the  British  residents.  The  object  of 
this  was  to  enable  chaplains  to  exist  at 
ports.  But  it  appears  that  now  it  is 
carried  further,  for  we  find  occasionally 
that  where  there  is  a  Legation  or  Em- 
bassy in  a  town  in  the  interior,  a  salary 
is  granted  towards  a  chaplain.  I  do 
not  gather  whether  this  £300  is  given 
to  the  chaplain  because  any  amount  is  sub- 
scribed by  theEnghsh  residents  at  Vienna. 
There  are  exceedingly  few  English  at 
Vienna,  and  I  do  not  quite  understand 
why  we  should  have  a  chaplain  there. 
There  is  not  a  chaplain  in  Paris  or  in 
Berlin.  We  know  that  Sir  Henry 
Drummond  Wolff  was  very  strong  in  the 
House  in  his  advocacy  of  Christianity,  but 
now  he  is  amongst  the  Mahomedans  in 
Persia,  yet  he  does  not  require  a  chap- 
lain. Then  why  should  a  chaplain  be 
required  for  the  Ambassador  in  Austria? 
I  presume  the  chaplain  belongs  to  the 
Church  of  England,  but  we  might  send  a 
Roman  CathoHc,  or  a  Jew,  or  a  Noncon- 
formist to  Vienna.  Or  it  may  be  that 
some  of  the  secretaries  there  are  Jews 
or  Nonconformists.  Are  they  to  have 
separate  chaplains  ?  The  whole  thing  is 
nonsensical;  it  is  contrary  to  the 
elementary  principles  of  religious  tolera- 
tion. The  Ambassador  is  highly  paid, 
and  if  he  wants  a  chaplain '  to  conduct 
divine  service  for  himself  on  Sundays, 
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let  him  pay  him  out  of  his  salary.  I  beg 
to  move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  the 
sum  of  £300  in  respect  of  the  chaplain 
in  Vienna. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*•  That  a  sum  not  exceeding  £307,609  be 
granted  for  the  said  Services." — (J/r. 
Lahouchere.) 

*(5.6.)  Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  The 
number  of  chaplains  abroad  is  not  as 
great  as  it  formerly  was ;  it  has  been 
reduced  by  a  number  of  cases  where 
there  did  not  appear  sufficient  reason  for 
the  maintenance  of  chaplains.  The  par- 
ticular chaplaincy  to  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  called  attention  has 
existed  since  1817,  and  the  church  in 
which  the  -chaplain  ministers  was  not 
erected  at  the  cost  of  the  British  public, 
but  of  private  subscriptions,  and  the 
Government  undertook  no  responsibility 
in  regard  to  its  maintenance.  The 
reason  for  appointing  this  chaplain  in 
connection  with  the  Vienna  Embassy 
was  the  very  strong  desire  on  the  part 
of  the  British  subjects  there  for  the 
ministrations  of  a  clergyman  of  the 
National  Church.  [Hon.  Members  : 
"What  Church  ?n  Well,  the  Church 
of  the  majority.  [Hon.  Members  :  "  Oh, 
oh ! "  and  "  Which  majority  ? '']  Of  course, 
I  do  not  wish  to  incite  debate  on  such 
controversial  points,  but  the  reason  for 
appointing  a  chaplain  in  connection  with 
the  Embassy  was,  and  is,  that  there  is 
an  Austrian  law  which  requires  pastors 
of  churches  recognised  by  the  State 
to  be  Austrian  subjects.  By  this 
clergyman  being  attached  to  the  Em- 
bassy he  is  exempted  from  the 
operation  of  that  law.  I  hope 
that  the  existence  of  this  chaplain  is,  on 
the  whole,  very  beneficial  to  many  who, 
though  they  do  belong  to  the  Anglican 
communion,  may  find  comfort  in  attend- 
ing to  his  services.  The  Committee  are 
aware  that  at  Alexandria  a  Scotch 
chaplain  is  retained,  because  we  find 
that  in  the  Consulate  there  are  many 
Scotchmen.  [Sir  George  Campbell: 
No,  English.]  Well,  perhaps,  there  is 
a  sufficient  number  of  Scotchmen  to 
render  tliem  predominant.  This  is  the 
only  charge  that  is  made  in  respect  of 
this  churcli  and  chaplain,  and  while 
we  retain  an  Established  Church  I  think 
I  am  not  wrong  in  saying  that  the  best 
way  in  which  we  can  assist  in  provi- 
Mr,  Labimchere 


ding  religious  services  for  our  fellow-* 
countrymen  abroad  is  through  the 
National  Church. 

(5.16.)  Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  i 
Though  the  right  hon  Gentleman  did 
not  distinctly  say  so,  I  gathered  from 
his  words  that  this  clergyman  at 
Vienna  is  a  member  of  the  Church  of 
England.  Certainly  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  must  have  done  immense 
violence  to  his  own  feelings ;  he  must 
have  let  his  official  capacity  overwhelm 
his  private  capacity  when  he  talked  of 
that  as  the  National  Church.  If  I  am 
not  mistaken  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  a  distinguished  member  of  the 
Scottish  National  Church,  an  elder  of 
that  Church — a  representative  elder,  I 
think — and  that  he  should  speak  of  the 
Church  of  England  as  the  National 
Church  is  very  strange.  I  imagine  his 
doctrine  is  that  abrciad  the  religion  of 
the  majority  should  prevail,  and  that 
we  ought  to  maintain  chaplains  for  that 
majority.  We  are  told  that  at  Alex- 
andria, which  is,  to  a  great  extent,  a 
Scotch  colony,  we  retain  a  Scottish 
clergyman.  Do  we  not  maintain  an 
English  clergyman  there  ?  I  should  be 
very  glad  to  know  if  that  is  the  case. 
But  as  to  the  reason  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  gave  for  maintaining  an 
English  clergyman  at  Vienna,  I  under- 
stand that  the  Austrian  law  is  so 
illiberal  that  no  one  is  to  be  allowed  to 
officiate  at  religious  services  who  is  not 
an  Austrian  subject,  unless  he  is  a 
member  of  the  Embassy. 

*(5.12.)  Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  No, 
I  did  not  say  that.  I  said  that  the 
Austrian  law  requires  that  the  per- 
manent pastors  of  the  Churches  recog- 
nised by  the  State  shall  be  Austrian 
subjects. 

(5.12.)  Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  : 
Surely  there  can  be  no  difficulty  what- 
ever in  this  matter.  I  do  not  wish  to 
be  irreverent,  but  I  must  say  that  these 
British  clergymen  abroad  are  really 
almost  nuisances.  You  are  persecuted. 
You  cannot  go  to  any  of  these  places 
abroad  without  being  bothered  and 
pestered  to  subscribe  to  British  clerg}^- 
men.  We  get  enough  of  religious 
ministrations  at  home,  and  when  we  go 
abroad  we  go  for  pleasure.  Under  these 
circumstances  I  shall  certainly  vote  with 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North- 
ampton. 
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*(5.13.)  Mr.WINTERBOTHAM(G1oti- 
cestershire,  Cirencesfcer) :  If  my  hon. 
Friend  goes  to  a  Division  I  shall  vote 
with  him.  I  fail  to  Bee  why  we  should 
help  to  support  Protestant  England  ser- 
vices in  Vienna  any  more  than  in  the 
eight  or  10  German  towns  where  there 
is  Church  of  England  service,  and  where 
English  residents  and  visitors  (working 
with  an  Association  at  home  estab- 
lished for  the  purpose)  support  the  ser- 
vices they  want.  I  was  worshipping 
in  this  church  in  Vienna,  not  many 
months  asfo,  and  T  do  not  know  why 
I  was  called  upon  to  hand  round 
the  plate,  but  the  result  was  most 
unsatisfactory.  I  will  not  betray  confi- 
dence by  saying  what  a  miserable  collec- 
tion was  made  from  that  very  respectable 
congregation,  including  an  hon.  Member 
of  Parliament,  who  happens  to  be  sitting 
opposite.  But  I  feel  strongly  that  people 
will  not  subscribe  to  religious  ministror 
tions  when  they  find  the  Stato  supplies 
it  for  them.  There  are  Church  of  Eng- 
land churches  on  the  Continent  wliich 
are  much  more  deserving  of  help,  if  you 
put  tlie  matter  on  that  ground,  than  the 
church  at  Vienna,  where  there  are 
]>lenty  of  people  able,  and  who  ought  to 
b3  willing,  to  support  it. 

(5.15.)  Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  We 
are  to  understand  that  the  real  reason 
why  we  have  to  pay  this  chaplain  is  that 
he  was  appointed  in  1817,  and  that  the 
payment  has  continued  from  year  to  year, 
apparently  without  any  protest.  The 
English  chaplain  in  Greece  receives 
XI 00,  and  the  gentleman  in  Denmark 
£200,  and  £115  of  the  latter  sum  is 
subscribed  by  the  residents.  Therefore, 
if  it  is  necessary  to  have  a  chaplain  at 
Vienna  thore  is  no  reason  why  he  should 
be  paid  £300  a  year.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  laid  it  down  a«  a  ground 
for  our  paying  £300  to  the  chaplain 
in  Vienna  that  the  Church  of  England  is 
in  a  majority  in  England.  He  is  labouring 
under  a  mistake.  The  Church  of  England 
is  not  in  a  majority.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman says  we  ought  to  agree  to 
this  item  of  the  Vote  because  we  have 
an  Established  Church.  I  object  en- 
tirely to  an  Established  Church.  I 
should  like  to  see  the  Church  dis- 
established and  disendowed.  I  protest 
against  this  chaplaincy  being  maintained 
now  because  it  has  been  maintained  for 
a  considerable  number  of  years.    Taking 


the  question  on  its  merits,  there  is  no 
earthly  reason  why  we  should  pay  for 
this  chaplain. 

(5.18.)  Dr.  FITZGERALD  (Longford, 
S.) :  I  do  not  think  the  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  has  displayed  very 
great  knowledge  of  the  state  of  religion 
in  Vienna  or  at  home.  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  most  English 
people,  when  they  go  abroad,  go  to  mass  1 
The  fact  is,  there  is  no  necessity  at  all 
for  these  English  pastors  abroad;  and 
certainly  we,  the  Irish  representatives, 
can  hardly  see  why  the  Irish  taxpayers 
should  be  called  upon,  the  Church  in 
Ireland  being  disestablished,  to  con- 
tribute towards  the  salary  of  the 
minister  of  a  Church  in  which  they  do 
not  believe.  I  hope  my  hon.  Friend 
will  press  his  Motion  to  a  Division. 

(5.19.)  Mr.  p.  stanhope  (Wed- 
nesbury)  :  I  think  the  right  hon.  Gen 
tleman  might  give  us  the  assurance  that 
he  will  ascertain  from  Vienna  whether 
some  private  subscription  might  not  l)e 
obtained  for  the  payment  of  a  salary  to 
the  minister  of  the  church.  The  Am- 
bassador at  Vienna  has  not  any  greater 
duties  to  perform  than  other  Am- 
bassadors ;  and  I  am  not  aware  that  the 
existing  Ambassador  has  been  so  ex- 
travagant in  his  hospitality  to  the 
English  people  in  Vienna  that  it  is 
necessary  for  him  to  call  on  the  country 
to  pay  for  these  exceptional  services.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  makes  the 
inquiry  I  suggest  we  shall  be  able  to 
judge  next  year  whether  there  is  any 
reason  for  a  Vote  for  the  maintenance  of 
this  chaplain.  In  the  meantime,  I 
entirely  acquiesce  in  the  views  expressed 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton. 
*(5.20.)  Sir  J.  FERGUSSOX :  The 
congregation  maintains  the  church  itself, 
though  it  does  not  pay  the  stipend,  and  it 
was  for  this  reason  that  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  (Mr.  Winterbotham)  performed 
the  duties  which  ho  said  were  carried 
out  by  him  so  ineffectually. 

(5.21.)  The  Committee  divided  ; 
Ayes  69 ;  Noes  134.— (Div.  List,  No.  45.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

(^.30.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBP:LL  :  We  havb 
discussed  the  question  of  our  Ministar  at 
one  South  American  Republic,  and  I  now 
turn  to  the  question  of  our  representation 
in  a  larger  and  more  important  Republic 
in  South  America  ;  I  mean  the  Republic 
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of  Brazil.  A  very  large  establisliment 
is  maintained  at  Kio.  Here  is  a 
Minister  at  £4,000  a  year,  and  the  rent  of 
a  house  £500 ;  a  Secretary  at  £700  ;  a 
Consul  at  £1,000,  and  a  Vice- 
Consul  at  £450.  It  is  a  very 
large  establishment  indeed.  I  would 
take  the  opportunity  to  ask  whether 
we  have  now  settled  down  to 
ordinary  diplomatic  relations  with  the 
Brazilian  Republic,  whether  all  ques- 
tion of  acknowledging  the  Republic  has 
been  set  at  rest,  and  whether  we  are  now 
on  the  same  diplomatic  footing  with  the 
de  facto  Government  of  Brazil  as  with 
any  other  country  ?  Also,  I  should  like  to 
ask  whether,  now  that  a  Republican  form 
of  Government  is  established  in  Brazil,  it 
would  not  be  possible  to  reduce  the  ex- 
penditure for  our  representation  in  that 
country  to,  at  all  events,  the  level  of  that 
which  the  Committee  has  sanctioned  for 
the  Argentine  Republic?  There  is,  no 
doubt,  a  considerable  amount  of  show 
and  ceremonial  attending  an  Imperial 
Court,  but  that  Court  having  ceased  to 
exist  in  Brazil,  no  doubt  the  Ambassa- 
dorial expenses  there  will  b3  considerably 
reduced.  I  know  the  country  is  large 
and  important,  but  I  do  not  know  that 
our  interests  there  are  greater  than  in 
the  Argentine  Republic,  and  there  is 
no  great  amount  of  British  emigration 
to  Brazil.  I  do  not  know  what  the 
Consul  and  Vice-Consul  have  to  do  in 
addition  to  what  is  done  by  the  Minister, 
the  Secretary,  and  the  Under  Secretary, 
but  I  think  they  must  all  have  an  easy 
time.  It  appears  to  me  there  is  no 
necessity  to  keep  up  a  Legation  on 
such  an  extravagant  scale,  and  I  therefore 
move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by 
£1,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £306,909, 
be  granted  for  the  said  Service." — (^Sir 
George  Campbell.) 

*(5.35.)  Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON: 
The  hon.  Member  is  not  quite  correct  in 
assuming  that  our  relations  with  Brazil 
have  been  continued  on  the  same  footing 
as  heretofore.  The  exact  position  is  that 
until  the  provisional  Government,  is 
ratified  by  the  country,  or,  at  all  events, 
by  a  Representative  Assembly,  we,  in 
common  with  other  Powers,  only 
recognise  it  as  the  de  facto  Government. 
I  think  the  Committee  will  see  that  it 
Sir  G,  Campbell 


would  be  an  extremely  invidious  pro- 
ceeding to  alter  the  status  and  position 
of  our  Minister  in  Brazil,  just  because  it 
has  ceased  to  be  an  Empire,  and  has 
become  a  Republic.  As  to  British 
interests  in  Brazil  being  small,  I  think 
it  must  be  generally  known  that  the 
reverse  is  the  case,  and  an  enormous 
amount  of  British  capital  has  been  in- 
vested in  Brazil,  and  in  a  variety  of 
ways  our  interests  in  that  country  are 
very  large.  I  can  assure  the  Committee 
that  questions  very  frequently  arise  and 
call  for  the  interposition  of  our  Minister 
in  Brazil,  and  these  questions,  require  very 
careful  handling  indeed.  Again,  I  must 
remind  the  Committee  that  these  posts, 
and  the  pay  attached,  had  the  careful  con- 
sideration of  the  Diplomatic  and  Consular 
Committee,  and  1  do  not  think  the  Com- 
mittee will  consider  the  recommendations 
made  are  obsolete  because  the  inquiry 
was  made  19  years  ago. 

(5.39.)  Mr.  W.  REDMOND:  It 
would  be  unfortunate,  I  think,  if  we, 
by  any  change  in  diplomatic  representa- 
tion, should  seem  to  throw  discredit  on 
the  present  form  of  Government  in 
Brazil,  or  to  imply  an  opinion  one  way 
or  the  other  upon  the  political  change 
in  Brazil.  Among  the  items  in  respect 
to  the  Legation  in  Brazil  I  find  £300 
for  the  services  of  a  translator,  and  we 
further  find  that  this  same  gentleman 
holds  the  post  of  Vice  Consul  at  Rio.  I 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
what  amount  in  addition  to  the  £300  is 
paid  for  the  Vice  Consular  duties  ?  I 
presume  that  the  translator  is  required 
to  have  a  knowledge  of  the  Spanish  lan- 
guage ;  but  would  it  not  be  perfectly 
possible  to  obtain  a  Secretary  to  the 
Legation  with  this  knowledge,  and  so 
effect  an  economy  of  £300 1 

*(5.40.)  Mr.  p.  STANHOPE :  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  give  us  some 
assurance  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, while  recognising  the  de  facto  Go- 
vernment in  Brazil,  will  insure  the  care- 
ful watching  of  British  interests  by 
our  Minister  there.  Those  interests  are 
very  considerable.  It  must  be  generally 
known  that  many  English  companies 
have  invested  large  capital  in  railway 
and  other  works  in  Brazil,  and  with,  I 
think,  hopeful  prospects  in  the  future. 
I  am  anxious  there  should  bo  no 
semblance  of  discredit  cast  upon  the 
future  of  Brazil,  and  I  trust  that  Her 
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Majesty's  Government  will  urge  upon  the 
Government  of  Brazil  the  desirability  of 
upholding  public  credit  in  the  interest  of 
the  country,  and  of  British  subjects  who 
have  invested  their  capital  there. 

*(5.41.)  Sm  JAMES  FERGUSSON  : 
J  am  afraid  I  cannot,  off-hand,  tell  the 
Committee  the  amount  of  the  pay 
attached  to  the  additional  duties  of  the 
translator,  but  I  will  give  the  information 
on  Report.  I  am  sure  the  hon.  Member 
will  see  it  is  not  possible  to  anticipate  all 
the  questions  that  may  be  asked.  As  to 
the  reason  for  the  extra  pay,  I  could 
recall  many  cases  in  which  the  translation 
and  compilation  of  official  papers  in  a 
foreign  country  require  a  knowledge  that 
cannot  be  acquired  in  a  short  time,  and 
indeed,  knowledge  of  a  technical 
character,  and  at  certain  posts  it  has 
been  necessary,  with  every  desire  for 
economy,  to  retain  the  extra  services 
of  gentlemen  as  ti-anslators,  for 
which  they  are  paid  in  addition 
to  the  salary  attaching  to  their  ordinary 
duties.  As  to  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wednesbury,  undoubtedly 
Her  Majesty's  Representative  in  his 
informal  relations  with  the  rfe  facto 
Government  of  Brazil  will  continue  to 
look  after  British  interests  as  heretofore  ; 
and  I  am  glad  to  say  he  is  on  good  terms 
with  the  existing  Government,  and  as 
in  former  times  obtains  satisfaction 
whenever  it  has  been  required.  It  would 
lie  most  unfortunate  if,  for  a  single  day, 
those  relations  should  bo  suspended. 

(5.43.)  Mr.  W.  REDMOND:  I  find 
here  the  information  I  sought,  and  it 
itppears  that  this  gentleman  who  gets 
.£300  as  translator  receives  also  £450  as 
Vice  Consul  at  Rio.  This,  I  think,  is  an 
unsatisfactory  way  of  distributing  ex- 
])enditure  over  the  Estimates.  Why  not 
set  dovm.  the  payment  in  one  item  as 
£750  ]  Anyone  who  did  not  take  the 
trouble  to  examine  the  matter  carefully 
would  suppose  that  the  payment  is  made 
to  two  men,  whereas  this  official,  in  his 
double  capacity,  receives  <£50  a  year 
more  than  the  Secretary  to  the  Legation. 
Tt  seems  to  me  to  bo  an  extravagant 
item.  No  doubt  a  translator  must  be 
thoroughly  conversant  with  the  Spanish 
language  ;  but  does  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man mean  to  say  that  in  Brazil  it  is 
not  possible  to  get  the  services  of  a 
gentleman  thoroughly  qualified  for  a 
salary  of  £500,  and  who  would  consider 


himself  well  paid  for  his  services  as  Vice 
Consul  and  translator?  But  I  have  a 
doubt  if  it  is  possible  for  one  man  to 
discharge  the  double  duty.  In  any  case, 
I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
promise  to  communicate  with  the  Head 
of  the  Legation  in  Brazil  with  a  view  to 
effecting  an  economy  in  expenditure 
under  this  head. 

(5.46.)  Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  : 
I  only  wish  to  disclaim  the  idea  that  a 
Republic  requires  an  inferior  representa- 
tion to  an  Empire.  All  I  suggested  was 
that  under  a  Republic  there  is  less  cere- 
monial, and  Ambassadors  have  less  ex- 
penses. We  are  represented  by  an 
Ambassador  in  the  United  States,  and 
our  relations  with  that  Government  arc 
very  important ;  but  our  Representative 
there  receives  less  than  do  Ambassadors 
to  France,  Germany,  Turkey,  Russia,  and 
other  countries.  The  fact  is,  that  under 
a  Republic  the  habits  of  official  life  are 
simpler,  and  rightly  so.  ;^Iy  suggestion 
amounted  to  this  :  that  as  soon  as  matters 
are  settled  in  Brazil  the  question  of  the 
salary  for  our  Representative  there 
should  be  re-considered. 

(5.47.)  Mr.  W.  REDMOND :  I  do 
not  wish  to  press  the  matter  unduly  ; 
but  can  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  tell 
us  that  the  one  official  can  discharge  the 
duties  of  both  translator  and  Vice  Consul ; 
why  the  two  salaries  should  not  be 
entered  as  one  item ;  and  can  he  hold 
out  any  hope  of  an  economy  in  this 
particular  ? 

*(5.48.)  SiK  JAMES  FERGUSSON  : 
The  fact  is,  these  salaries  are  continually 
being  revised,  and  whenever  a  post  falls 
vacant  any  economy  that  can  be  made  is 
effected.  Very  often  the  new  officer 
appointed  receives  less  salary  than  his 
predecessor,  and  the  Committee  will 
observe  that  occasionally  where  the 
work  does  not  seem  to  require  an  officer 
of  so  high  a  grade  a  transfer  of  that 
officer  is  made  to  a  place  where  there  is 
more  work  and  greater  responsibility. 
The  Committee  may  be  assured  that 
these  Estimates  are  year  by  year  narrowly 
examined  by  the  Treasury,  and  no 
opportunity  for  effecting  an  economy  is 
lost.  On  Report  I  shall  be  able  to  give 
the  hon.  Member  the  reasons  for  the 
arrangement  in  the  case  he  mentions, 
and  it  certainly  was  made  because,  after 
consideration,  it  appeared  the  most 
economical  and  suitable. 
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Mr.  W.   REDMOND:    Then   I  have 
nothing  more  to  say  now. 
Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Original  Question  again  proposed. 

(5.53.)  Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edin- 
burgh, W.) :  There  aro  one  or  two 
questions  I  should  like  to  ask  in  regard 
to  our  relations  with  Foreign  Powers 
upon  matters  connected  with  Africa.  In 
this  connection  there  have,  of  course, 
been  difficulties  which  have  prevented 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  from  answer- 
ing questions,  and  though  there  was  a 
short  discussion  during  the  debate  upon 
the  Address,  I  think  we  have  shown 
every  forbearance  towards  the  Foreign 
Office  and  have  given  ample  time  for 
framing  proposals  for  reasonable  settle- 
ments of  difficulties  that  have  arisen  on 
the  Sbire  River  and  in  the  Nyassa 
country.  We  anxiously  look  forward  to 
a  statement  which  will  tell  us  how  these 
difficulties  have  been  met,  and  that  some 
effectual  form  of  Government  has  been 
established  there.  We  also  look  forward 
to  a  settlement  of  the  questions  relating 
«to  the  open  navigation  of  the  Zambesi. 
We  are  the  more  anxious  for  information 
in  view  of  the  alarming  rumours  from 
time  to  time  published  in  the  news- 
papers—  I  may  instance  the  telegram 
from  Zanzibar  published  this  morning, 
which  I  hope  has  no  foundation  in  fact. 
Then,  further  North  on  the  African 
Continent,  I  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  if  he  can  make  any  statement 
that  may  tend  to  dispel  disquieting 
rumours  as  to  German  movements  and 
the  conflict  between  the  German  and 
English  companies  on  the  South- East 
Coast  ?  Only  this  day  we  have  had 
rumours  of  a  German  offer  to  buy  out 
the  interest  of  the  King  of  the  Belgians 
on  the  Congo  River.  1  would  urge  on 
Her  Majesty's  Government  that  they 
should  as  speedily  as  possible  come  to 
definite  terms  with  the  German  Govern- 
ment as  to  spheres  of  influence  and 
our  mutual  relations  in  South -East 
and  Central  Africa.  It  has  been 
matter  of  interest  and  anxiety  for  a  long 
time.  In  July,  1887,  the  German 
Association  addressed  a  Petition  to  the 
Imperial  Government  expressing  anxiety 
lest  the  expedition  of  Mr.  Stanley  should 
disturb  their  commercial  interests.  The 
German  Government  notified  the  com- 
plaint to  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and 


Lord  Salisbury  said  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  prepared  to  disclaim 
all  annexation  within  the  sphere  of  Ger- 
man influence  if  the  German  Govern- 
ment would  act  similarly  towards  Great 
Britain.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  this  understand- 
ing is  intended  to  cover  the  claim  put  for- 
ward by  Germany  to  the  country  lying 
between  Lakes  Tanganyika  and  Nyassa  ? 
I  wish  to  urge  upon  the  Government 
that  there  is  a  strong  competition  going 
on  in  that  part  of  the  world,  and  unless 
a  clear  decision  is  speedily  arrived  at 
with  respect  to  the  limitations  of  the 
influence  of  either  Power,  there  is  a 
prospect  of  very  serious  disagreement  in 
the  future. 

(6.4.)  Commander  BETHELL  (York, 
E.R.,  Holderness) :  The  fact  is,  that 
while  Germany's  sphere  of  influence  is 
well  marked  to  the  North  and  South,  it 
is  very  hazy  to  the  West.  I  therefore 
join  the  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  in 
urging  that  steps  should  be  taken  at  once 
to  clear  up  the  doubts  which  certainly 
exist,  so  that  in  the  future  no  complica- 
tions may  arise  between  us  and  Germany. 
I  should  like  to  be  informed  whether 
the  East  Africa  Company  have  absorbed 
the  Lakes  Company,  as  is  reported.  If 
it  has,  will  the  charter  of  the 
former  company  include  the  territory 
claimed  by  the  latter  ?  I  am  not 
favourable  to  these  large  companies. 
I  view  with  considerable  dislike  the 
system  of  farming  out  the  government 
of  large  tracts  of  territory  to  these  com- 
panies, because  it  bristles  with  diflBculties 
for  the  future. 

*(6.8.)  Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  It  is 
necessary  to  be  very  reticent  on  ques- 
tions of  great  national  importance,  and 
debates  in  the  House  on  these  tender 
questions  might  possibly  complicate  the 
negotiations  in  progress.  It  is  desirable 
to  avoid  doing  this.  The  hon.  Member 
has  asked  me  as  to  the  relations  between 
this  country  and  Portugal  in  regard 
to  South  African  affairs.  As  I  stated  to 
the  House  the  other  day  there  are  some 
questions  between  Great  Britain  and 
Portugal  which  are  as  yet  unsettled. 
For  instance,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
think  Portugal  has  not  fairly  treated  a 
British  company  in  the  seizure  of  the 
Delagoa  Railway,  and  they  expect  that 
the  company  will  receive  just  compensa- 
tion, though  the  matter  has  not  yet  bsen 
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brought  to  a  satisfactory  conclusion. 
As  to  the  rumours  which  have  been 
current  of  the  advance  of  Portuguese 
expeditions  to  the  lakes,  there  is  no 
reason  to  doubt  the  loyalty  of  the  Portu- 
guese Government  to  its  engagements. 
With  regard  to  the  rumoured  expedi- 
tion to  Mashonaland,  the  Portuguese 
Government  have  assured  Her  Majesty's 
Minister  at  Lisbon  that  they  have 
no  information  whatever  with  regard  to 
such  an  expedition.  Telegrams  received 
from  Mozambique  on  the  previous  day 
made  no  mention  of  it.  The  Governor 
has,  moreover,  been  instructed  that  the 
Portuguese  Government  will  not  sanction 
further  operations  in  that  region  pend- 
ing the  negotiations  now  in  progress. 
There  is  a  report  that  a  German  expedi- 
tion about  to  set  out  into  Central  Africa 
will  affect  British  interests.  I  am, 
however,  glad  to  state  that  the  German 
Government  have,  unsolicited,  assured 
Her  Majesty's  Government  that  the 
expedition  under  Emin  Pasha  is  designed 
entirely  to  operate  within  the  German 
sphere  and  will  not  at  all  prejudice 
British  interests,  as  the  German  Govern- 
ment fully  recognise  the  demarcation 
which  has  reserved  to  each  Power  a 
sphere  of  influence.  Two  Powers  in 
such  a  position  as  Germany  and  Great 
Britain  have  lately  occupied  have  never 
acted  with  more  perfect  loyalty  to  each 
other  and  with  a  greater  absence  of 
friction,  and  I  am  quite  sure  we  may 
rely  on  it  that  the  German  Government 
will  take  no  steps  prejudicial  to  our 
interests.  The  region  between  Lakes 
Tanganyika  and  Nyassa  is  undoubtedly 
one  in  which  Great  Britain  has  great 
reason  to  take  an  interest,  as  it  has  been 
the  scene  of  the  enterprise  of  some  very 
noble  British  subjects.  No  definite 
arrangement  has  been  made  with  regard 
to  that  region,  but  I  hope  that  the  House 
will  feel  assuied  that  British  interests 
run  no  risk  from  the  conduct  of  allies 
who  have  hitherto  shown  such  perfect 
loyalty.  I  now  think  that  I  have 
answered  all  the  questions  which  have 
been  put  to  me. 

(6.14.)  Mr.  W.  F.  LAWRENCE 
(Liverpool,  Absrcromby)  :  What  is  the 
position  of  the  negotiations  with  regard 
to  the  Oil  Rivers,  and  what  actpn  have 
Her  Majesty's  Government  ta|cer.  in 
respect  to  that  district  ?  j 

VOL.  CCCXWJI.     [third  series.  ] 


•(6.14.)  SirJ.  PERGUSSONjImtiflt 
first  answer  a  question  which  I  forgot 
to  notice.  Tho  Government  have  no 
information  about  the  absorption  of  tho 
Lakes  Company  by  the  East  Africa 
Company.  It  has  been  rumoured  that 
this  is  to  take  place ;  but,  so  far  as  I  am 
aware,  no  definite  arrangement  has  been 
come  to.  No  decision  has  yet  been 
arrived  at  about  the  administration  of  the 
Oil  Rivers.  The  House  will,  however, 
be  made  aware  of  the  Government's 
intensions  in  time  to  allow  of  any  objec- 
tions being  made  before  final  steps  are 
taken.  I  hope  that  it  will  not  be  long 
before  a  satisfactory  arrangement  is 
concluded. 

(6.15.)  Commander  BETHELL  :  We 
all  kno^  that  prevention  is  better  than 
cure ;  and  I  hold  that,  unless  the  respec- 
tive spheres  of  influence  are  defined  in 
the  West,  there  will  be  trouble  very  soon. 
I  do  not  care  whether  one  company  has 
been  absorbed  by  the  other  or  not ;  but 
it  is  desirable  it  should  be  known  what 
is  the  policy  of  the  Government  towards 
the  absorbing  company,  how  far  it  can 
claim  the  benefit  of  the  terms  of  the 
charter,  and  whether  the  powers  given 
by  the  charter  extend  north  of  the 
Zambesi.  I  wish  for  an  assurance  that 
the  terms  of  the  charter  do  not  extend 
to  the  region  that  has  been  more  or  less 
occupied  by  the  African  Lakes  Company, 

(6.17.)  Mr.  BUCHANAN:  I  wish 
to  know  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  formulated  any  idea  as  to  the 
future  government  of  Nyassaland  and 
the  district  of  the  Shir^  Highlands.  I 
would  earnestly  urge  upon  the  Foreign 
Office  the  extreme  desirability — nay, 
even  the  absolute  necessity — of  coming 
to  some  definite  arrangement  with  Ger- 
many at  as  early  a  date  as  possible  with 
reference  to  the  limits  of  the  respective 
spheres  of  influence  of  the  two  countries. 
What  one  reads  from  day  to  day  makes 
it  quite  clear  that  the  seed  is  being  sown 
of  an  endless  crop  of  troubles.  It  does 
great  credit  to  those  who  have  had  the 
conduct  of  delicate  negotiations  that  so 
far  there  has  been  no  serious  disagree- 
ment between  those  who  represent  the 
twd  Governments ;  but  as  things  are 
going  on  the  future  cannot  be  looked 
forward  to  with  any  confidence,  and  the 
sooner  we  come  to  »  clear  understanding 
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with  Germany  the  better  it  will  be  for 
all  concerned. 

(6.19.)  Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  I  think 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  onght  now 
to  give  a  clear  explanation  about  the 
South  Africa  Company,  as  to  which  I 
have  several  times  asked  him  questions. 
From  the  terms  of  -the  charter  I  have 
never  been  able  to  understand  what  are 
the  powei-s  of  the  company.  It  appears 
to  have  vagne  territorial  rights  over 
Matabeleland,  Makolololand,  and  possibly 
the  Shird  Highlands  ;  but  what  the  rights 
of  the  company  are  I  cannot  discover. 
For  example,  I  cannot  tell  whether  it 
may  exclude  all  other  pewons  engjiged 
in  trade.  Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  explain  this,  and  also  what 
would  happen  in  case  Lobengnla,  King 
of  Matabeleland 

(6.20.)  Mk.  BAUMANX  (Camber- 
well,  Peckham)  :  I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order.  Can  this  matter  be  discussed  on 
this  Vote  ? 

The  chairman  :  It  certainly  does 
come  within  the  sphere  of  the  Vote,  but 
I  think  the  discussion  would  be  more 
appropriate  on  the  South  African  Vote 
which  follows. 

(6.21.)      Sir   G.   CAMPBELL:    This 
ruling  illustrates  the  extreme  inconveni- 
ence   of    lumping    a    great    number   of 
subjects  ill  one  Vote,  and  tlie  framing  of 
the  Estimates  makes  it   extremely  diffi- 
cult  to   discuss    any    particular    point. 
Evidently  a  good  deal   ot  scrambling   is 
going  on  for  territory  in  Africa,  and  pro- 
cautions    ought    to  be    taken    that   the 
scramble  does  not  provoke  bad  blood  and 
difficulty.     There  is,  I  am  convinced,  ex- 
treme danger  in  letting  loose  companies 
with  vague  and  indefinite  powers,  and 
care  ought  to  be  taken  that  they  do  not 
involve  their  respective  Governments  in 
serious  misunderstandings.     Wliere  you 
have  territorial  companies  you  ought   to 
define  the   territory  within  wliich    each 
shall  operate  and  not  give  tliem  vague 
charters  which  enable  thejn  to  assume 
all  kinds  of  rights.     I    hope   and   trust, 
therefore,  that  the  various  spheres  of  in- 
fluence will  soon  be  clearly  defined,  and 
that     thus    future   difficulties   will    be 
avoided.      I  do  not   sympathise   much 
with  the  claims   of  Portugal,   who 
alreadv  got  more  territory  than  bIm  ean 
control ;  but  we  are  bound  hj  ftt  Berlin 
Treaty  to  submit  to  arbitraiioa  At  jj^ 
culty  which  has  arisen  with  ~ 
Mr,  Buchanan 


and  we  are  taking  a  somewhat  high* 
handed  course  in  simply  saying 
to  Portugal,  "Hands  off!  You  shall 
not  touch  the  territory  in  question." 
I  trust  that  this  difficulty  will  be  settled 
in  a  manner  creditable  to  our  good 
name. 

♦(6.27.)  General  Sir  LEWIS  PELLY 
(Hackney,  N.)  :  There  is  no  doubt  of 
the  goodwill  of  the  German  Gk)vemnient 
towards  Her  Majesty's  Government,  but 
the  time  has  arrived  when  some  clear 
definition  of  our  respective  boundaries 
should  be  amicably  arrived  at.  It  is  all 
verj'  well  to  say  that  certain  boundaries 
have  been  laid  down,  but  in  practice 
questions  and  disputes  are  constantly 
arising,  and  such  disputes  might  easily 
produce  great  inconvenience.  It  is  not 
very  clear  how  far  the  sphere  of  British 
influence  extends  in  different  directions. 
It  seems  to  me  it  might  be  arranged  that 
re])i'esentatives  of  the  companies  in- 
terested and  Delegates  of  the  respective 
Governments  should  meet  amicably  in 
conference  and  agree  as  to  boundaries, 
and  tliese  might  be  laid  down  on  maps, 
and  copies  given  to  all  concerned. 

(6.29.)  Mr.  W.  REDMOND:  The 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  AfFairs  has 
several  times  spoken  of  "  spheres  of  in- 
fluence.'* I  think  it  would  be  a  satisfac< 
tion  if  we  could  hear  once  for  all  what 
we  are  to  underetand  by  a  "  sphere  of 
influence.'*  Does  it  mean  a  territory  or 
a  district  which  this  country  is  bound 
to  defend  against  any  other  ?  I  hold 
that  the  dispute  with  Portugal 
arose  out  of  the  vagueness  of 
the  phrase  *  sphere  of  influence.'* 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  g^ve 
some  explanation  to  the  House  on  these 
points,  he  may  b:^  able  to  satisfy  the 
minds  of  those  who  regard  with  some 
apprehension  the  present  ]>osition  of  this 
C(uintry  in  regard  to  its  African  responsi- 
bilities. 

Colonel  XOLAN  (Galway) :  I  would 
point  out  that  we  had  a  lesson  Avith 
regard  to  our  relations  with  South  Africa 
some  10  years  ago.  I  refer  to  the  fact 
that  in  consequence  of  the  attempt  of 
the  Government,  which  was  unfortu- 
nately successful,  to  stop  discussion  in 
regard  t.)  the  Zulu  War,  we  were    led 

nto  a  second  war,  and  so  had  two  wars 
,|.V*  tead  of  one.     According  to  the  speech 
iJi  -    W   the   Prime    Minister   at   the 
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Africa  were  interesting  European  Powers 
to  such  an  exterit  that  the  Airican  Ques- 
tion had  become  at  that  moment  an 
Europsan  Question.  Having  studied  this 
matter  somewhat  attentively  I  should 
like  to  hear  the  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  clear  up  the  question  as  to 
the  principle  on  which  it  is  intended  to 
settle  the  different  spheres  of  influence 
of  the  European  Powers.  According  to 
what  has  happened  in  the  case  of  Portu- 
gal it  would  appear  that  the  possession 
of  the  seaboard  outside  the  sphere  of 
Portuguese  influence  does  not  give  the 
right  to  interference  in  regard  to  the 
interior ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  our 
whole  case  in  regard  to  the  question  that 
has  arisen  with  reference  to  Germany  is 
that  the  possession  of  the  seaboard  does 
give  a  right  of  access  to  the  interior 
territory.  Thus  it  will  be  seen  that  we 
are  conducting  a  diplomatic  argument 
with  two  different  Powers  on  what  is 
practically  the  same  point,  but  on  abso- 
lutely opposite  principles.  I  hope  the 
riglit  hon.  Baronet  will  be  able  to  tell  us 
on  what  principle  we  are  defining  these 
different  spheres  of  influence.  Whether 
it  is  right  or  wrong  that  we  should 
occupy  certjiin  portions  of  the  interior 
of  Africa  is  a  matter  of  little  con- 
sequence, as  compared  with  the  enormous 
dangers  and  expense  that  will  be  in- 
curred by  any  Government  that  may 
hold  such  a  position.  As  has  al  ready  been 
pDinted  out,  there  is  nothing  so  likely 
to  prevent  European  Powers  from  being 
dragged  into  future  wars  in  regard  to 
the  admii^stration  of  African  territory  as 
the  proper  definition  of  the  spheres  of 
influence  accorded  to  each  Power.  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
ought  to  take  the  House  into  his  confi- 
dence and  tell  us  something  of  the  prin- 
ciples on  which  he  is  settling  these 
questions.  At  present  we  have  no 
quarrel  with  Germany,  and  we  ought  to 
get  some  information  from  the  Govern- 
ment on  this  very  important  question. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College 
Division) :  I  should  like  to  have  some 
explanation  from  the  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  as  to  the  Nyassa 
district.  It  is  stated  that  missionaries 
out  there  have  recently  been  engaged  in 
very  warlike  operations,  in  regard  to 
which  we  should  like  to  have  some 
definite  information  from  Hv  Majesty's 


Government.  We  find  that  the  Consul 
at  Nyassa  receives  £500  a  year,  while 
there  is  also  a  Consul  at  Quillimane,  who 
has  been  imprisoned  for  some  contraven- 
tion of  the  Portuguese  law,  and  two 
Vice  Consuls  in  the  African  mainlands 
serving  with  the  army  of  the  mission- 
aries, who  have  been  fighting  against  the 
Arabs.  Now,  wo  should  like  to  know 
who  these  gentlemen  are.  Last  year  the 
position  was  this  :  Some  of  these  mis- 
sionaries and  some  military  officers 
belonging  to  Her  Majesty's  Army  were 
engaged  in  a  filibustering  war  against 
the  Arabs,  for  which  I  do  not  blame 
them ;  but  I  think  I  am  entitled  to  press 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  define 
what  was  their  position  in  regard  to  this 
matter,  and  what  they  think  are  the 
actual  rights  and  wrongs  of  the  mis- 
sionaries. It  is  stated  that  they  com- 
menced their  operations  in  self-defence, 
that  then  they  asked  Her  Majesty's 
Government  for  protection,  and  were 
told  that  if  they  protected  themselves 
they  would  only  be  doing  what  men  in 
such  a  situation  had  a  right  to  do.  The 
consequence  was  that  they  did  protect 
themselves,  with  great  valour  and 
energy,  as  any  other  set  of  men  would 
do  who  were  fighting  for  their  lives  ;  but 
at  this  point  a  diplomatic  dispute  arose 
in  connection  with  the  Vice  Consul  at 
Quillimane.  The  Portuguese  refused  to 
permit  the  importation  of  arms  and 
ammunition  for  their  defence,  and,  while 
our  Government  were  encouraging  them 
to  defend  themselves,  the  Portuguese 
Government — according  to  the  Portu- 
guese Report — had,  at  the  instigation  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  laid  down 
regulations  forbidding  the  importation 
of  gunpowder  and  weapons  by  way  of 
Quillimane  or  other  portions  of  the 
Portuguese  territory.  The  consequence 
was  that  our  own  subjects  were  pre- 
vented from  obtaining  arms  and  ammu- 
nition, while  it  was  alleged  that  the 
Portuguese  were  allowing  arms  and 
gunpowder  to  be  sent  in  for  the  use  of 
the  Arabs  to  any  extent  they  might 
require.  It  was  because  of  the  alleged 
improper  importation  of  gunpowder  and 
arms  that  our  Vice  Consul  was  im- 
prisoned, and  that  imprisonment  means 
a  very  long  time,  because  the  Vice 
Consul  would  have  to  appeal  to  the 
Lisbon  Authorities  to  get  his  sentence 
reyened,  or  confirmed,  as  the  case  might 
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with  Germany  the  better  it  will  be  for 
all  concerned. 

(6.19.)  Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  I  think 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ought  now 
to  give  a  clear  explanation  about  the 
South  Africa  Company,  as  to  which  I 
have  several  times  asked  him  questions. 
From  the  terms  of  *the  charter  I  have 
never  been  able  to  understand  what  are 
the  powers  of  the  company.  It  appears 
to  have  vague  territorial  rights  over 
Matabeleland,  Makolololand,  and  possibly 
the  Shird  Highlands  ;  but  what  the  rights 
of  the  company  are  I  cannot  discover. 
For  example,  I  cannot  tell  whether  it 
may  exclude  all  other  persons  engaged 
in  trade.  Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  explain  this,  and  also  what 
would  happen  in  case  Lobengula,  King 
of  Matabeleland 

(6.20.)  Mr.  BAUMANN  (Camber- 
well,  Peckham)  :  I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order.  Can  this  matter  be  discussed  on 
this  Vote  ? 

The  chairman  :  It  certainly  does 
come  within  the  sphere  of  the  Vote,  but 
I  think  the  discussion  would  be  more 
appropriate  on  the  South  African  Vote 
which  follows. 

(6.21.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  This 
ruling  illustrates  the  extreme  inconveni- 
ence of  lumping  a  great  number  of 
subjects  in  one  Vote,  and  the  framing  of 
the  Estimates  makes  it  extremely  diffi- 
cult to  discuss  any  particular  point. 
Evidently  a  good  deal  ot  scrambling  is 
going  on  for  territory  in  Africa,  and  pre- 
cautions ought  to  be  taken  that  the 
scramble  does  not  provoke  bad  blood  and 
difficulty.  There  is,  I  am  convinced,  ex- 
treme danger  in  letting  loose  companies 
with  vague  and  indefinite  powers,  and 
care  ought  to  be  taken  that  they  do  not 
involve  their  respective  Governments  in 
serious  misunderstandings.  Where  you 
have  territorial  companies  you  ought  to 
define  the  territory-  within  which  each 
shall  operate  and  not  give  them  vague 
charters  which  enable  them  to  assume 
all  kinds  of  rights.  I  hope  and  trust, 
therefore,  that  the  various  spheres  of  in- 
fluence will  soon  be  clearly  defined,  and 
that  thus  future  difficulties  will  be 
avoided.  I  do  not  sympathise  much 
with  the  claims  of  Portugal,  who  has 
already  got  more  territory  than  she  can 
control ;  but  we  are  bound  by  the  Berlin 
Treaty  to  submit  to  arbitration  the  diffi- 
culty which  has  arisen  with  that  country, 
Mr,  Buchanan 


and  we  are  taking  a  somewhat  high- 
handed course  in  simply  saying 
to  Portugal,  "Hands  off!  You  shall 
not  touch  the  territory  in  question." 
I  trust  that  this  difficulty  will  be  settled 
in    a    manner    creditable    to    our  good 


General  Sir  LEWIS  PELLY 


name. 

*(6.27.) 

(Hackney,  N.)  :  There  is  no  doubt  of 
the  goodwill  of  the  German  Government 
towards  Her  Majesty's  Government,  but 
the  time  has  arrived  when  some  clear 
definition  of  our  respective  boundaries 
should  be  amicably  arrived  at.  It  is  all 
very  well  to  say  that  certain  boundaries 
have  been  laid  down,  but  in  practice 
questions  and  disputes  are  constantly 
arising,  and  such  disputes  might  easily 
produce  great  inconvenience.  It  is  not 
very  clear  how  far  the  sphere  of  British 
influence  extends  in  different  directions. 
It  seems  to  me  it  might  be  arranged  that 
repi'esentatives  of  the  companies  in- 
terested and  Delegates  of  the  respective 
Governments  should  meet  amicably  in 
conference  and  agree  as  to  boundaries, 
and  these  might  be  laid  down  on  maps, 
and  copies  given  to  all  concerned. 

(6.29.)  Mr.  W.  REDMOND:  The 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  has 
several  times  spoken  of  "  spheres  of  in- 
fluence.'* I  think  it  would  be  a  satisfac- 
tion if  we  could  hear  once  for  all  what 
we  are  to  understand  by  a  "  sphere  of 
influence.'*  Does  it  mean  a  territory  or 
a  district  which  this  country  is  bound 
to  defend  against  any  other  ?  I  hold 
that  the  dispute  with  Portugal 
arose  out  of  the  vagueness  of 
the  phrase  *  sphere  of  influence.' 
If  the  right  hon-.  Gentleman  will  give 
some  explanation  to  the  House  on  these 
points,  he  may  bo  able  to  satisfy  the 
minds  of  those  who  regard  with  some 
apprehension  tlie  present  ]X)sition  of  this 
country  in  regard  to  its  African  responsi- 
bilities. 

CoLONEi.  XOLAN  (Galway) :  I  would 
point  out  that  we  had  a  lesson  with 
regard  to  our  relations  with  South  Africa 
some  10  years  ago.  I  refer  to  the  fact 
that  in  consequence  of  the  attempt  of 
the  Government,  which  was  unfortu- 
nately sucoessful,  to  stop  discussion  in 
regard  to  the  Zulu  War,  we  were  led 
into  a  second  war,  and  so  had  two  wars 
instead  of  one.  According  to  the  speech 
made  by  the  Prime  Minister  at  the 
begfinning  of   this  year,   the  affairs  of 
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Africa  were  interesting  European  Powers 
to  such  an  exteift  that  the  Airican  Ques- 
tion had  become  at  that  moment  an 
Europsan  Question.  Having  studied  this 
matter  somewhat  attentively  I  should 
like  to  hear  the  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  ASairs  clear  up  the  question  as  to 
the  principle  on  which  it  is  intended  to 
settle  the  different  spheres  of  influence 
of  the  European  Powers.  According  to 
what  has  happened  in  the  case  of  Portu- 
gal it  would  appaar  that  the  possession 
of  the  saaboard  outside  the  sphere  of 
Portugues3  influence  does  not  give  the 
right  to  interference  in  regard  to  the 
interior;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  our 
whole  case  in  regard  to  the  question  that 
has  arisen  with  reference  to  Germany  is 
that  the  possession  of  the  seaboard  does 
giv<5  a  right  of  access  to  the  interior 
territory.  Thus  it  will  be  seen  that  we 
are  conducting  a  diplomatic  argument 
with  two  different  Powers  on  what  is 
practically  the  same  point,  but  on  abso- 
lutely opposite  principles.  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  will  be  able  to  tell  us 
on  what  principle  we  are  defining  these 
different  spheres  of  influence.  Whether 
it  is  right  or  wrong  that  we  should 
occupy  certain  portions  of  the  interior 
of  Africa  is  a  matter  of  little  con- 
83quence,  as  compared  with  the  enormous 
dangers  and  expense  that  will  be  in- 
curred by  any  Government  that  may 
hold  such  a  position.  As  has  already  been 
pointed  out,  there  is  nothing  so  likely 
to  prevent  European  Powers  from  being 
dragged  into  future  wars  in  regard  to 
the  administration  of  African  territory  as 
the  proper  definition  of  the  spheres  of 
influence  accorded  to  each  Power.  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
ought  to  take  the  House  into  his  confi- 
dence and  tell  us  something  of  the  prin- 
ciples on  which  he  is  settling  these 
questions.  At  present  we  have  no 
quarrel  with  Germany,  and  we  ought  to 
get  some  information  from  the  Govern- 
ment on  this  very  important  question. 

Da.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College 
Division) :  I  should  like  to  have  some 
explanation  from  the  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  as  to  the  Nyassa 
district.  It  is  stated  that  missionaries 
out  there  have  recently  been  engaged  in 
very  warlike  operations,  in  regard  to 
which  we  should  like  to  have  some 
definite  information  from  Hor  Majesty's 


Government.  We  find  that  the  Consul 
at  Nyassa  receives  £500  a  year,  while 
there  is  also  a  Consul  at  Quillimane,  who 
has  been  imprisoned  for  some  contraven- 
tion of  the  Portuguese  law,  and  two 
Vice  Consuls  in  the  African  mainlands 
serving  with  the  army  of  the  mission- 
aries, who  have  been  fighting  against  the 
Arabs.  Now,  wo  should  like  to  know 
who  these  gentlemen  are.  Last  year  the 
position  was  this  :  Some  of  these  mis- 
sionaries and  some  military  officers 
belonging  to  Her  Majesty's  Army  were 
engaged  in  a  filibustering  war  against 
the  Arabs,  for  which  I  do  not  blame 
them ;  but  I  think  I  am  entitled  to  press 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  define 
what  was  their  position  in  regard  to  this 
matter,  and  what  they  think  are  the 
actual  rights  and  wrongs  of  the  mis- 
sionaries. It  is  stated  that  they  com- 
menced their  operations  in  self-defence, 
that  then  they  asked  Her  Majesty's 
Government  for  protection,  and  were 
told  that  if  they  protected  themselves 
they  would  only  be  doing  what  men  in 
such  a  situation  had  a  right  to  do.  The 
consequence  was  that  they  did  protect 
themselves,  with  great  valour  and 
energy,  as  any  other  set  of  men  would 
do  who  were  fighting  for  their  lives  ;  but 
at  this  point  a  diplomatic  dispute  arose 
in  connection  with  the  Vice  Consul  at 
Quillimane.  The  Portuguese  refused  to 
permit  the  importation  of  arms  and 
ammunition  for  their  defence,  and,  while 
our  Government  were  encouraging  them 
to  defend  themselves,  the  Portuguese 
Government — according  to  the  Portu- 
guese Report — had,  at  the  instigation  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  laid  down 
regulations  forbidding  the  importation 
of  gunpowder  and  weapons  by  way  of 
Quillimane  or  other  portions  of  the 
Portuguese  territory.  The  consequence 
was  that  our  own  subjects  were  pre- 
vented from  obtaining  arms  and  ammu- 
nition, while  it  was  alleged  that  the 
Portuguese  were  allowing  arms  and 
gunpowder  to  be  sent  in  for  the  use  of 
the  Arabs  to  any  extent  they  might 
require.  It  was  because  of  the  alleged 
improper  importation  of  gunpowder  and 
arms  that  our  Vice  Consul  was  im- 
prisoned, and  that  imprisonment  means 
a  very  long  time,  because  the  Vice 
Consul  would  have  to  appeal  to  the 
Lisbon  Authorities  to  get  his  sentence 
reyeraed,  or  confirmed,  as  the  case  might 
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be,  and  await  the  result.  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  to  inform  the  Com- 
mittee whether  the  Vice  Consul  at 
Qnillimane  has  been  got  out  of 
the  mess  into  which  he  has 
been  drawn,  or  whether  he  still 
remains  with  the  legal  sword  of 
the  Portuguese  hanging  over  his 
head  f  The  right  hon.  Baronet  has 
told  us  that  while  British  interests  in 
that  district  are  watched  over  by  Her 
Majesty's  Grovernment  we  need  have  no 
anxiety ;  but  I  say  that  it  is  just  when 
they  are  watched  over  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  that  we  have  the  greatest 
anxiety,  and  it  is  for  this  reason  and 
because  of  the  oracular  and  sphinx-like 
nature  of  the  reply  given  to  my  hon. 
Friend  behind  me  that  I  venture  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  for  more  definite 
information. 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSOX :  I  am  sure  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has  no  wish  that 
I  should  enter  at  length  into  matters 
that  have  been  lately  in  dispute  between 
Her  Majesty's  Government  and  that  of 
Portugal,  so  as  to  run  the  risk  of  re- 
viving the  irritation  which  I  trust  is  in 
the  course  of  being  allayed ;  but  I  should 
be  sorry  to  be  thought  unduly  reticent 
by  withholding  information  which  I  am 
able  to  give  in  terms  that  I  liops  may  be 
satisfactory  to  the  House.  I  have  been 
questioned  as  to  the  division  of  the 
territory  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Nyassa, 
and  the  arrangement  for  the  administra- 
tion of  the  district.  I  have  to  say  that 
1  am  not  at  present  in  a  position  to 
make  a  declaration  on  that  subject. 
It  is  evident  that  the  arrangement*  for 
the  administration  of  these  regions  must 
be  a  matter  of  very  careful  consideration ; 
and  I  think  hon.  Gentlemen  will  see  that 
I  should  be  acting  very  improperly  were 
I  to  make  a  premature  declaration  on 
this  subject.  It  is  a  difficult  subject, 
and  of  course  it  is  dependent  upon  other 
negotiations  which  have  not  been  brought 
to  a  conclusion.  I  think  it  would  be 
extremely  desirable  that  the  spheres  of 
influence  of  the  various  Powers  in  Africa 
should  be  defined,  but  obviously  that  is 
an  object  which  cannot  be  accomplished 
in  a  short  time.  It  is  only  lately  that 
we  have  been  able  to  efEect  limitations 
with  the  French  in  Western  Africa,  and 
we  hope  that  result  will  be  found 
extremely  beneficial  for  the  profitable 
exercise  of  oar  respective  influences  and 
J)r,  Cctmeron 


the  avoidance  of  disputes.  But  it  may 
be  a  long  time  before  that  will  be  brought 
about  everywhere.  It  is  not  to  be 
wondered  at  that,  when  various  Powers 
are  pushing  their  influence  in  regions 
never  before  reached,  it  should  not  be 
found  possible  at  once  to  define  the 
territories.  The  hon.  Member  for  Fer- 
managh asked  what  is  meant  by  "  sphere 
of  influence."  A  "sphere  of  influence,"  I 
take  it,  is  founded  upon  an  agreement 
made  between  the  Powers  concerned. 
For  instance,  there  may  be  a  declaration 
of  a  sphere  of  influence  between  two 
Powers  which  may  not  alEect  a  third 
Power's  influence,  like  the  agreement 
made  between  the  Portuguese  and  the 
Germans  with  respect  to  abstention  from 
the  exercise  of  their  respective  influence 
beyond  a  certain  line.  In  that  case  it  was 
a  declaration  of  abstention  as  regards  an- 
other Power.  In  the  same  way,  the  respec- 
tive spheres  of  influence  of  Great  Britain 
and  of  Germany  are  defined  in  North- 
Eastem  Africa,  so  that  our  colonising 
and  administrative  operations  and  theirs 
may  not  clash  one  with  the  other.  The 
object  of  declaring  a  "sphere  of  in- 
fluence "  is  to  avoid  collision  with  other 
Powers,  and  I  hope  that,  as  far  as  the 
declaration  of  the  spheres  of  influence 
have  gone,  they  will  prove  profitable  in 
that  direction.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  lias  declared  himself  against 
entrusting  companies  with  colonising 
operations.  Nothing  I  can  say  would 
alter  his  opinion  upon  tliat  point,  but  it 
is  a  policy  which  was  not  adopted  by 
Her  Majesty's  present  Government. 
We  have  succeeded  to  arrangements 
made  by  our  predecessors,  and  have  our- 
selves made  others  of  a  similar  kind.  As  1 
understand  that  policy,  it  is  to  regulate 
and  control  the  settlement  of  our  country- 
men in  uncivilised  countries,  so  that  they 
may  avoid  the  errors  which  have 
often  been  committed  in  times  past. 
Such  powers  may  be  exercised  by  the 
companies,  whom  we  know  and  whom  we 
can  control.  The  Committee  will  re- 
member that  under  the  Royal  Charters 
there  can  be  no  administration  or  ques- 
tion of  settlement  without  the  sanction 
or  control  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
My  hon.  Friend  asked  a  question  with 
regard  to  the  amalgamation  of  these  two 
companies,  and  inquired  what  would  be 
their  rights  under  the  Royal  Charters. 
There  has  been  hitherto  no  question  of 
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granting  any  charter  to  the^e  companies 
in  the  interior  of  Africa.  These  com- 
panies are  voluntary  associations  at 
present ;  they  assume  and  regulate  their 
own  responsibility.  We  have  nothing  to 
say  to  their  amalgamation,  because  they 
are  bodies  over  whom  we  have  no 
control.  If  they  amalgamate  for  their 
own  purposes,  and  then  approach  Her 
Majesty's  Government  with  the  view  of 
obtaining  certain  powers,  then  arises  a 
question  whether  they  ought  to  possess 
those  powers.  But  that  is  a  question 
which  has  not  been  considered. 

Commander  BETHELL  :  Is  it  the  case 
that  the  South  African  Company  are  not 
bounded  on  the  North  at  all,  and  that  it 
is  provided  in  their  charter  that  they 
may  extend  on  the  North  ? 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  I  believe 
that  is  the  case.  Similarly  there 
is  no  boundary  line  by  which  the  East 
African  Company  are  confined.  But  I 
would  point  out  to  the  House  that  it  is 
not  desirable  that  these  matters  should 
be  too  closely  discussed,  for  it  is  manifest 
that  such  discussions  must  touch  the 
interests  of  other  countries.  It  has  been 
remarked  that  I  have  been  very  reticent 
in  these  matters,  and  I  would  observe 
that  it  is  not  unreasonable  I  should  be 
so.  The  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
asked  what  are  the  rights  of  the  South 
African  Company.  They  are  limited  to 
the  terms  of  the  Charter,  and  they  will 
be  answerable  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment for  the  way  in  which  they  exercise 
their  powers.  Judging  by  other  com- 
panies' successes,  I  hope  these  Chartered 
Companies  have  a  future  before  them, 
and  that  they  will  lead  to  an  extension  of 
British  dominions  and  protection  in  the 
regions  in  which  they  operate.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow  wished  for  an 
explanation  of  the  presence  of  the  Con- 
sul at  Mozambique  and  in  the  neighbour- 
ing districts.  One  Consul  was  appointed 
in  the  Nyassa  district;  the  other  hap- 
pened to  be  travelling  in  the  country, 
and,  with  much  courage  and  devotion,  he 
rendered  assistance  to  the  handful  of 
Europeans  who  were  maintaining  an 
unequal  contest.  It  is  true  that  a 
mib'tary  officer  took  part,  but  I  hardly 
think  it  worthy  to  call  the  strife  in 
which  they  were  engaged  as  a  "  filibus- 
tering expedition."  The  British,  ani  the 
tribes  friendly  to  them,  were  attacked  by 
slave  traders,  who,  with  fire  and  sword, 


spread  desolation  through  those  region* 
of  Africa,  and  when  they  saw  danger  im- 
minent, they  were  compelled  to  stand  on 
their  defence.  With  regard  to  the  im- 
prisonment of  the  Consul  at  Mozambique, 
I  am  happy  to  say  that  it  was  a  mere 
trifling  and  ephemeral  matter.  He  waa 
a  gentleman  who  acted  for  a  time  as 
unpaid  Vice-Consul.  We  have  a  great 
many  about  the  world  who  perform  the 
necessary  duties  merely  for  the  fees. 
This  gentleman,  in  his  private  capacity, 
received  the  consignment  of  rockets  for 
the  service  of  the  Lake  Company.  He 
made,  as  he  thought,  an  honest  declara* 
tion  of  the  consignment  to  the  Local 
Authorities.  He  was  arrested,  but 
before  the  day  was  over  he  was 
released,  and  there  was  an  end  of  the 
incident.  I  think  I  have  answered  all 
the  questions,  and  I  hope  the  Committee 
will  not  consider  it  necessary  to  go 
further  into  matters  which  have  lately 
caused  some  little  difficulty  between 
two  countries  so  long  friendly  as  Great 
Britain  and  Portugal,  but  leave  the 
settlement  of  points  which  are  still  in 
question  between  us,  without  the  risk 
of  publicity,  to  be  brought  to  a  conclusion, 
which  is  not,  I  hope,  far  distant,  and 
which  may  restore  the  friendly  relations 
which  I  trust  will  always  subsist  between 
the  two  countries. 

Dr.  CAMERON:  I  want  t«  know 
something  about  the  Nyassa  District. 
When  I  used  the  word  "  filibustering  " 
I  thought  it  conveyed  a  much  more 
definite  idea  than  do  the  words  ^*  sphere 
of  influence."  "  Filibustering  "  means  the 
fighting  of  certain  persons  without  their 
being  commissioned  by  any  recognised 
Government.  That  was  the  case  with 
the  fighting  in  Nyassaland.  What  I 
want  to  know  is  this  :  If  you  get  these 
"  spheres  of  influence  "  defined  how  are 
the  people  within  them  to  be  governed  T 
By  these  Chartered  Companies?  If 
so,  we  should  have  some  guarantee  that 
they  will  be  responsible  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  Great  Britain.  What  I  com- 
plain of  is  that  at  the  present  moment 
they  are  not  in  that  position  at  alL 
The  Consul  or  Representative  of 
the  Government  haa  no  power. 
He  had  no  official  position  among 
these  men  who  were  fighting  for 
their  lives  ;  he  had  no  control  over  them  > 
and  the  consequence  was  that  these 
British  subjects  were  engaged  in   what 
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was  neither  more  nor  less  than  fili- 
bustering. I  must  say  it  appears  to  me 
to  be  a  matter  deserving  of  some 
consideration  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man does  not  seem  to  be  aware  of  the 
seriousness  of  such  a  state  of  matters. 
Only  a  few  years  back  I  had  occasion  to 
C5all  attention  to  an  occurrence  in  the 
same  district,  where  some  missionaries 
took  extraordinary  powers  into  their  own 
hands,  punishing  natives  most  severely 
for  certain  offences  against  chastity. 
Because  the  natives  had  their  own 
ideas  as  to  what  was  right  and  wrong 
these  missionaries  inflicted  on  them  most 
atrocious  punishment,  absolutely  beating 
some  of  them  to  death.  We  were  told 
that  these  matters  brought  them  within 
the  scope  of  our  law,  and  that  a  Mission 
wouldgofrom  Zanzibar  to  the  scene  of  the 
disorder.  However,  the  person  charged 
with  the  Mission  fell  ill,  and  nothing 
was .  done.  Having  seen  such  things 
going  on  for  a  series  of  years,  and 
having  seen  a  prolonged  system  of 
fighting  taking  place  for  another  series  of 
years,  knowing  that  this  country  takes  a 
great  interest  in  these  people  and  will 
not  see  them  abandoned,  and  knowing 
that  these  people  are  open  to  a  recurrence 
of  such  dangers,  I  say  that  we  ourselves 
may  be  landed  in  a  mess  unless  we 
take  the  matter  in  hand  and 
establish  some  permanent  form  of 
Government.  The  answer  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  gives  me  is  that  nothing 
has  been  done,  and  that  nothing  is  to  be 
done.  I  say  the  Government  have  made 
Chartered  Companies.  These  companies 
derive  their  rights  from  you.  Are  you 
going  to  give  them  rights  over  the 
territory  occupied  by  these  missionaries 
and  the  population  they  have  drawn  up 
around  them ;  are  you  going  to  leave 
these  people  governed  by  responsible 
companies  able  to  defend  them  if 
attacked  in  the  exercise  of  their  legal 
powers ;  or  do  you  intend  to  leave  things 
to  drift  on  as  they  have  drifted  for  years 
past  in  a  manner  which,  sooner  or  later, 
is  sure  to  embroil  the  relations  of  this 
country  with  those  of  other  countries 
who  have  interests  in  this  part  of  the 
world  ? 

(7.4.)  Mr.  LABOUCHEEE  :  A  little 
time  ago  I  made  some  observations  as  to 
the  South  African  Companies,  and  you. 
Sir,  quite  rightly  held  that  those  obser- 
vations were  not  in  order,  though  I 
Dr,  Cameron 


should  be  able  to  make  them  when  we 
got  more  to  the  Consular  part  of  this 
Vote.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Under  Secretary  has  answered  one 
or  two  of  the  observations  I  made,  so  I 
presume  it  will  be  convenient  for  me 
to  refer  to  those  matters  now.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  put  forward  as  an  excuse 
that  some  of  these  charters  were  granted 
by  previous  Governments;  but  that  is  no 
answer  to  hon.  Members  sitting  in  this 
part  of  the  House,  who  take  up  a 
perfectly  independent  attitude,  and 
oppose  such  charters  no  matter  by  what 
Government  granted.  We  have  opposed 
them  when  Liberal  Governments  have 
been  in  power  precisely  as  we  oppose 
them  when  Conservative  Governments 
are  in  power.  I  tried  a  short  time  back 
to  discover  how  these  charters  are 
given.  So  far  as  I  can  see,  they  are 
granted  in  the  loosest  possible  manner. 
Some  gentleman,  presumably  with  in- 
fluence, goes  to,  I  suppose,  the  Colonial 
Secretary  and  says,  "We  want  a 
charter."  There  is  no  opposition.  No 
one  knows  that  the  charter  is  being 
asked  for  until  it  is  granted;  and  as 
those  who  ask  for  it  are  persons  of  some 
influence,  it  seems  an  almost  necessary 
consequence  of  asking  for  a  charter  that 
it  should  be  given.  With  respect  to 
this  South  African  Charter  last  Session, 
there  were  certain  grants  made  by  Lo- 
bengula,  the  chief  King  of  Matabeleland, 
to  Mr.  Cecil   Rhodes.     I  asked  several 

questions  about  the  matter 

<7.7.)  The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  pointed 
out  before  that  the  question  of  the 
sphere  of  action  of  these  Chartered 
Companies  would  come  more  properly 
under  a  later  Vote  dealing  with  South 
Africa.  It  may  be  dealt  with  here  in  so 
far  as  the  territory  embraced  in  the 
charter  touches  territory  also  affected 
by  the  Consular  Vote,  but  you  cannot 
on  this  Vote  discuss  the  policy  of  the 
original  granting  of  a  charter. 

(7.8.)  Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  under- 
stand.  Sir.  As  to  the  matter  before  us, 
let  us  have  some  clear  understanding 
as  to  how  far  the  **  sphere  of  in^uence," 
if  you  like  to  call  it  so,  extends.  What 
has  been  the  answer  of  the  Under 
Secretary?  He  says  the  House  ought 
to  be  very  reticent  about  these  charters, 
as  ill-advised  publicity  may  get  us  into 
trouble  with  other  nations.  He  seems 
to  think  that  it  is  the  Foreign  Office  and 
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not  this  House  who  has  to  settle  these 
matters.  It  seems  to  me  that  both  this 
House  and  Foreign  Governments  ought 
to  know  how  far  the  sphere  of  in- 
fluence of  these  companies  extends.  It 
should  be  specifically  stated  how  far  the 
territorial  authority  of  each  company 
extends.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  whether,  in  the  case  of  this 
latest  company,  it  is  a  fact  that  there 
is  no  specified  line  of  delimitation — ^is 
the  Zambesi  the  boundary,  and,  if  not, 
what  is  the  line  of  demarcation  ?  It  is 
most  desirable  to  lay  down  definite 
frontier  lines  between  the  sphere  of 
influence  of  each  European  country ;  or 
else,  by  the  action  of  one  of  these  com- 
panies, we  may  find  ourselves  involved 
in  war  with  France,  Germany,  Portugal, 
or  some  other  European  nation. 

*(7.10.)  Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  I 
thought  I  had  indicated  what  the 
answer  is  on  this  point.  I  thought  1 
gave  the  Committee  to  understand  that 
the  interior  frontier  of  this  company  has 
not  been  definitely  limited  ;  but  let  me 
say  that  the  company  working  this  Royal 
Charter  will  be  closely  watched  and  will 
not  be  allowed  to  commit  any  acts  that 
might  involve  us  with  Foreign  Powers. 
Any  step  which  it  might  desire  to  take 
which  would  seriously  endanger  our 
relation^  with  Foreign  Powers  would 
not  receive  the  sanction  of  the*  Home 
Government,  under  whose  control  the^ 
company  is. 

(7.11.)  Dr.  FARQUHARSON  (Aber- 
deenshire,  W.)  :  I  should  like  to  put  a 
question  about  a  matter  which  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Market 
Harborough  Division  brought  before  the 
House  last  Session.  I  would  ask 
whether  there  is  any  likelihood  of  a 
relaxation  of  the  extremely  inconvenient 
regulations  restraining  British  medical 
men  from  practising  in  Switzerland  ? 

♦(7.12.)  Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  I  have 
heard  several  complaints  on  this  head. 
It  is^  no  doubt,  a  hardship  on  our 
fellow-countrymen  in  Switzerland  that 
they  cannot  always  avail  themselves  of 
the  services  of  British  medical  men,  but 
the  medical  profession  is  a  close  one  in 
all  European  countries.  In  Switzerland 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  been 
unable  to  come  to  satisfactory  terms 
with  the  Swiss  Authorities,  mainly  owing 
to  there  being  no  equivalent  to  be  given 
to  the  Swiss  in  return  for  the  relaxation 


of  the  objectionable  regulations.  An 
arrangement  has,  hpwever,  been  come  to 
in  favour  of  British  medical  men 
regularly  living  in  Switzerland.  I  am 
afraid,  however,  that  it  is  not  possible  to 
get  rid  of  the  main  grievance  the  hon. 
Member  refers  to. 

(7.14.)  Mr.  DIXON-HARTLAIID 
(Middlesex,  Uxbridge):  I  woTild  point 
out  that,  according  to  my  own  Imow- 
ledge,  last  year  an  English  medical  man 
was  fined  500  francs  for  giving  medical 
advice  to  a  lady  staying  at  the  same 
hotel  in  the  Engadine. 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  That  medical 
gentleman  was  not  one  of  those  in 
whose  favour  the  relaxation  was  made. 

(7.16.)  Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  think 
the  Swiss  Authorities  are  quite  right. 
There  are  a  lot  of  quacks  in  England, 
and  precautions  are  taken  in  this  country 
against  their  palming  themselves  off  as 
fully-qualified  medical  men.  How  are 
the  Swiss  to  know  whether  an  alleged 
British  medical  man  is  really  qualified  or 
not  ?  Why  should  not  an  English  doctor 
who  goes  abroad  be  required  to  show  to 
some  Authority  there  that  he  knows 
something  of  his  profession?  The-  ex- 
amination English  doctors  are  required 
to  pass  in  Switzerland  is  a  very  simple 
one,  and  I  am  assured  that  only  the 
greatest  ignoramus  would  fail  under  it. 
I  have  seen  a  good  deal  of  English 
doctors  abroad.  Generally  speaking, 
they  are  little  men  who  cannot  get  on  at 
home.  They  call  themselves  "  Dr.,''  get 
puffed  by  their  friends,  and  secure  a 
practice,  and  end  by  killing  and  destroy- 
ing far  more  than  the  native  doctors  in 
their  own  country.  I  hope  nothing  will 
be  done  to  'urge  Switzerland  to  do  away 
with  the  excellent  regulations  she  has 
laid  down  in  tliis  matter. 

(7.17.)  Mr.  p.  STANHOPE: 
I  -must  take  exception  to  the  items 
for  clerk  allowances  in  the  case  of 
Chili,  Mexico,  Peru,  Roumania,  Servia, 
and  other  places.  In  my  opinion,  Chili 
and  Bulgaria  would  be  excellent  schools 
for  some  of  the  young  attaches.  We 
have  56  second  and  third  secretaries, 
who  seem  to  enjoy  themselves  in  the 
larger  capitals.  In  Paris  there  are 
five,  in  Vienna  five,  in  Berlin  five,  and 
so  on.  Many  of  them  1  believe  to  be 
redundant.  In  Bulgaria  Mr.  O'Conor 
has  done  excellent  service,  and  a  young 
attach^  would  be  greatly  benefited  by 
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of  Brazil.  A  very  large  establisliment 
is  maintained  at  Rio.  Here  is  a 
Minister  at  £4,000  a  year,  and  the  rent  of 
a  house  £500 ;  a  Secretary  at  £700  ;  a 
Consul  at  £1,000,  and  a  Vice- 
Consul  at  £450.  It  is  a  very 
large  establishment  indeed.  I  would 
take  the  opportunity  to  ask  whether 
we  have  now  settled  down  to 
ordinary  diplomatic  relations  with  the 
Brazilian  Republic,  whether  all  ques- 
tion of  acknowledging  the  Republic  has 
been  set  at  rest,  and  whether  we  are  now 
on  the  same  diplomatic  footing  with  the 
de  /a<!to  Government  of  Brazil  as  with 
any  other  country  ?  Also,  I  should  like  to 
ask  whether,  now  that  a  Republican  form 
of  Government  is  established  in  Brazil,  it 
would  not  be  possible  to  reduce  the  ex- 
penditure for  our  representation  in  that 
country  to,  at  all  events,  the  level  of  that 
which  the  Committee  has  sanctioned  for 
the  Argentine  Republic?  There  is,  no 
doubt,  a  considerable  amount  of  show 
and  ceremonial  attending  an  Imperial 
Court,  but  that  Court  having  ceased  to 
exist  in  Brazil,  no  doubt  the  Ambassa- 
dorial expenses  there  will  b3  considerably 
reduced.  I  know  the  country  is  large 
and  important,  but  I  do  not  know  that 
our  interests  there  are  greater  than  in 
the  Argentine  Republic,  and  there  is 
no  great  amount  of  British  emigration 
to  Brazil.  I  do  not  know  what  the 
Consul  and  Vice-Consul  have  to  do  in 
addition  to  what  is  done  by  the  Minister, 
the  Secretary,  and  the  Under  Secretary, 
but  I  think  they  must  all  have  an  easy 
time.  It  appears  to  me  there  is  no 
necessity  to  keep  up  a  Legation  on 
such  an  extravagant  scale,  and  I  therefore 
move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by 
£1,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £306,909, 
be  granted  for  the  said  Service." — (aS'iV 
George  Campbell.) 

♦(5.35.)  Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON: 
The  hon.  Member  is  not  quite  correct  in 
assuming  that  our  relations  with  Brazil 
have  been  continued  on  the  same  footing 
as  heretofore.  The  exact  position  is  that 
until  the  provisional  Government,  is 
ratified  by  the  country,  or,  at  all  events, 
by  a  Representative  Assembly,  we,  in 
common  with  other  Powers,  only 
recognise  it  as  the  de  facto  Government. 
I  think  the  Committee  will  see  that  it 
Sir  G,  Campbell 


would  be  an  extremely  invidious  pro- 
ceeding to  alter  the  status  and  position 
of  our  Minister  in  Brazil,  just  because  it 
has  ceased  to  be  an  Empire,  and  has 
become  a  Republic.  As  to  British 
interests  in  Brazil  being  small,  I  think 
it  must  be  generally  known  that  the 
reverse  is  the  case,  and  an  enormous 
amount  of  British  capital  has  been  in- 
vested in  Brazil,  and  in  a  variety  of 
ways  our  interests  in  that  country  are 
very  large.  I  can  assure  tlie  Committee 
that  questions  very  frequently  arise  and 
call  for  the  interposition  of  our  ^linister 
in  Brazil,  and  these  questions,  require  very 
careful  handling  indeed.  Again,  I  must 
remind  the  Committee  that  these  posts, 
and  the  pay  attached,  had  the  careful  con- 
sideration of  the  Diplomatic  and  Consular 
Committee,  and  1  do  not  think  the  Com- 
mittee will  considerthe  recommendations 
made  are  obsolete  because  the  inquiry 
was  made  19  years  ago. 

(5.39.)  Mr.  W.  REDMOND:  It 
would  be  unfortunate,  I  think,  if  wc, 
by  any  change  in  diplomatic  representa- 
tion, should  seem  to  throw  discredit  on 
the  present  form  of  Government  in 
Brazil,  or  to  imply  an  opinion  one  way 
or  the  other  upon  the  political  change 
in  Brazil.  Among  the  items  in  respect 
to  the  Legation  in  Brazil  I  find  £300 
for  the  services  of  a  translator,  and  we 
further  find  that  this  same  gentleman 
holds  the  post  of  Vice  Consul  at  Rio.  I 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
what  amount  in  addition  to  the  £300  is 
paid  for  the  Vice  Consular  duties  ?  I 
presume  that  the  translator  is  required 
to  have  a  know^ledge  of  the  Spanish  lan- 
guage ;  but  would  it  not  be  perfectly 
possible  to  obtain  a  Secretary  to  the 
Legation  with  this  knowledge,  and  so 
efFect  an  economy  of  £300  ? 

♦(5.40.)  Mr.  p.  STANHOPE:  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  give  us  somt^ 
assurance  that  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vern- 
ment,  while  recognising  the  de  facto  Go- 
vernment in  Brazil,  will  insure  the  care- 
ful watching  of  British  interests  by 
our  Minister  there.  Those  interests  are 
very  considerable.  It  must  be  generally 
known  that  many  English  companies 
have  invested  large  capital  in  railway 
and  other  works  in  Brazil,  and  with,  1 
think,  hopeful  prospects  in  the  future. 
I  am  anxious  there  should  be  no 
semblance  of  discredit  cast  upon  the 
future  of  Brazil,  and  I  trust  that  Her 
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Majesty's  Government  will  urge  upon  the 
Government  of  Brazil  the  desirability  of 
upholding  public  credit  in  the  interest  of 
the  country,  and  of  British  subjects  who 
have  invested  their  capital  there. 

♦(5.41.)  Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON  : 
J  am  afraid  I  cannot,  ofE-hand,  tell  the 
Committee  the  amount  of  the  pay 
attached  to  the  additional  duties  of  the 
translator,  but  I  will  give  the  information 
on  Report.  I  am  sure  the  hon.  Member 
will  see  it  is  not  possible  to  anticipate  all 
the  questions  that  may  be  asked.  As  to 
the  reason  for  the  extra  pay,  I  could 
recall  many  cases  in  which  the  translation 
and  compilation  of  oflBcial  papers  in  a 
foreign  country  require  a  knowledge  that 
cannot  be  acquired  in  a  short  time,  and 
indeed,  knowledge  of  a  technical 
character,  and  at  certain  posts  it  has 
been  necessary,  with  every  desire  for 
economy,  to  retain  the  extra  services 
of  gentlemen  as  translators,  for 
which  they  are  paid  in  addition 
to  the  salary  attaching  to  their  ordinary 
duties.  As  to  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wednesbury,  undoubtedly 
Her  Majesty's  Representative  in  his 
informal  relations  with  the  cfe  facto 
Government  of  Brazil  will  continue  to 
look  after  British  interests  as  heretofore  ; 
and  I  am  glad  to  say  he  is  on  good  terms 
with  the  existing  Government,  and  as 
in  former  times  obtains  satisfaction 
whenever  it  has  been  required.  It  would 
be  most  unfortunate  if,  for  a  single  day, 
those  relations  should  be  suspended. 

(5.43.)  Mr.  W.  REDMOND :  I  find 
here  the  information  I  sought,  and  it 
r.ppears  that  this  gentleman  who  gets 
£300  as  translator  receives  also  £450  as 
Vice  Consul  at  Rio.  This,  I  think,  is  an 
unsatisfactory  way  of  distributing  ex- 
penditure over  the  Estimates.  Why  not 
set  down  the  payment  in  one  item  as 
£750  ]  Anyone  who  did  not  take  the 
trouble  to  examine  the  matter  carefully 
would  suppose  that  the  payment  is  made 
to  two  men,  whereas  this  ofl&cial,  in  his 
double  capacity,  receives  £50  a  year 
more  than  the  Secretary  to  the  Legation. 
It  seems  to  me  to  be  an  extravagant 
item.  No  doubt  a  translator  must  be 
thoroughly  conversant  with  the  Spanish 
language ;  but  does  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man mean  to  say  that  in  Brazil  it  is 
not  possible  to  get  the  services  of  a 
gentleman  thoroughly  qualified  for  a 
salary  of  £500,  and  who  would  consider 


himself  well  paid  for  his  services  as  Vice 
Consul  and  translator?  But  I  have  a 
doubt  if  it  is  possible  for  one  man  to 
discharge  the  double  duty.  In  any  case, 
I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
promise  to  communicate  with  the  Head 
of  the  Legation  in  Brazil  with  a  view  to 
effecting  an  economy  in  expenditure 
under  this  head. 

(5.46.)  Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  : 
I  only  wish  to  disclaim  the  idea  that  a 
Republic  requires  an  inferior  representa- 
tion to  an  Empire.  All  I  suggested  was 
that  under  a  Republic  there  is  less  cere- 
monial, and  Ambassadors  have  less  ex- 
penses. We  are  represented  by  an 
Ambassador  in  the  United  States,  and 
our  relations  with  that  Government  are 
very  important ;  but  our  Representative 
there  receives  less  than  do  Ambassadors 
to  France,  Germany,  Turkey,  Russia,  and 
other  countries.  The  fact  is,  that  under 
a  Republic  the  habits  of  official  life  are 
simpler,  and  rightly  so.  Jkly  suggestion 
amounted  to  this  :  that  as  soon  as  matters 
are  settled  in  Brazil  the  question  of  the 
salary  for  our  Representative  tliere 
should  be  re-considered. 

(5.47.)  Mr.  W.  REDMOND :  I  do 
not  wish  to  press  the  matter  unduly ; 
but  can  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  tell 
us  that  the  one  official  can  discharge  the 
duties  of  both  translator  and  Vice  Consul ; 
why  the  two  salaries  should  not  be 
entered  as  one  item ;  and  can  he  hold 
out  any  hope  of  an  economy  in  this 
particular  ? 

*(5.48.)  Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON  ; 
The  fact  is,  these  salaries  are  continually 
being  revised,  and  whenever  a  post  falls 
vacant  any  economy  that  can  be  made  is 
effected.  Very  often  the  new  officer 
appointed  receives  less  salary  than  his 
predecessor,  and  the  Committee  will 
observe  that  occasionally  where  the 
work  does  not  seem  to  require  an  officer 
of  so  high  a  grade  a  transfer  of  that 
officer  is  made  to  a  place  where  there  is 
more  work  and  greater  responsibility. 
The  Committee  may  be  assured  that 
these  Estimates  are  year  by  year  narrowly 
examined  by  the  Treasury,  and  no 
opportunity  for  effecting  an  economy  is 
lost.  On  Report  I  shall  be  able  to  give 
the  hon.  Member  the  reasons  for  the 
arrangement  in  the  case  he  mentions, 
and  it  certainly  was  made  because,  after 
consideration,  it  appeared  the  most 
economical  and  suitable. 
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Mr.  W.   REDMOND:    Then   I   have 
nothing  more  to  say  now. 
Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Original  Question  again  proposed. 

(5.53.)  Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edin- 
burgh, W.) :  There  aro  one  or  two 
questions  I  should  like  to  ask  in  regard 
to  our  relations  with  Foreign  Powers 
upon  matters  connected  with  Africa.  In 
this  connection  there  have,  of  course, 
been  difficulties  which  have  prevented 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  from  answer- 
ing questions,  and  though  there  was  a 
short  discussion  duriEg  the  debate  upon 
the  Address,  I  think  we  have  shown 
every  forbearance  towards  the  Foreign 
Office  and  have  given  ample  time  for 
framing  proposals  for  reasonable  settle- 
ments of  difficulties  that  have  arisen  on 
the  Sbire  River  and  in  the  Nyassa 
country.  We  anxiously  look  forward  to 
a  statement  which  will  tsll  us  how  these 
difficulties  have  been  met,  and  that  some 
effectual  form  of  Government  has  been 
established  there.  We  also  look  forward 
to  a  settlement  of  the  questions  relating 
W:o  the  open  navigation  of  the  Zambesi. 
We  are  the  more  anxious  for  information 
in  view  of  the  alarming  rumours  from 
time  to  time  published  in  the  news- 
papers—  I  may  instance  the  telegram 
from  Zanzibar  published  this  morning, 
which  I  hope  has  no  foundation  in  fact. 
Then,  further  North  on  the  African 
Continent,  I  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  if  he  can  make  any  statement 
that  may  tend  to  dispel  disquieting 
rumours  as  to  German  movements  and 
the  conflict  batween  the  German  and 
English  companies  on  the  South-East 
Coast  ?  Only  this  day  we  have  had 
rumours  of  a  German  offer  to  buy  out 
the  interest  of  the  King  of  the  Belgians 
on  the  Congo  River.  1  would  urge  on 
Her  Majesty's  Government  that  they 
should  as  speedily  as  possible  come  t6 
definite  terms  with  the  German  Govern- 
ment as  to  spheres  of  influence  and 
our  mutual  relations  in  South-East 
and  Central  Africa.  It  has  been 
matter  of  interest  and  anxiety  for  a  long 
time.  In  July,  1887,  the  German 
Association  addressed  a  Petition  to  the 
Imperial  Government  expressing  anxiety 
lest  the  expedition  of  Mr.  Stanley  should 
disturb  their  commercial  interests.  The 
German  Government  notified  the  com- 
plaint to  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and 


Lord  Salisbury  said  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  prepared  to  disclaim 
all  annexation  within  the  sphere  of  Ger- 
man influence  if  the  German  Govern- 
ment would  act  similarly  towards  Great 
Britain.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  this  understand- 
ing is  intended  to  cover  the  claim  put  for- 
ward by  Germany  to  the  country  lying 
between  Lakes  Tanganyika  and  Nyassa  ? 
I  wish  to  urge  upon  the  Government 
that  there  is  a  strong  competition  going 
on  in  that  part  of  the  world,  and  tmless 
a  clear  decision  is  speedily  arrived  at 
with  respect  to  the  limitations  of  the 
influence  of  either  Power,  there  is  a 
prospect  of  very  serious  disagreement  in 
the  future. 

(6.4.)  Commander  BETHELL  (York, 
E.R.,  Holderness) :  The  fact  is,  that 
while  Germany's  sphere  of  influence  is 
well  marked  to  the  North  and  South,  it 
is  very  hazy  to  the  West.  I  therefore 
join  the  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  in 
urging  that  steps  should  be  taken  at  once 
to  clear  up  the  doubts  which  certainly 
exist,  so  that  in  the  future  no  complica- 
tions may  arise  between  us  and  Germany. 
I  should  like  to  be  informed  whether 
the  East  Africa  Company  have  absorbed 
the  Lakes  Company,  as  is  reported.  If 
it  has,  will  the  charter  of  the 
former  company  include  the  territory 
claimed  by  the  latter  1  I  am  not 
favourable  to  these  large  companies. 
I  view  with  considerable  dislike  the 
system  of  farming  out  the  government 
of  large  tracts  of  territory  to  these  com- 
panies, because  it  bristles  with  difficulties 
for  the  future. 

♦(6.8.)  Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  It  is 
necessary  to  be  very  reticent  on  ques- 
tions of  great  national  importance,  and 
debates  in  the  House  on  these  tender 
questions  might  possibly  complicate  the 
negotiations  in  progress.  It  is  desirable 
to  avoid  doing  this.  The  hon.  Member 
has  asked  me  as  to  the  relations  between 
this  country  and  Portugal  in  regard 
to  South  African  affairs.  As  I  stated  to 
the  House  the  other  day  there  are  some 
questions  between  Great  Britain  and 
Portugal  which  are  as  yet  unsettled. 
For  instance,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
think  Portugal  has  not  fairly  treated  a 
British  company  i^  the  seizure  of  the 
Delagoa  Railway,  and  they  expect  that 
the  company  will  receive  just  compensa- 
tion, though  the  matter  has  not  yet  been 
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brought  to  a  satisfactory  conclusion. 
As  to  the  rumours  which  have  been 
current  of  the  advance  of  Portuguese 
expeditions  to  the  lakes,  there  is  no 
reason  to  doubt  the  loyalty  of  the  Portu- 
guese Government  to  its  engagements. 
With  regard  to  the  rumoured  expedi- 
tion to  Mashonaland,  the  Portuguese 
Government  have  assured  Her  Majesty's 
Minister  at  Lisbon  that  they  have 
no  information  whatever  with  regard  to 
such  an  expedition.  Telegrams  received 
from  Mozambique  on  the  previous  day 
made  no  mention  of  it.  The  Governor 
has,  moreover,  been  instructed  that  the 
Portuguese  Government  will  not  sanction 
further  operations  in  that  region  pend- 
ing the  negotiations  now  in  progress. 
There  is  a  report  that  a  German  expedi- 
tion about  to  set  out  into  Central  Airica 
will  affect  British  interests.  I  am, 
however,  glad  to  state  that  the  German 
Government  have,  unsolicited,  assured 
Her  Majesty's  Government  that  the 
expedition  under  Em  in  Pasha  is  designed 
entirely  to  operate  within  the  German 
sphere  and  will  not  at  all  prejudice 
British  interests,  as  the  German  Govern- 
ment fully  recognise  the  demarcation 
which  has  reserved  to  each  Power  a 
sphere  of  influence.  Two  Powers  in 
such  a  position  as  Germany  and  Great 
Britain  have  lately  occupied  have  never 
acted  with  more  perfect  loyalty  to  each 
other  and  with  a  greater  absence  of 
friction,  and  I  am  quite  sure  we  may 
rely  on  it  that  the  German  Government 
will  take  no  steps  prejudicial  to  our 
interests.  The  region  between  Lakes 
Tanganyika  and  Nyassa  is  undoubtedly 
one  in  which  Great  Britain  has  great 
reason  to  take  an  interest,  as  it  has  been 
the  scene  of  the  enterprise  of  some  very 
noble  British  subjects.  No  definite 
arrangement  has  been  made  with  regard 
to  that  region,  but  I  hope  that  the  House 
will  feel  aasuied  that  British  interests 
run  no  risk  from  the  conduct  of  allies 
who  have  hitherto  shown  such  perfect 
loyalty.  I  now  think  that  I  have 
answered  all  the  questions  which  have 
been  put  to  me. 

(6.14.)  Mr.  W.  F.  LAWRENCE 
(Liverpool,  Abercromby)  :  What  is  the 
position  of  the  negotiations  with  regard 
to  the  Oil  Rivers,  and  what  action  have 
Her  Majesty's  Government  taken  in 
pespect  to  that  district  ?       , 

yOIi.  CCCXIJJL     [th^^d  spills.  ] 


•(6.14.)  Sir  J.  FERGCTSSON ;  I  must 
first  answer  a  question  which  I  forgot 
to  notice.  Tho  Government  have  no 
information  about  the  absorption  of  the 
Lakes  Company  by  the  East  Africa 
Company.  It  has  been  rumoured  that 
this  is  to  take  place ;  but,  so  far  as  I  am 
aware,  no  definite  aiy^ngement  has  been 
come  to.  No  decision  has  yet  been 
arrived  at  about  the  administration  of  the 
Oil  Rivers.  The  House  will,  however, 
be  made  aware  of  the  Government's 
intensions  in  time  to  allow  of  any  objec- 
tions being  made  before  final  steps  are 
taken.  I  hope  that  it  will  not  be  long 
before  a  satisfactory  arrangement  is 
concluded. 

(6.15.)  Commander  BETHELL :  We 
all  kno^  that  prevention  is  better  than 
cure ;  and  I  hold  that,  unless  the  respec- 
tive spheres  of  influence  are  defined  in 
the  West,  there  will  be  trouble  very  soon. 
I  do  not  care  whether  one  company  has 
been  absorbed  by  the  other  or  not ;  but 
it  is  desirable  it  should  be  known  what 
is  the  policy  of  the  Government  towards 
the  absorbing  company,  how  far  it  can 
claim  the  benefit  of  the  terms  of  the 
charter,  and  whether  the  powers  given 
by  the  charter  extend  north  of  the 
2^mbesi.  I  wish  for  an  assurance  that 
the  terms  of  the  charter  do  not  extend 
to  the  region  that  has  been  more  or  less 
occupied  by  the  African  Lakes  Company^ 

(6.17.)  Mr.  BUCHANAN:  I  wish 
to  know  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  formulated  any  idea  as  to  the 
future  government  of  Nyassaland  and 
the  district  of  the  Shir^  Highlands.  I 
would  earnestly  urge  upon  the  Foreign 
Office  the  extreme  desirability — nay, 
even  the  absolute  necessity — of  coming 
to  some  definite  arrangement  with  Ger- 
many at  as  early  a  date  as  possible  with 
reference  to  the  limits  of  the  respective 
spheres  of  influence  of  the  two  countries. 
What  one  reads  from  day  to  day  makes 
it  quite  clear  that  the  seed  is  being  sown 
of  an  endless  crop  of  troubles.  It  does 
great  credit  to  those  who  have  had  the 
conduct  of  delicate  negotiations  that  so 
far  there  has  been  no  serious  disagree- 
ment between  those  who  represent  the 
tw6  Governments ;  but  as  things  are 
going  on  the  future  cannot  be  looked 
forward  to  with  any  confidence,  and  the 
sooner  we  come  to  a  clear  understanding 
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with  Germany  the  better  it  will  be  for 
all  concerned. 

(6.19.)  Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  I  think 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ought  now 
to  give  a  clear  explanation  about  the 
South  Africa  Company,  as  to  which  1 
have  several  times  asked  him  questions. 
From  the  terms  of  •the  charter  I  have 
fiever  been  able  to  understand  what  are 
the  powers  of  the  company.  It  appears 
to  have  vague  territorial  rights  over 
Matabeleland,  Makolololand,  and  possibly 
the  Shire  Highlands  ;  but  what  the  rights 
of  the  company  are  I  cannot  discover. 
For  example,  I  cannot  tell  whether  it 
may  exclude  all  other  persons  engaged 
in  trade.  Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  explain  this,  and  also  what 
would  happen  in  case  Lobengula,  King 
of  Matabeleland 

(6.20.)  Mr.  BAUMANN  (Camber- 
well,  Peckham)  :  I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order.  Can  this  matter  be  discussed  on 
this  Vote  ? 

The  chairman  :  It  certainly  does 
come  within  the  sphere  of  the  Vote,  but 
I  think  the  discussion  would  be  more 
appropriate  on  the  South  African  Vote 
which  follows. 

(6.21.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  This 
ruling  illustrates  the  extreme  inconveni- 
ence of  lumping  a  great  number  of 
subjects  in  one  Vote,  and  the  framing  of 
the  Estimates  makes  it  extremely  diflB- 
cult  to  discuss  any  particular  point. 
Evidently  a  good  deal  ot  scrambling  is 
going  on  for  territory  in  Africa,  and  pre- 
cautions ought  to  be  taken  that  the 
scramble  does  not  provoke  bad  blood  and 
difficulty.  There  is,  I  am  convinced,  ex- 
treme danger  in  letting  loose  companies 
with  vague  and  indefinite  powers,  and 
care  ought  to  be  taken  that  they  do  not 
involve  their  respective  Governments  in 
serious  misunderstandings.  Where  you 
have  territorial  companies  you  ought  to 
define  the  territory  within  which  each 
shall  operate  and  not  give  them  vague 
charters  which  enable  them  to  assume 
all  kinds  of  rights.  I  hope  and  trust, 
therefore,  that  the  various  spheres  of  in- 
fluence will  soon  bs  clearly  defined,  and 
that  thus  future  difficulties  will  be 
avoided.  I  do  not  sympathise  much 
with  the  claims  of  Portugal,  who  has 
already  got  more  territory  than  she  can 
control ;  but  we  are  bound  by  the  Berlin 
Treaty  to  submit  to  arbitration  the  diffi- 
culty which  has  arisen  with  that  country, 
Mr,  Buchanan 


and  we  are  taking  a  somewhat  high- 
handed course  in  simply  saying 
to  Portugal,  "Hands  off!  You  shall 
not  touch  the  territory  in  question." 
I  trust  that  this  difficulty  will  be  settled 
in  a  manner  creditable  to  our  good 
name. 
♦(6.27.)  General  Sir  LEWIS  PELLY 
(Hackney,  N.)  :  There  is  no  doubt  of 
the  goodwill  of  the  German  Government 
towards  Her  Majesty's  Government,  but 
the  time  has  arrived  when  some  clear 
definition  of  our  respective  boundaries 
should  be  amicably  arrived  at.  It  is  all 
very  well  to  say  that  certain  boundaries 
have  been  laid  down,  but  in  practice 
questions  and  disputes  are  constantly 
arising,  and  such  disputes  might  easily 
produce  great  inconvenience.  It  is  not 
very  clear  how  far  the  sphere  of  British 
influence  extends  in  different  directions. 
It  seems  to  me  it  might  be  arranged  that 
representatives  of  the  companies  in- 
terested and  Delegates  of  the  respective 
Governments  should  meet  amicably  in 
conference  and  agree  as  to  boundaries, 
and  these  might  be  laid  do^vn  on  maps, 
and  copies  given  to  all  concerned. 

(6.29.)  Mr.  W.  REDMOND:  The 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  has 
several  times  spoken  of  "  spheres  of  in- 
fluence." I  think  it  would  be  a  satisfac- 
tion if  we  could  hear  once  for  all  what 
we  are  to  understand  by  a  "  sphere  of 
influence."  Does  it  mean  a  territory  or 
a  district  which  this  country  is  bound 
to  defend  against  any  other  ?  I  hold 
that  the  dispute  with  Portugal 
arose  out  of  the  vagueness  of 
the  phrase  *  sphere  of  influence.*' 
If  the  right  hon-.  Gentleman  will  give 
some  explanation  to  the  House  on  these 
points,  he  may  be?  able  to  satisfy  the 
minds  of  those  who  regard  with  some 
apprehension  the  present  position  of  this 
country  in  regard  to  its  African  responsi- 
bilities. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway) :  I  would 
jxDint  out  that  we  had  a  lesson  with 
regard  to  our  relations  with  South  Africa 
some  10  years  ago.  I  refer  to  the  fact 
that  in  consequence  of  the  attempt  of 
the  Government,  which  was  unfortu- 
nately suceessful,  to  stop  discussion  in 
regard  to  the  Zulu  War,  we  were  led 
into  a  second  war,  and  so  had  two  wars 
instead  of  one.  According  to  the  speech 
made  by  the  Prime  Minister  at  the 
beginning  of   this  year,   the  affairs   of 
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Africa  were  interesting  European  Powers 
to  such  an  exteift  that  the  African  Ques- 
tion had  become  at  that  moment  an 
Europaan  Question.  Having  studied  this 
matter  somewhat  attentively  I  should 
like  to  hear  the  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  A&irs  clear  up  the  question  as  to 
the  principle  on  which  it  is  intended  to 
settle  the  different  spheres  of  influence 
of  the  European  Powers.  According  to 
what  has  happened  in  the  case  of  Portu- 
gal it  would  appaar  that  the  possession 
of  the  s3aboard  outside  the  sphere  of 
Portuguess  influence  does  not  give  the 
right  to  interference  in  regard  to  the 
interior;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  our 
whole  case  in  regard  to  the  question  that 
has  arisen  with  reference  to  Germany  is 
that  the  possession  of  the  seaboard  does 
give  a  right  of  access  to  the  interior 
territory.  Thus  it  will  be  seen  that  we 
are  conducting  a  diplomatic  argument 
with  two  different  Powers  on  what  is 
practically  the  same  point,  but  on  abso- 
lutely opposite  principles.  1  hope  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  will  be  able  to  tell  us 
on  what  principle  we  are  defining  these 
different  spheres  of  influence.  Whether 
it  is  right  or  wrong  that  we  should 
occupy  certain  portions  of  the  interior 
of  Africa  is  a  matter  of  little  con- 
S3quence,  as  compared  with  the  enormous 
dangers  and  expense  that  will  be  in- 
curred by  any  Government  that  may 
hold  such  a  position.  As  has  al  ready  been 
pointed  out,  there  is  nothing  so  likely 
to  pravent  European  Powers  from  being 
dragged  into  future  wars  in  regard  to 
the  administration  of  African  territory  as 
the  proper  definition  of  the  spheres  of 
influence  accorded  to  each  Power.  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
ought  to  take  the  House  into  his  confi- 
dence and  tell  us  something  of  the  prin- 
ciples on  which  he  is  settling  these 
questions.  At  present  we  have  no 
quarrel  with  Germany,  and  we  ought  to 
get  some  information  from  the  Govern- 
ment on  this  very  important  question. 

Dfi.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College 
Division) :  I  should  like  to  have  some 
explanation  from  the  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  as  to  the  Nyassa 
district.  It  is  stated  that  missionaries 
out  there  have  recently  been  engaged  in 
very  warlike  operations,  in  regard  to 
which  we  should  like  to  have  some 
definite  information  from  Heur  Majesty's 


Government.  We  find  that  the  Consul 
at  Nyassa  receives  £500  a  year,  while 
there  is  also  a  Consul  at  Quillimane,  who 
has  been  imprisoned  for  some  contraven- 
tion of  the  Portuguese  law,  and  two 
Vice  Consuls  in  the  African  mainlands 
serving  with  the  army  of  the  mission- 
aries, who  have  been  fighting  against  the 
Arabs.  Now,  we  should  like  to  know 
who  these  gentlemen  are.  Last  year  the 
position  was  this  :  Some  of  these  mis- 
sionaries and  some  military  oflficers 
belonging  to  Her  Majesty's  Army  were 
engaged  in  a  filibustering  war  against 
the  Arabs,  for  which  I  do  not  blame 
them ;  but  I  think  I  am  entitled  to  press 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  define 
what  was  their  position  in  regard  to  this 
matter,  and  what  they  think  are  the 
actual  rights  and  wrongs  of  the  mis- 
sionaries. It  is  stated  that  they  com- 
menced their  operations  in  self-defence, 
that  then  they  asked  Her  Majesty's 
Government  for  protection,  and  were 
told  that  if  they  protected  themselves 
they  would  only  be  doing  what  men  in 
such  a  situation  had  a  right  to  do.  The 
consequence  was  that  they  did  protect 
themselves,  with  great  valour  and 
energy,  as  any  other  set  of  men  would 
do  who  were  fighting  for  their  lives  ;  but 
at  this  point  a  diplomatic  dispute  arose 
in  connection  with  the  Vice  Consul  at 
Quillimane.  The  Portuguese  refused  to 
permit  the  importation  of  arms  and 
ammunition  for  their  defence,  and,  while 
our  Government  were  encouraging  them 
to  defend  themselves,  the  Portuguese 
Government — according  to  the  Portu- 
guese Report — had,  at  the  instigation  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  laid  down 
regulations  forbidding  the  importation 
of  gunpowder  and  weapons  by  way  of 
Quillimane  or  other  portions  of  the 
Portuguese  territory.  The  consequence 
was  that  our  own  subjects  were  pre- 
vented from  obtaining  arms  and  ammu- 
nition, while  it  was  alleged  that  the 
Portuguese  were  allowing  arms  and 
gunpowder  to  be  sent  in  for  the  use  of 
the  Arabs  to  any  extent  they  might 
require.  It  was  because  of  the  alleged 
improper  importation  of  gunpowder  and 
arms  that  our  Vice  Consul  was  im- 
prisoned, and  that  imprisonment  means 
a  very  long  time,  because  the  Vice 
Consul  would  have  to  appeal  to  the 
Lisbon  Authorities  to  get  his  sentence 
reversed,  or  confirmed,  as  the  case  might 
S  2 
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be,  and  await  the  result.  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  to  inform  the  Com- 
mittee whether  the  Vice  Consul  at 
Quillimane  has  been  got  out  of 
the  mess  into  which  he  has 
been  drawn,  or  whether  he  still 
remains  with  the  legal  sword  of 
the  Portuguese  hanging  over  his 
head  f  The  right  hon.  Baronet  has 
told  us  that  while  British  interests  in 
that  district  are  watched  over  by  Her 
Majesty's  Grovernment  we  need  have  no 
anxiety ;  but  I  say  that  it  is  just  when 
they  are  watched  over  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  that  we  have  the  greatest 
anxiety,  and  it  is  for  this  reason  and 
because  of  the  oracular  and  sphinx-like 
nature  of  the  reply  given  to  my  hon. 
Friend  behind  me  that  I  venture  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  for  more  definite 
information. 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  I  am  sure  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has  no  wish  that 
I  should  enter  at  length  into  matters 
that  have  been  lately  in  dispute  between 
Her  Majesty's  Government  and  that  of 
Portugal,  so  as  to  run  the  risk  of  re- 
viving the  irritation  which  I  trust  is  in 
the  course  of  being  allayed ;  but  I  should 
be  sorry  to  be  thought  unduly  reticent 
by  withholding  information  which  I  am 
able  to  give  in  terms  that  I  hops  may  be 
satisfactory  to  the  House.  I  have  been 
questioned  as  to  the  division  of  the 
territory  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Nyassa, 
and  the  arrangement  for  the  administra- 
tion of  the  district.  I  have  to  say  that 
1  am  not  at  present  in  a  position  to 
make  a  declaration  on  that  subject. 
It  is  evident  that  the  arrangement*  for 
the  administration  of  these  regions  must 
be  a  matter  of  very  careful  consideration ; 
and  I  think  hon.  Gentlemen  will  see  that 
I  should  be  acting  very  improperly  were 
I  to  make  a  premature  declaration  on 
this  subject.  It  is  a  difficult  subject, 
and  of  course  it  is  dependent  upon  other 
negotiations  which  have  not  been  brought 
to  a  conclusion.  I  think  it  would  be 
extremely  desirable  that  the  spheres  of 
influence  of  the  various  Powers  in  Africa 
should  be  defined,  but  obviously  that  is 
an  object  which  cannot  be  accomplished 
in  a  short  time.  It  is  only  lately  that 
we  have  been  able  to  efEect  limitations 
with  the  French  in  Western  Africa,  and 
we  hope  that  result  will  be  found 
extremely  beneficial  for  the  profitable 
exercise  of  oar  respective  influences  and 
Dr,  Cameron 


the  avoidance  of  disputes.  But  it  may 
be  a  long  time  before  that  will  be  brought 
about  everywhere.  It  is  not  to  be 
wondered  at  that,  when  various  Powers 
are  pushing  their  influence  in  regions 
never  before  reached,  it  should  not  be 
found  possible  at  once  to  define  the 
territories.  The  hon.  Member  for  Fer- 
managh asked  what  is  meant  by  "  sphere 
of  influence."  A  "sphere  of  influence,"  I 
take  it,  is  founded  upon  an  agreement 
made  between  the  Powers  concerned. 
For  instance,  there  may  be  a  declaration 
of  a  sphere  of  influence  between  two 
Powers  which  may  not  affect  a  third 
Power's  influence,  like  the  agreement 
made  between  the  Portuguese  and  the 
Germans  with  respect  to  abstention  from 
the  exercise  of  their  respective  influence 
beyond  a  certain  line.  In  that  case  it  was 
a  declaration  of  abstention  as  regards  an- 
other Power.  In  the  same  way,  the  respec- 
tive spheres  of  influence  of  Great  Britain 
and  of  Germany  are  defined  in  North- 
Eastern  Africa,  so  that  our  colonising 
and  administrative  operations  and  theirs 
may  not  clash  one  with  the  other.  The 
object  of  declaring  a  "sphere  of  in- 
fluence "  is  to  avoid  collision  with  other 
Powers,  and  I  hope  that,  as  far  as  the 
declaration  of  the  spheres  of  influence 
have  gone,  they  will  prove  profitable  in 
that  direction.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  has  declared  himself  against 
entrusting  companies  with  colonising 
operations.  Nothing  I  can  say  would 
alter  his  opinion  upon  that  point,  but  it 
is  a  policy  which  was  not  adopted  by 
Her  Majesty's  present  Government. 
We  have  succeeded  to  arrangements 
made  by  our  predecessors,  and  have  our- 
selves made  others  of  a  similar  kind.  As  1 
understand  that  policy,  it  is  to  regulate 
and  control  the  settlement  of  our  country- 
men in  uncivilised  countries,  so  that  they 
may  avoid  the  errors  which  have 
often  been  committed  in  times  past. 
Such  powers  may  be  exercised  by  the 
companies,  whom  we  know  and  whom  we 
can  control.  The  Committee  will  re- 
member that  under  the  Royal  Charters 
there  can  be  no  administration  or  ques- 
tion of  settlement  without  the  sanction 
or  control  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
My  hon.  Friend  asked  a  question  with 
regard  to  the  amalgamation  of  these  two 
companies,  and  inquired  what  would  be 
their  rights  under  the  Royal  Charters. 
There  has  been  hitherto  no  question  of 
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granting  any  charter  to  these  companies 
in  the  interior  of  Africa.  These  com- 
panies are  voluntary  associations  at 
present ;  they  assume  and  regulate  their 
own  responsibility.  We  have  nothing  to 
say  to  their  amalgamation,  because  they 
are  bodies  over  whom  we  have  no 
control.  If  they  amalgamate  for  their 
own  purposes,  and  then  approach  Her 
Majesty's  Government  with  the  view  of 
obtaining  certain  powers,  then  arises  a 
question  whether  they  ought  to  possess 
those  powers.  But  that  is  a  question 
which  has  not  been  considered. 

Commander  BETHELL  :  Is  it  the  case 
that  the  South  African  Company  are  not 
bounded  on  the  North  at  all,  and  that  it 
is  provided  in  their  charter  that  they 
may  extend  on  the  North  ? 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  I  believe 
that  is  the  case.  Similarly  there 
is  no  boundary  line  by  which  the  East 
African  Company  are  confined.  But  I 
would  point  out  to  the  House  that  it  is 
not  desirable  that  these  matters  should 
be  too  closely  discussed,  for  it  is  manifest 
that  such  discussions  must  touch  the 
interests  of  other  countries.  It  has  been 
remarked  that  I  have  been  very  reticent 
in  these  matters,  and  I  would  observe 
that  it  is  not  unreasonable  I  should  be 
so.  The  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
asked  what  are  the  rights  of  the  South 
African  Company.  They  are  limited  to 
the  terms  of  the  Charter,  and  they  will 
be  answerable  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment for  the  way  in  which  they  exercise 
their  powers.  Judging  by  other  com- 
panies' successes,  I  hope  these  Chartered 
Companies  have  a  future  before  them, 
and  that  they  will  lead  to  an  extension  of 
British  dominions  and  protection  in  the 
regions  in  which  they  operate.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow  wished  for  an 
explanation  of  the  presence  of  the  Con- 
sul at  Mozambique  and  in  the  neighbour- 
ing districts.  One  Consul  was  appointed 
in  the  Nyassa  district;  the  other  hap- 
pened to  be  travelling  in  the  country, 
and,  with  much  courage  and  devotion,  he 
rendered  assistance  to  the  handful  of 
Europeans  who  were  maintaining  an 
unequal  contest.  It  is  true  that  a 
military  officer  took  part,  but  I  hardly 
think  it  worthy  to  call  the  strife  in 
which  they  were  engaged  as  a  "  filibus- 
tering expedition."  The  British,  anl  the 
tribes  friendly  to  them,  were  attacked  by 
slave  traders,  who,  with  fire  and  sword, 


spread  desolation  through  those  region* 
of  Africa,  and  when  they  saw  danger  im- 
minent, they  were  compelled  to  stand  on 
their  defence.  With  regard  to  the  im- 
prisonment of  the  Consul  at  Mozambique, 
I  am  happy  to  say  that  it  was  a  mere 
trifling  and  ephemeral  matter.  He  wm 
a  gentleman  who  acted  for  a  time  as 
unpaid  Vice-Consul.  We  have  a  great 
many  about  the  world  who  perform  the 
necessary  duties  merely  for  the  fees. 
This  gentleman,  in  his  private  capacity, 
received  the  consignment  of  rockets  for 
the  service  of  the  Lake  Company.  He 
made,  as  he  thought,  an  honest  declara* 
tion  of  the  consignment  to  the  Local 
Authorities.  He  was  arrested,  but 
before  the  day  was  over  he  was 
released,  and  there  was  an  end  of  the 
incident.  I  think  I  have  answered  all 
the  questions,  and  I  hope  the  Committee 
will  not  consider  it  necessary  to  go 
further  into  matters  which  have  lately 
caused  some  little  difficulty  between 
two  countries  so  long  friendly  as  Great 
Britain  and  Portugal,  but  leave  the 
settlement  of  points  which  are  still  in 
question  between  us,  without  the  risk 
of  publicity,  to  be  brought  to  a  conclusion, 
which  is  not,  I  hope,  far  distant,  and 
which  may  restore  the  friendly  relations 
which  I  trust  will  always  subsist  between 
the  two  countries. 

Dr.  CAMERON:  I  want  te  know 
something  about  the  Nyassa  District. 
When  I  used  the  word  "  filibustering  " 
I  thought  it  conveyed  a  much  more 
definite  idea  than  do  the  words  '*  sphere 
of  influence."  "  Filibustering  "  means  the 
fighting  of  certain  persons  without  their 
being  commissioned  by  any  recognised 
Government.  That  was  the  case  with 
the  fighting  in  Nyassaland.  What  I 
want  to  know  is  this  :  If  you  get  these 
"  spheres  of  influence  "  defined  how  are 
the  people  within  them  to  be  governed  T 
By  these  Chartered  Companies?  If 
so,  we  should  have  some  guarantee  that 
they  will  be  responsible  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  Great  Britain.  What  I  com- 
plain of  is  that  at  the  present  moment 
they  are  not  in  that  position  at  alL 
The  Consul  or  Representative  of 
the  Government  has  no  power. 
He  had  no  official  position  among 
these  men  who  were  fighting  for 
their  lives  ;  he  had  no  control  over  them  > 
and  the  consequence  was  that  thes© 
British  subjects  were  engaged  in   what 
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sians  and  the  Kurds.  With  regard  to  the 
administrative  reforms  then  promised, 
an  undertaking  was  entered  into  by  the 
Porte  that,  from  time  to  time.  Reports 
should  be  made  to  the  other  Signatory 
Powers  of  the  reformatory  steps  that 
were  taken.  I  should  like  to  hear  from 
the  right  lion.  Gentleman  what  Reports 
have  been  received  in  carrying  out  this 
undertaking.  I  think  we  shall  find 
they  liave  amounted  practically  to 
nothing.  If,  however,  any  Reports  have 
been  received,  I  would  ask  what  steps 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  taken 
to  impress  upon  the  Porte  the  obliga- 
tions under  which  it  rests  in  consequence 
of  the  words  which  were  added  at  the 
express  wish  of  Lord  Salisbuiy.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  given  us  no 
information  on  this  point.  His  remarks 
are  almost  entirely  confined  to  the  very 
notorious  and  extreme  cases  of  crime 
and  atrocity  committed  by  one  particular 
individual,  but  the  individual  atrocities 
are  only  a  small  portion  of  the  case. 
At  the  time  of  the  Berlin  Conference, 
the  Armenians  who  then  addressed  Lord 
Beaconsfield  stated  emphatically  that 
however  great  the  misconduct  of  the 
Kurds  and  Circassians  might  have  been 
that  of  the  Turks  was  still  worse  and 
more  hateful,  and  it  was  in  regard  to 
these  evils  that  the  undertaking  I  have 
referred  to  was  entered  into  by  the 
Porte.  The  right  lion.  Gentleman  has 
informed  us  that  the  condition  of  the 
country  is  better  than  it  used  to  be,  and 
he  has  referred  us  to  the  Report  of 
Colonel  Chermside.  I  also  have  before 
me  the  Report  of  Colonel  Chermside.  He 
says— 

'*  The  state  of  affairs  which  evokes  so  much 
sympathy  for  the  lot  of  Turkish  ArmeDians  in 
Kurdistan  always  exists." 

Then  again — 

"The  virtual  inequality  of  Christian  and 
Moslem,  the  want  of  efficient  protection  to  the 
former,  and  of  vindication  of  violence  towards 
him  ex.sts  as  before ;  nor  need  I  trouble 
your  Excellency  with  a  repetition  of  the  many 
well-known  shortcomings  of  Turkish  adminis- 
tiation." 

Fui-ther  on  he  says — 

**The  contributions  demanded  by  the  Aghas 
are  in  no  wise  recognised  by  the  Government, 
but  thd  latter  is,  of  course,  perfectly  aware  of 
their  existence." 

It  should  b3  known  tliat  tliose  exactions 
here  referred  to  are  at  least  three  times 
J/?'.  A.  O'Connor 


the  amount  that  can  properly  be  im* 
posed  by  law.  On  page  19  of  his  Report, 
Colonel  Chermside  says — 

"Former  Reports  of  Major  Clayton  and 
Colonel  Everett  describe  the  very  abject  con- 
dition of  the  inhabitants  of  many  Christian 
hamlets  and  villages;  this  still  exists." 

Further  on  he  says — 

*'  The  great  scourge  of  the  settled  populatioa 
of  the  mountainous  districts  of  Kurdistan, 
between  Van  and  the  Tigris,  and  South  of  the 
Eastern  Euphrates,  is  the  '  Kocher  *  or  nomad 
Kurdish  population.  Since  the  removal  of  the 
Begs,  the  Kochers  have  invaded  diatricts 
formerly  free  from  thqm.  It  is  freely  asserted 
that  since  the  Berlin  Treaty,  Turkey  has  done 
nothing  to  improve  matters  in  her  Asiatic 
provinces.  The  limiting  of  the  power  of  the 
Executive,  the  introduction  of  the  new  system 
of  Tribunals  of  Justice  were  very  comprehen- 
sive and  expensive  measures.  Their  failure  for 
want  of  good  instruments  for  execution,  and 
for  other  reasons,  is  notorious  and  fully 
dealt  with  in  numerous  Consular  Ueports. 
What  is,  perhaps,  the  crux  of  the  question  as 
regards  the  Armenians,  is  that  efficient  pro- 
tection is  not  extended  to  individuals,  neither 
are  their  rights  vindicated,  nor  their  equality 
anything  but  a  name.'* 

Then  again — 

"The  fostering  of  the  exclusive  spirit  of 
Islam,  combined  with  the  great  jealousy  of 
Moslems  at  the  material  prosperit}'-  of  such  a 
large  number  of  their  Christian  fellow  subjects 
have  stimulated  that  bitter  feeling  against 
Christians  which  so  strongly  pervades  the 
Moslems  throughout  the  Empire,  more  notice- 
ably so,  indeed,  in  other  districts  than  Kurdis- 
tan. U  is  often  asserted  that,  owing  to  the 
toleration  of  Turkey  as  regards  language, 
religions,  &c.,  the  Armenians  are  by  no  means 
disaffected,  and  only  anxious  fur  security, 
tranquility,  and  the  real  recognition  of  their 
lights  as  citizens.  This  view  is  rather  that  of 
those  educated  Armenians,  dwellers  in  towns, 
who  are  aware  of  the  advantages  which  they 
enjoy  in  Turkey.  As  education  develops,  the 
Armenians  who  look  to  the  Western  nations  as 
their  model,  become  more  and  more  discon- 
tented with  the  Oriental  civilis<ition  in  which 
they  find  themselves.  The  uneducated  classes 
are  merely  loyal  as  far  as  influenced  by  the 
educated.  The  old  race  and  religious  antipathy 
to  Kurd  and  Moslem  exists.  Their  sympathies 
are  with  any  Christian  Power  as  against  the 
Turk.  The  educated  from  their  habits  of 
intrigue  and  mutual  jealouses  are  as  incompetent 
as  ever  to  combine,  and  the  poorer  classes  have 
no  power,  being  rarely  armed  and  being  sur- 
rounded by  a  majority  of  the  hostile  and 
dominant  religion.  The  Turks,  however,  are 
quite  correct,  in  my  opinion,  in  considering 
them  disaffected.  The  formation  a  few  years 
since  of  Secret  Societies  and  Committees  near 
Erzercum,  and  in  other  districts,  the  proposals 
and  attempts  to  procure  arms,  the  occurrences 
of  recent  years  at  and  near  Van,  all  indicate 
the  true  sentiments  of  disaffection.  It  woul^ 
indeed  be  strange  were  it  Qtberwiae," 
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On  page  23  Colonel  Chermside  says — 

"  I  have,  however,  the  satisfaction  to  ioform 
3'ou  that,  through  the  strong  and  honest 
administration  of  Haji  Hassan  Bey,  almost  all 
the  principal  bad  characters  in  the  Diarbekir 
Vilayet  have  lately  been  arrested,  and  the 
prisons  of  Mardin  and  Diarbekir  are  full  now. 
It  is  hoped  that  the  province  may  be  hereafter 
tranquilised,  provided  they  receive  their 
deserved  punishment,  and  that  depends  upon 
the  uprightness  of  the  Criminal  Courts,  which 
the  experience  of  past  years  does  not  lead  us  to 
hope  for.  It  may,  perhaps,  be  within  the 
truth  to  state  that  the  feelings  of 
Hahommedans  in  general  are  not  so  friendly 
towards  Armenians  as  some  years  ago,  and 
they  sometimes  evince  their  dislike,  but  it  is 
impossible  to  subdue  such  feelings  by  any  but 
moral  means." 

•Sib  J.  FERGUSSON:  If  the  hon. 
Member  looks  at  the  last  paragraph  of 
Colonel  Chermside's  Report  he  will  see 
the  grounds  for  the  observations  I  have 
liiade. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR :  I  am  afraid  I 
have  somewhat  mutilated  my  own  copy, 
having  tnken  out  those  parts  which  I 
thought  would  be  material,  and  not 
having  with  me  that  part  of  the  Report 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  refers 
to,  but,  having  read  the'Report  with  great 
care,  I  have  not  been  able  to  arrive  at  the 
conclusions  which  appear  to  be  so  satis- 
factory to  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  The 
question  has  been  raised  as  to  the  com- 
parative populations  of  the  districts  of 
Armenia,  and  an  hon.  Baronet  speaking 
from  above  the  Gangway  seemed  to 
doubt  whether  the  Armenians  were  in  a 
majority  in  any  part.  The  fact  ia  that 
they  are  in  a  majority  in  the  districts 
of  the  Van,  Mush,  Bitlis,  and 
Erzeroum,  where  the  total  figures 
amount  to  1,330,000  Armenians. 
The  statistics  are  furnished  by  the 
Armenian  Patriarch  in  Constantinople, 
and  I  offer  them  for  what  they  are 
worth.  I  know  of  no  better  authority, 
and  I  think  the  Turkish  Government 
could  scarcely  be  better  informed.  In 
the  central  portion  of  major  or  greater 
Armenia,  the  Armenians  are  in  over- 
whelming majority,  yet  I  find  they  are 
subject  to  every,  kind  of  individual 
atrocity  at  the  hands  of  the  Kurds,  and 
they  look  in  vain  for  protection  at  the 
hands  of  the  Government.  This  country 
lias  undertaken  treaty  obligations,  and 
it  is  of  no  avail  for  the  right  hon. 
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Gentleman  to  say  that  the  Cyprus  Con- 
vention cannot  be  carried  out.  There  is 
something  anterior  to,  and  more  important 
than,  the  Cyprus  Convention,  and  that 
is  the  Treaty  of  Berlin.  If  Her 
Majesty's  Government  cannot  approach 
the  Sultan  alone,  is  there  any  chance  of 
combined  action  on  the  part  of  the 
Signatory  Powers  ?  From  a  diplomatic 
point  of  view,  I  should  have  thought 
that  would  have  been  more  acceptable  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  because 
such  a  step  could  be  taken  without 
arousing  the  jealousy  that  would  be 
awakened  by  isolated  action.  Has  any 
attempt  been  made  to  secure  unity  of 
pressure  at  the  hands  of  the  Signatories 
to  carry  out  these  obligations  with  regard 
to  the  Christian  populations  ? 

♦(9.17.)  Sib  J.  FERGUSSON  :  I  hoped 
I  had  satisfied  the  Committee  and  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  initiated  this  discussion. 
I  am  sorry  that  the  hon.  Member  has 
not  read  the  full  text  of  the  Report,  or 
he  would  at  once  perceive  the  grounds 
on  which  I  made  the  statement  with 
respect  to  Colonel  Chermside.  In  his 
Report,  as  well  as  in  his  conversation,  ho 
stated  that  there  was  a  decided  improve- 
ment, notwithstanding  the  many  faults 
that  remained.  Colonel  Chermside  states, 
as  the  hon.  Member  will  see  on  referring 
to  the  Blue  Book^  that  progress  has  been 
made  which,  on  the  whole,  is  not  dis- 
creditable. The  hon.  Member  asks 
whether  the  Government  intend  to 
propose  a  Congress  to  consider  how  far 
the  promises  made  at  Berlin  can  be 
carried  out. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR :  Joint  pressure. 

*SiR  J.  FERGUSSON :  No  such  action 
has  been  proposed  by  Her  Majesty's 
present  Government,  or  by  any  preceding 
Government.  It  is  evident  that  the 
Powers  would  act  with  very  various  in- 
tentions, and  that  the  power  which  took 
the  initiative  would  not  increase  its  in- 
fluence at  the  Porte. 

(9.20.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tell  us  what 
are  the  functions  of  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd 
and  of  Colonel  Chermside  ? 

♦Sir.  J.  FERGUSSON:  Colonel  Cherm- 
side has  been  appointed  military  attachS 
to  the  Embassy  at  Constantinople,  and 
Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  has  been  appointed 
in  his  place  Consul  at  Ersseroum.  There 
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is  every  confidence  that  he   will  satis- 
factorily discharge  the  duties. 

(9.21.)  Mr.  LEGH:  These  appoint- 
ments are  of  a  character  which  require 
special  training,  and  they  should  only  be 
bestowed  on  persons  who  are  qualified  by 
having  received  that  training,  and  should 
not  be  made  in  a  casual  way,  and  for 
reasons  that  do  not  apply  to  the  particular 
position.  On  grounds  of  general  fitness, 
I  cannot  say  that  this  is  altogether  a 
justifiable  appointment. 

*(9.23.)  Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  Colonel 
Chermside  and  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd 
appeared  to  the  Secretary  of  State  to  be 
the  fittest  for  the  work  that  is  to  be 
done.  In  such  places  very  special  quali- 
fications are  required,  and  I  must  say, 
from  the  manner  in  which  Colonel  Cherm- 
side has  performed  his  duties,  that  his 
appointment  is  fully  justified. 

(9.24.)  Mr.  W.  EEDMOND  :  I  think 
it  would  be  satisfactory  to  Members  on 
this  Bench  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
give  us  a  little  more  information  with 
regard  to  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Clifford 
Lloyd  to  this  extremely  important  posi- 
tion. I  think  there  is  a  great  deal  of 
force  in  what  has  fallen  from  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  with  regard  to  the 
advisability  of  the  exercise  of  the  greatest 
possible  care  and  caution  in  appoint- 
ments of  this  kind.  I  do  not  know 
exactly  what  the  duties  of  Mr.  Clifford 
Lloyd  may  be  in  the  position  which 
he  occupies;  but  from  our  knowledge 
of  his  career  in  Ireland  it  is  extremely 
probable  that  the  people  placed  under 
his  influence  are  suffering  very  greatly 
indeed.  I  would  like  to  know  exactly 
how  much  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  is  paid, 
and  how  it  was  he  came  to  be  selected 
when  there  are  many  men  in  this 
country  so  much  better  qualified  for 
the  position.  I  meant  also  to  call 
attention  to  the  practice  of  putting  down 
different  salaries  to  one  official,  and  I 
would  suggest  that  the  total  sum  he 
receives  should  be  put  next  his  name,  in 
order  hon.  Members  mav  not  be  misled, 
and  may  know  what  amount  he  really 
receives,  and  for  what  he  receives  it.  At 
the  Spanish  Embassy  I  find  a  clerk 
receives  £300  a  year,  and  a  further 
salary  of  £250  a  year  as  Consul  in 
Madrid.  I  do  not  complain  of  the 
amount  this  gentleman  receives,  but  I 
think  it  is  extremely  likely  to  mislead 
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hon.  Members  that  the  total  amount  he 
receives  is  not  shown  against  his  name. 
There  are  various  examples  of  this 
practice.  I  should  like  to  ask  some 
questions  with  regard  to  the  item  of 
"  Special  Missions."  There  is  a  "  Special 
Service''  in  Corea,  £1,600;  Special 
Service  on  the  West  Coast  of  Africa, 
£1,200  :  "  Missions  and  Services, 
1890-91,  £11,450;  1889-90,  £10,250." 
It  is  most  undesirable  that  hon. 
Members  should  be  asked  to  vote  these 
sums  of  money  without  being  told  what 
they  are  going  to  be  used  for.  Un- 
foreseen Missions  and  Services  £11,460! 
I  cannot  for  a  moment  conceive  that  it 
would  be  likely  that  if  any  mission  or 
service  was  shown  to  be  necessary, 
the  money  would  not  be  willingly  and 
readily  voted  by  the  House;  but  it  is 
hardly  treating  the  Members  of  the 
House  with  confidence  or  courtesy  to 
ask  them  to  vote  large  sums  of  money 
without  telling  them  what  the  money  is 
for.  I  have  not  the  least  idea  what  the 
special  service  on  the  West  Coast  of 
Africa  is.  If  an  expedition  is  to  be  sent 
to  the  West  Coasfc  of  Africa  tell  us  so, 
and  I  have  no  doubt  the  Committee  will 
be  willing  to  vote  any  reasonable  amount 
of  money.  But  I  protest  in  the  strongest 
possible  manner  against  this  sort  of 
repetition  of  the  Secret  Service  Grant. 
Now,  having  heard  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Donegal  (Mr.  A. 
O'Connor),  I  cannot  but  regard  the  ac- 
tion of  the  Government,  in  respect  to 
Armenia,  as  most  unsatisfactor}\  I  con- 
sider the  Government  is  bound  to  take 
every  step  to  put  an  end  to  the  atrocities 
which  are  from  time  to  time  committed 
on  the  Armenian  people.  There  was  a 
time  when  it  might  very  well  do  for  the 
Government  to  say  that  the  rumours  as 
to  atrocities  were  not  well-founded,  but 
I  do  not  think  the  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  will  have  the  hardihood 
to  get  up  now  and  say  there  is  not 
good  foundation  for  what  is  complained 
of  in  regard  to  Armenia.  I  am  sorry 
to  say  that,  in  my  opinion,  there 
is  not  the  same  disposition  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  to 
denounce  atrocities  committed  under 
the  sanction  and  in  the  name  of  the 
Government  of  Turkey  that  there  is  to 
denounce  cruelties  and  atrocities  com- 
mitted with  the  sanction  of  the  Russjai^ 
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Government.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
might  give  us  a  more  satisfacto^  answer 
than  refer  us  to  the  "pages  of  the  Report  he 
has  quoted.  We  know  that  since  that 
Report  was  made  there  have  bean  out- 
rages committed,  and  that  there  have 
been  appeals  made  to  the  people  of  this 
country  on  behalf  of  the  Armenians. 
All  we  ask  for  is  an  assurance  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  determined 
to  make  representations  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Sultan,  to  let  him  knpw 
that  his  friendly  relations  with  this 
country  cannot  continue  if  he  persists 
in  sanctioning  the  perpetration  of  out- 
Higes  and  atrocities  which  are  simply 
terrifying  to  the  mind  of  the  average 
Englishman. 

*(9.36.)  Mr.  chaining  :  I  do  not 
rise  to  continue  the  discussion  on  the 
Annenian  question,  but  simply  to 
express  my  regret  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  not  in  a  position  to  state 
his  authority  for  his  statement  with 
reference  to  Raouf  Pasha.  Last  year 
I  read  a  statement  with  regard  to  Raouf 
Pasha,  which  w;as  taken  from  the  French 
Le  TempSy  which  is  supposed  to  have  the 
means  of  obtaining  exceptionally  good 
information.  The  statement  was  to  the 
effect  that  Raouf  Pasha,  when  in  power 
at  Bey  rout,  was  an  entire  failure ;  that 
there  were  constant  quarrels  and 
murders  between  the  Christians  and  the 
Mohammedans,  and  that  it  was  incum- 
bent on  the  Porte  to  remove  him.  That 
was  the  reason  why  he  went  to  Armenia 

(9.37.)  Mb.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,' 
Birr)  :  Last  year  I  called  the  attention 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the  con- 
dition of  the  Consular  Courts  in  Siam, 
and  he  promised  then  that  the  Minister 
would,  on  his  arrival,  take  the  matter 
into  consideration.  I  should  like  to 
know  what  has  been  done. 
♦(9.38.)  Sib  J.  FERGUSSON:  The 
Consular  Court  at  Bangkok  has  been 
brought  under  the  Supreme  Court  at 
Singapore,  by  which  any  miscarriage  of 
justice  will  be  rectified.  But  I  a,m  not 
aware  that  anything  has  taken  place  to 
show  that  the  Consular  Court  at  Bang- 
kok is  not  an  efficient  Court.  The  hon. 
Member  for!  Fermanagh  has  expressed 
dissatisfaction-  with  what  I  have  said  in 
reply   to    the    hon.    Member    for    the 


Scotland  Division, '  and  others,  as  to 
Armenia.  I  rather  despair  of  being 
able  to  satisfy  the  hon.  Member  upon  the 
Armenian  question,  as  I  am  not  prepared 
to  go  further  than  I  have  already  gone 
in  the  matter.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  done  all  that  they  could 
judiciously  do  ;  and  though  we  regret 
that  much  has  been  left  undone  by 
Turkey,  yet  some  progress  has  been  made. 
With  regard  to  the  double  office  held  by 
the  clerk  at  the  Madrid  Embassy,  it  is 
felt  that  the  gentleman  is  able  to  fill  the 
two  offices.  The  salary  he  receives  is 
certainly  not  excessive.  It  is  difficult  to 
put  down  an  account  of  "unforeseen 
Missions"  which  will  take  place  next 
year,  and  it  would  be  inconvenient  to 
produce  a  special  estimate  to  the  House 
at  various  periods  of  the  Session.  A  sum 
of  £600  will  be  taken  as  extra  expenses 
for  the  Danube  Commission,  and  a  sum 
will  be  taken  for  special  Consular  Ser- 
vice in  China  in  connection  with  the 
opening  of  the  ports  on  the 
Yenisi  River,  and  in  connection  with 
Corea,  as  well  as  an  item  in  connection 
with  telegraphs.  It  is  difficult  to  esti- 
mate exactly  what  will  be  required  for 
unforeseen  Missions,  but  the  sum  of 
£15,000  is  what  has  been  thought  suffi- 
cient in  previous  years. 

(9.47.)  Mb.  W.  REDMOND:  What 
I  complain  of  is  that  no  account  is  given 
of  the  £11,450.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man says  that  if  it  is  not  used  it  will  be 
returned  to  the  Exchequer.  Well,  I 
want  to  know  when  the  practice  first 
came  into  existence  of  asking  Parliament 
to  vote  a  considerable  sum  of  money 
when  there  is  no  present  necessity  for  it 
merely  on  the  supposition  that  something 
may  arise  to  render  it  necessary.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  thinks  any  of  us 
can  be  parsuaded  that  if  there  is  no 
necessity  for  the  expenditure  of  this 
money  it  will  be  returned  to  the 
Exchequer,  he  is  of  a  very  imaginative 
turn  of  mind  indeed.  I  am  of  opinion 
that  a  Vote  of  this  kind  is  an  invitation 
to  men  in  Africa  and  different  parts  of 
the  world  to  spend  the  money.  They 
will  say,  "  If  this  money  is  not  spent  it 
will  be  returned  to  the  Treasury ;  why 
should  we  not  have  a  finger  in  the  pie  ? 
It  is  quite  as  good  for  us  to  see  the  neces- 
sity ^of  having,  it  spent  as  to  have  it 
returned  to  the  Treasury."  I  utterly 
T  2 
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and  completely  object  to  vote  and 
decline  to  vote  money  on  the  under- 
standing that  if  it  is  not  used  it  can  be 
returned  to  the  Treasury.  I  see  that 
last  year  ^1,200  was  put  down  for 
services  on  the  West  Coast  of  Africa. 
This  year  that  item  is  omitted,  for  pur- 
poses of  economy,  I  suppose ;  but, 
strangely  enough,  exactly  that  amount 
is  added  to  the  item  for  unforeseen 
Missions.  Last  year  the  amount  for 
these  Missions  was  £10,250,  and  this 
year  it  is  XI  1,450.  I  would  ask  how 
long  has  the  practice  of  taking  this 
Vote  been  in  existence,  and  does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  think  it  desirable 
to  ask  for  this  money  ?  Why  does  he 
fix  on  £11,450?  Africa  is  an  immense 
place,  and  if  Missions  there  are  expected 
millions  of  money  might  be  spent  on 
them.  Why  does  not  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ask  for  £50,000,  or  even 
£100,000  ?  •  We  have  been  told 
about  complications  likely  to  arise 
between  Germany  and  this  country, 
or  Portugal  and  this  country,  in  regard 
to  these  immense  tracts  of  country 
known  as  "  spheres  of  influence."  Well, 
with  the  rumours  afloat  as  to  German 
Colonial  policy  and  our  quarrels  in 
Portugal,  there  is  no  doubt  we  may  be 
embroiled  in  serious  difficulties,  and  in 
such  event  I  am  afraid  that  this 
£11,450  might  not  be  enough  for  the 
extra  Missions  and  Services  this  country 
might  be  called  on  to  undertake.  I 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if 
he  approves  of  this  system,  how  much 
money  was  spent  in  this  way  last  year, 
and  whether  he  can  give  us  any  sort  of 
dark*  hint  as  to  what  the  unforeseen 
Missions  and  Services  in  Africa  may  be 
this  year  ?  It  would  be  more  than 
natural  if  hon.  Members  did  not  seek  an 
explanation  of  these  matters. 

*(9.55.)  Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  I  am 
afraid  I  cannot  satisfy  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man. There  has  been  a  Mission  to  the 
West  Coast  of  Africa,  a  Conference  at 
Brussels,  a  Mission  to  Rome,  and  two 
special  Missions  to  Berlin.  These  are  all 
the  Missions  which  I  can  remember  just 
now.  As  the  hon.  Member  is  aware,  the 
sum  of  £15,000  haa  been  voted  for  un- 
foreseen Missions  for  the  past  four  years, 
that  amount  being  found  to  be  sufficient 
to  meet  probable  requirements.  In 
addition  to  that  amount,  in  1885  we  had 
Mr.  W.  Redmond 


to  ask  for  £12,500,  in  1886-7  we  spent 
£7,000,  and  in  1888  only  £6,500.  Last 
year  we  were  within  thie  Estimate,  but 
we  cannot  hope  that  that  will  always  be 
the  case.  The  Committee  knows  the 
wide  area  over  which  the  British  Empire 
extends,  and,  therefore,  over  whicb  the 
necessity  for  these  special  Missions  ex- 
tends. As  in  the  Civil  Service  at  borne, 
there  is  a  Vote  for  "  Contingencies,"  so 
in  the  Foreign  Service  we  have  to  ask 
for  this  sum  for  unforeseen  Missions. 

(9.57.)  Mb.  W.  REDMOND  :  Can 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  give  an 
instance  of  money  Joeing  returned  to  the 
Treasury  when  voted  for  unforeseen 
Missions  ?  I  must  say  I  feel  inclined  to 
congratulate  myself  on  having  got  a  good 
deal  of  satisfactory  information  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  how  the 
money  was  spent  last  year.  He  tells  us 
they  were  arranging  territorial  lines  with 
the  French  Government  and  that  there 
was  a  Mission  to  Berlin  and  one  to  Rome. 
What  an  amount  of  time  would  be  saved 
if  the  Government  had  the  common 
sense  to  put  the  Missions  on  which  the 
money  was  spent  one  year  on  the  Votes 
of  the  year  following  !  Can  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  give  us  an  instance  of 
money  being  returned  to  the  Treasury  ? 
*(9.59.)  Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  In 
the  year  1887-8  £15,000  was  voted  and 
£6,500  spent.  The  surplus  would  be 
handed  over  to  the  Treasury  or  devoted 
to  other  purposes.  It  is,  of  course,  impos- 
sible to  say  at  the  commencement  of  a 
year  what  the  unforeseen  contingencies 
for  that  year  will  be. 

(10.0.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  This 
Vote  must  be  strenuously  resisted,  seeing 
that  it  enables  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  carry  out  such  objectionable 
Missions  as  that  to  Rome  last  year 
without  giving  the  House  an  opportunity 
of  discussing  them.  There  is  nothing 
that  involves  the  feelings  of  the  people  of 
this  country  more  than  a  question  of  this 
kind,  and  I  maintain  that  when  the 
Government  want  to  spend  money  in 
this  way  we  should  have  Supplementary 
Estimates  asked  for.  And  now,  to  go 
alphabetically  down  the  items  of  this 
Vote,  I  should  like  to  say  a 
word  with  regard  to  Egypt.  I  have 
made  a  great  many  speeches  on 
the  subject  of  Egypt,  and  the  reason  I 
have  done  so  is   because   Her   Majesty's 
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Government  are  still  occupying  that 
country.  I  should  like  to  know  what 
policy  Her  Majesty's  Government  intend 
to  pursue  in  the  matter  of  this  occupa- 
tion. The  House  has  been  told  over 
and  over  again  that  our  occupation  of 
Egypt  is  to  be  only  a  temporary  one,  but 
the  longer  we  stay  there  the  less  the 
signs  are  of  our  coming  away.  It  would 
seem  at  present  as  if  we  are  to  stop  there 
permanently ;  and  if  the  Government 
mean  that,  I  think  they  should  tell  us  so 
honestly.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  tell  us  that  they  must  remain  in 
Egypt  until  the  country  is  fit  to  govern 
itself  ;  but  do  they  want  it  to  be  able  to 
govern  itself?  Are  they  taking  the 
necessary  steps  to  render  such  a  thing 
possible  ?  They  ssnt  a  very  distinguished 
man — Lord  Dafferin — to  Egypt  a  short 
time  ago  to  render  the  place  capable  of 
governing  itself,  and  he  laid  down  a 
certain  line  of  policy  with  that  object  in 
view;  but  his  plans  have  never  been 
carried  out.  Lord  Dufferin's  Mission 
was  a  farce  and  a  sham,  as  no  attempt 
has  ever  been  made  to  follow  its  conclu- 
sions. The  financial  administration  of 
Egypt  appears  to  be  successful  from  the 
bondholders'  point  of  view,  but  that  suc- 
cess has  only  been  secured  at  the  ex- 
pense of  increasing  the  taxation  of  the 
country.  There  has  not  been  the 
slightest  real  attempt  made  to  make 
Egypt  a  self  governing  country,  while 
the  internal  administration  ha&  been 
starved,  the  provision  for  education  es- 
pecially having  been  kept  down  to  the 
lowest  possible  point.  We  have  doubled 
the  value  of  the  bonds  in  Egypt  no 
doubt,  and  the  French  and  English  bond- 
holders have  reason  to  praise  us.  But, 
again  I  ask,  is  that  an  advantage? 
We  are  often  told  that  as  long  as  we  hold 
Egypt  it  will  be  an  embarrassment  to  us 
in  time  of  peace  and  an  infinitely  greater 
embarrassment  in  time  of  war.  It  in- 
volves jealousy  and  want  of  friendship  on 
the  part  of  the  French,  and  what  I  should 
like  to  do  is  to  patch  up  a  decent  Native 
Government,  get  together  a  good  Native 
Army,  and  leave  Egypt  to  take  care  of 
itself.  I  do  not  think  the  Prime 
Minister  is  right  in  saying  that  Orientals 
are  not  capable  of  carrying  on  a  Con- 
stitutional Government.  You  have 
failed  in  Egypt  because  you  have  not 
tried,  and  in  Turkey  because  the  Turks 


were  not  willing.  But  great  aptitude 
for  Constitutional  government  has  been 
shown.  I  should  like  to  ask  what  is  the 
present  state  of  the  negotiations  as 
regards  the  loans,  whether  the  French 
have  considered  the  question  of  conver- 
sion more  favourably,  and  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  agreed  to 
the  request  tjf  the  French  to  consent  to 
a  new  loan?  I  should  also  like  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  give  us  some 
explanation  of  the  state  of  things  in  the 
country  about  Suakin,  and  to  say  what 
is  the  policy  of  the  Government  with 
regard  to  Suakin. 

(10.12.)  Mr.  AV.  REDMOND:  I 
should  like  to  ask  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  considered  tho  advis- 
ableness  of  commuting,  to  some  extent, 
the  sentence  passed  on  Arabi  Pasha  ?  It 
has  been  represented  to  me,  I  believe 
with  justice,  that  he  is  suffering  very 
severely  indeed  from  the  climate  of 
Ceylon.  The  Government,  when  1 
brought  the  subject  forward  some  time 
ago,  did  not  hold  out  any  hope  that  the 
sentence  would  be  remitted.  I  think 
that  at  this  time  of  day  they  might  with 
great  propriety  consider  the  advisable- 
ness  of  remitting  the  sentence,  or,  at  all 
events,  of  allowing  him  to  be  consulted 
as  to  whether  he  would  like  to  go  to 
some  other  part  of  the  world. 

(10.13)  Dr.  TANNER  (Cork  Co,, 
Mid) :  There  are  three  or  four  Votes 
other  than  those  to  which  the  attention 
of  the  Government  has  been  directed 
and  of  which  I  think  some  notice  ought 
to  be  taken.  Over  and  over  again  we 
hear  of  the  large  salaries  granted  to 
German  Princes  who  are  brought  over 
to  obtain  positions  which  they  cannot 
possibly  get  at  home.  In  these  Votes  we- 
find  large  sums  being  paid  to  Ambassa- 
dors and  Charges  d' Affaires  in  petty 
little  States  in  Germany.  The  miserable- 
little  German  Principality  of  Coburg  has* 
a-Charg^  d'Affaires  who  gets  £500  a 
year  and  X200  a  year  besides  for  the* 
premises  he  occupies.  In  Darmstadt,, 
another  impotent,  obscure,  and  very 
small  Principality,  you  have  a  Charg^ 
d'Affaires  who  gets  a  salary  of  £1,050^ 
besides  ^200  for  rent.  Compare  these* 
with  the  Kingdom  of  Saxony — a  larger 
portion  of  the  German  Empire — and 
you  find  that  the  Secretary  of  Legation 
gets  £750  a  year  with  the  sum  of  £200' 
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for  his  rent.  I  think  we  ought  to  have 
some  explanation  of  this  matter.  This 
seems  to  be  a  means  of  providing  for  the 
scions  of  noble  houses  something  to  do  in 
places  where  nothing  can  be  done.  I 
think,  Sir,  that  while  there  is  such 
trouble  at  home  it  is  a  great  and  crying 
injustice  to  grant  these  hjrge  sums  of 
money  in  the  hole-and  corner  way  in 
which  again  and  again  it  is  sought  to  be 
done  in  the  House  of  Commons.  This 
Vote  is  put  down  for  the  first  evening  of 
the  Session  in  the  hope  that  Members 
would  not  attend.  That  is  not  the  way 
in  which  tho  business  of  the  House  of 
Commons  should  be  conducted,  and  I 
sincerely  hope  we  shall  have  some  ex- 
planation of  the  items  I  have  referred  to. 
There  are  so  many  blots  in  this  Vote 
that  it  would  take  a  very  long  time 
were  we  to  go  into  them  all.  I  pity 
Her  Majesty's  Government  and  the 
unfortunate  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  who  has  to  assume  all 
the  responsibility  with  respect  to  these 
matters,  knowing  the  miserable  defi- 
ciencies and  defects  that  are  apparent  in 
the  Vote.  I  will,  however,  content 
mysalf  with  asking  for  an  explanation  of 
one  other  item.  The  British  Medical 
Officer  of  Health  at  Constantinople  gets 
X400  a  year,  and  there  is  a  note  in  the 
Estimates  stating  that  that  is  merely 
an  allowance  made  to  the  physician  of 
the  Embassy.  I  wish  to  know  whether 
that  position  is  open  to  competition,  or 
is  it  in  the  gift  of  Members  of  the 
Government?  To  my  mind,  all  these 
posts  should  be  thrown  open  to  competi- 
tion, so  that  young  men  of  merit  may  be 
able  to  reach  the  positions  to  which  they 
are  entitled  by  their  worth. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL:  I  omitted  to 
move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote,  and  I 
wish  to  do  so  now. 

.  The  chairman  :  Several  subsaquent 
questions  have  been  addressed  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  he  will  be 
unable  to  answer  them  if  the  hon. 
Membar  moves  the  reduction  of  a  specific 
item  now. 

*SiR  J.  FERGUSSON  :  1  hope  the  hon. 
Member  will  not  think  it  necessary  to 
move  the  reduction.  It  is  a  fact  that 
the  burden  of  taxation  in  Egypt  has  been 
reduced  and  that  the  revenue  has  increased 
from  natural  causes.  The  doubt  which 
the  hon.  Member  has  expressed  on  the 
J)r,  Tanner 


subject  is  the  first  suggestion  I  have 
heard  for  many  weeks  contrary  to  the 
general  impression  that  there  are  indica- 
tions of  greatly  increased  prosperity 
among  the  people  of  Egypt.  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Chamberlain),  who  recently  returned 
from  Egypt,  has  spoken  of  the  indications 
of  prosperity  that  he  noticed,  and  surely 
his  evidence  may  be  accepted  as  that  of 
a  competent  and  impartial  witness.  The 
best  proofs  are  the  increased  comfort  of 
the  people,  the  increase  of  revenue  from 
diminished  taxes,  and  the  improvement 
in  the  system  of  public  works,  which 
brings  more  land  into  cultivation  and 
enables  the  people  to  boar  either  an 
abnormally  high  Nile  or  an  abnormally 
low  Nile  without  serious  damage.  In 
spite  of  the  heavy  expenditure  last  year, 
there  is  a  surplus  of  revenue  over 
expenditure.  It  is  much  to  be  regretted 
that  the  conversion  proposal  has  not 
been  carried  out,  because  it  would  have 
lightened  the  burdens  of  the  people  very 
considerably ;  but  I  hope  arrangements 
will  be  come  to  by  negotiation  whereby 
the  end .  will  be  attained.  As  to  the 
question  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Dr.  Tanner),  these  discussions  may  be 
indefinitely  prolonged  if  Members  who 
have  not  been  present  early  in  the 
evening  come  in  and  ask  questions  that 
have  been  already  answered. 

Dr.  TANNER :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  pardon  me  for  a  moment  ?  I 
heard  only  last  night  that  this  Vote  was 
coming  on  to-day,  and  I  travelled  post- 
haste from  Cork  in  consequence. 
*(10.29.)  Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  Well, 
I  have  already  stated  that  the  Govern- 
ment, pursuant  to  a  pledge  to  reduce  the 
small  Missions  in  Germany,  have  not 
filled  up  the  post  in  Stuti^ardt,  and  I 
think  other  positions  when  they  become 
vacant  will  not  be  filled  up.  The  doctor 
in  Constantinople  is  undoubtedly  not 
appointed  by  open  competition.  The 
medical  officers  are  generally  appointed 
in  consultation  with  the  Aml«ssador 
under  whom  they  have  to  serve,  and  I 
think  the  Public  Service  does  not  suffer 
by  the  fact  that  these  appointments  are 
not  put  up  to  public  competition. 

(10.30.)  Dr.  tanner  :  I  may  explain 
that  when  I  called  attention  to  the 
medical  member  6i  the  Legation  I  knew 
nothing  whatever  of  the  gentleman  in 
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question.     1  thought  it  would  be  for  the 
interest  of    the   Sei-vioe   to  apply    the 

,  principle  which  haa  elsewhere  been  much 
followed,  of  submitting  the  claims  of 
members  of  the  medical  profession  to 
examination  rather  than  leaving  them  to 
interest. 

♦(10.31.)  Sib  JULIAN  GOLDSMID 
(St.  Pancras,  S.) :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
near  me  (Sir  G.  Campbell)  seems  to 
have  most  strange  information.  The 
information  I  have  received,  and  some  of 
it  from  Egyptian  sources,  leaves  no  doubt 
that  the  condition  of  Egypt  has  improved 
immensely  in  the  last  few  years;  the  income 
has  increased  by  the  natural  increase  of 
wealth  and  of  population,  and  taxation 
has  been  remitted.  If  khe  French  would 
agree  upon  the  conversion  which  is  pro- 
posed by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  still 
further  benefits  would  accrue  to  the 
population  of  Egypt.  I  think  that  under 
these  circumstances  it  is  a  little  dis- 
appointing to  find  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  making  such  statements  as 
those  we  have  just  listened  to. 

(10.32.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  :  I  pur- 
posely  avoided  going  into  particulars. 
The  habits  and  the  condition  of  the 
people  of  Egypt  are  not  to  be  appreciated 
by  figures.  I  have  formed  my  opinion 
upon  careful  study  and  personal  observa- 
tion, but  I  knew  when  I  expressed  that 
opinion  that  the  only  result  would  be  ex- 
pressions  of  opinion  from  this  side  or  that. 
As  regards  the  financial  question,  having 
spent  a  winter  in  Egypt  lately,  and 
having  studied  the  question  carefully 
from  means  of  information  kindly 
afforded  me,  I  maintain  most  deliberately 
that  the  revenue  has  been  increased,  not 
by  a  natural  rise,  but  by  the  imposition  of 
increased  taxation,  although  I  admit  that 
in  some  cases  taxation  has  been  remitted. 
Remissions  have  been  on  the  smallest 
scale,  while  taxation  has  been  imposed  in 
direct  contravention  of  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  highest  authorities.  Lord 
Dufferin  and  Lord  Northbrook  recom- 
mended that  the  Land  Tax  should  be 
remitted,  and  it  was  not  remitted,  and  a 
Salt  Tax  and  other  taxes  have  been 
imposed.  But  I  do  not  wish  to  detain 
the  Committee  with  statistics.  I 
maintain,    however,    that    my   opinion, 

arrived  at  after  careful  study  of  facts, 

cannot  be  contradicted  by  any  expert. 

Additional  burdens  have  been  imposed 


though  I  admit  the  result  has  proved — 
the  revenue  being  obtained  —  that  the 
people  have  been  able  for  the  time  to 
bear  these  burdens.  There  was  another 
point  I  referred  to — the  state  of  affairs 
near  Suakin,  but  I  will  revert  to  that  on 
the  Consular  Vote. 

(10.35.)  Mr.  WADDY  (Lincolnshire, 
Brigg)  :  Until  I  heard  the  observations 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
South  St.  Pancras  (Sir  Julian  Goldsmid), 
I  was  not  disposed  to  quarrel  with  this 
item,  but  he  makes  clear  a  case  against 
it ;  for  if  his  information  is  correct — and  I 
have  no  reason  to  doubt  it — ^and  we  have 
been  doing  so  much  good  to  Egypt, 
then  the  inference  is  that  that 
country  should  bear  this  expense,  and 
we  are  not  required  to  extend 
our  philanthropy  and  benevolence  further, 
but  this  £5,000  should  be  struck  out  of 
the  Estimate.  It  is  among  the  largest 
items  of  its  kind,  coming  third  after 
France  and  Germany.  When  we  look 
at  Sub-note  B  we  are  told  that  there  is  a 
further  allowance  of  £1,000,  so  that  the 
British  taxpayer  is  called  on  to  pay 
£6,000  on  this  account,  a  claim  which  is 
no  longer  justified.  Members  have 
wandered  up  and  down  these  items,  so 
that  I  scarcely  know  exactly  what  point 
we  have  reached ;  but  there  is  an  item 
in  the  Turkish  Vote,  and  I  may  take  this 
as  a  cognate  subject  upon  which  I  should 
like  information.  I  wonder  what  sort  of 
a  thing  is  an  archivist.  What  is  he  or 
it  ?  Why  does  Turkey  want  one  ;  and  if 
the  Turks  want  one,  why  is  it  that  other 
people  do  not  ?  Is  it  simply  a  means  of 
giving  money  to  some  one  not  giving  his 
name  ?  Also  more  information  is  wanted 
as  to  the  items  for  chaplains  and 
physicians  in  some  cases  and  not  in 
others.  There  are  matters  also  that 
require  elucidation  in  relation  to  unfore- 
seen Missions ;  but,  for  the  present,  con- 
fining myself  to  this  Egyptian  item,  I 
ask  why  we  should  vote  this  £6,000  on 
behalf  of  a  people  who,  it  appears,  are 
well  able  to  take  care  of  themselves  ? 

(10.38.)  Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  do 
not  contest  the  fact  that  the  Egyptians 
are  better  off  now  than  under  the  late 
Khedive  ;  they  may  be  better  off  with- 
out being  well  off.  But  our  system  is  to 
enforce  the  payment  of  taxation,  not  to  be 
spent  in  the  country,  but  for  the  benefit 
of  the  owners  of  Egyptian  bonds,  who 
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are  practically  all  in  Europe.      A  great 
deal  too  much  is  taken  out  of  the  coun- 
iry.     It  is  not  our  business  to  look  after 
the  Egyptians  or  spend  the  money  of  the 
British  taxpayer  in  order  that  they  may 
be  better  off  or  well  off.     We  went  there 
many  years  ago  under  a  specific  pledge 
to  Europe,  and  to  France  espscially,  that 
we  did  not  go  there  to  remain,  but  upon 
one  excuse  or  another  we  have  remained 
in  absolute  violation  of  our  pledge.     I 
have  made  continual  complaints  of  this, 
and  while  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  was  in  power,  I 
must  have  divided  the  House  some  30  or 
40  times  on  this  question,  so  that  in  no 
sense  is  it  a  Party  question.     But  I  do 
really  think  we  ought  to  declare  when 
we  intend  to  leave  the  country  now  that 
we  are   practically  told  that  Egypt   is 
prosperous.     If  that  is  so,  then  we  have 
fulfilled  our  purpose  in  going  into  Egypt 
and  ought  to  leave  the  country.     We  are 
in   an  utterly  false  position  towards  the 
other  European  Powers,  and  especially 
towards  France,  so  long  as  we  remain  in 
Egypt.      There  can  be  no  warm  feeling 
between  the  Governments  of  England 
and  France  so  long  as  we  remain  there  in 
absolute  violation  of  our  pledges.     Now 
the  hon.  Bironet  (Sir  Julian  Goldsmid) 
said  in  effact  Egypt  is  a  flourishing  gar- 
den,  and   everybody  there  is  sharing  in 
the  wealth  and  riches.     Well,  but  only 
this  morning  I  received  a  document,  and  I 
daresay  the  hon.  Baronet  received  one  also, 
which  somewhat  conflicts  with  that  view 
of  things.     It  was  a  circular  from  the 
Consul  at  Alexandria,  and  he  asks  for 
money  because,  he  says,  there  is  so  much 
poverty    in    Alexandria — such     a    vast 
number   of   poor   people   for  whom    no 
employment  can  be  provided.     This  is 
certainly  in  conflict  with  the  statement 
that  Egypt  is  in  a  properous  condition. 
Allusion  has  been  made  to  the   exiles 
from   Egypt — ^Arabi  and  his  friends  in 
Ceylon.      I    have    frequently    received 
communications  from  them,  and  several 
of    them    are    most    anxious    to    leave 
Ceylon.      They    were    turned     out    of 
Egypt,    and    there    was    some    sort    of 
pledge   given    at   their  trial   that   they 
should  be  treated  as  political  exiles,  but 
in  some  curious  way  they  are  detained 
as  prisoners  in  Ceylon.     They  are  not 
allowed  to  leave;    they  cannot    leave, 
because  the  allowance  they  have  from 
Jfr.  Labouchere 


the  Egyptian  Government  would  caase 
if  they  left  Ceylon.  Now,  I  do  not 
think  we  ought  to  convert  one  of  our , 
Colonies  into  a  gaol  for  the  Egyptian 
Government.  When  we  talk  of  the 
Egyptian  Government,  practically  in  a 
matter  of  this  kind  it  does  not  exist.  We 
know  tliat  practically  it  is  only  for  the 
British  Government  to  say  the  word  and 
these  people  would  be  allowed  to  re- 
turn to  Egypt.  It  may  be  asked, 
why  should  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment make  an  allowance  to  these 
persons?  The  answer  is  because  the 
Egyptian  Government  confiscated  all 
their  property  under  a  system  which  in 
England  is  not  recognised.  These  men 
have  wives  and  children,  and  it  is 
monstrous,  because  these  men,  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  would  say,  "rightly 
struggled  to  be  free,"  that  they,  with 
their  wives  and  families,  should  have 
their  property  confiscated  and  be  de- 
prived of  the  means  of  living.  I  hope 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  state  tL^t 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  use  their 
best  oflices  to  alleviate  the  fate  of  these 
unfortunate  men.  I  received  a  letter 
from  one  of  them  only  a  week  or  two 
ago,  in  which  he  says  they  are  suffering 
greatly  from  the  climate,  tliat  his  health 
is  being  injured,  and  that  he  is  most 
anxious  to  be  allowed,  if  not  to  go  back 
to  Egypt,  to  reside  in  some  part  of  the 
dominions  of  the  Sultan  or  in  Cyprus, 
or,  at  any  rate,  to  leave  Ceylon.  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  that  the 
best  endeavours  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment will  be  used  to  induce  the 
Egyptian  Government  to  agree  either 
that  these  men  shall  be  allowed  to  come 
back  to  Egypt,  and  that  their  allowance 
shall  be  continued,  or  that  they  shall  be 
allowed  to  proceed  to  any  part  of  the 
Sultan's  dominions  ? 

(10.47.)  Colonel  NOLAN:  Ther.^ 
is  a  not  unimportant  question  I 
wish  to  ask,  and  that  is,  what  is  the 
exact  position  of  an  **  Agent  "  in  the 
Diplomatic  Service  ?  He  is  not  an  Am- 
bassador or  a  Charge  d' Affaires — these 
are  well-known  terms.  But  does  he  rank 
as  a  member  of  the  Diplomatic  Corps  or 
as  a  Consul  ?  I  see  also  that  our  Re- 
presentative in  Bulgaria  is  also  styled  an 
Agent.  It  is  a  question  of  some  import- 
ance,    and     upon    the    definition    the 
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gravest  complications  might  arise.  Is 
the  Agent  an  accredited  member  of  the 
Diplomatic  Corps,  and  entitled  to  all  the 
privileges  of  such  a  position  1  We  know 
that  the  French  and  German  War  was 
precipitated  bj  a  fancied  slight  offered 
to  an  Ambassador,  which,  if  offered  to 
a  Consnl,  would  not  have  provoked 
such  resentment.  It  has  been  asserted 
also  that  the  Abyssinian  War  arose  out 
of  King  Theodore's  want  of  appreciation 
of  the  distinction  between  the  positions 
of  a  Consul  and  a   Charg^    d' Affaires. 

Also  I  wish  to  know  if  the  military 
attach^  are  put  down  in  the  Military 
Votes,  and,  if  so,  why,  in  regard  to 
Russia,  the  military  attach^  is 
included  in  the  Diplomatic  Vote  ? 

*(10.50.)  Sib  JAMES  FERGUSSON  : 
Certainly  our  Agent  in  Egypt  is  classed 
among  our  Diplomatic  Representatives. 
It  will  bo  observed  that  he  is  so 
described  also  in  Bulgaria  and  in 
Zanzibar.  There  are  other  cases,  in- 
cluding that  of  Egypt,  where  our  Repre- 
sentative is  styled  "  Agent."  Of  course; 
he  is  also  Consul  General,  and  un- 
doubtedly in  Egypt  it  is  a  diplomatic 
position  of  high  importance,  and  hardly 
second  to  any  Mission  in  Europe.  The 
position  of  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  is  not  only 
•extremely  important,  but  he  has  made  it 
a  position  highly  creditable  to  himself. 
Sir  E.  Baring  is  head  of  the  Consular 
Staff  as  well  as  our  Diplomatic 
Agent,  and  he  has  agents  at  Cairo, 
Alexandria,  Suakin,  the  Soumali 
Coast,  and  other  places;  in  fact,  he 
holds  the  reins  of  our  policy  in  Egypt 
in  his  hands.  I  am  somewhat  surprised 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Waddy)  should  have 
raised  the  question  as  to  the  archivist 
Of  course,  he  is  the  ofl&cer  who  keeps  the 
records  of  the  Mission,  who  supplies 
precedents,  makes  researches  into  history 
whenever  such  are  required  for  reference, 
and  it  is  a  duty  of  great  importance. 
The  question  of  chaplains  was  dealt  with 
at  an  earlier  period  of  the  evening,  and  I 
need  not  refer  to  it  again.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  is  per- 
fectly consistent  in  his  views  with 
respect  to  %ypt.  He  saw  that  what- 
ever might  be  the  increased  prosperity 
of  the  oountry  too  much  is  taken  out  of 
it,  and  undoubtedly  it  is  a  matter  of 
great  hindrance  to  the  progress  of  that 


country  thafc  about  40  or  42  per  cent,  of 
the  public  revenue  should  be  devoted  to 
the  payment  of  bondholders,  but  if  we 
consider  that  only  four  years  ago  the 
country  was  unable  to  pay  any  interest 
on  the  debt,  and  that  within  the 
last  two  years  Egypt  has  been  able 
to  re-pay  the  coupons  and  to  meet 
the  current  interest,  and  that  the 
Government  have  more  than  a  million 
in  reserve  and  a  surplus  on  the 
present  year,  then  it  is  evident  that  in 
spite  of  the  tremendous  strain  the 
resources  of  the  country  are  increasing, 
and  that  the  burden  practically  is 
becoming  less  and  less  every  year. 
There  is  no  use  in  discussing  whether 
our  stay  in  Egypt  is  an  element  of 
disturbance  in  our  European  relations. 
No  doubt  it  is  a  troublesome  duty,  and  it 
was  accepted  unwillingly  on  this  side  of 
the  Hous3  as  well  as  on  the  other  ;  but  it 
is  a  duty  which  is  being  fulfilled  in  a 
manner  which  has  surpassed  all  possible 
expectations.  As  for  the  exiles,  I  fancy 
that  it  was  a  happy  case  for  Arabi  and  the 
others,  that  the  British  Government 
stepped  in  to  procure  exile  for  them  in 
exchange  for  the  execution  which  would 
otherwise  probably  have  been  inflicted 
upon  them.  They  fared  better  by  their 
detention  in  Ceylon  than  some  of  their 
predecessors,  who,  being  exiled,  yet  never 
reached  their  place  of  exile.  It  is  not,  in 
the  view  of  the  Egyptian  Government, 
desirable  that  these  men  should  return 
to  Egypt  at  present.  It  is  said  that  the 
Egyptian  Government  is  practically  the 
British  Government,  but  the  British 
Government  interfere  as  little  as  possible 
with  the  Egyptian  administration.  It  is 
highly  to  the  credit  of  the  Khedive  and 
his  Ministers  that  they  have  lent 
themselves  to  reform  and  have  availed 
themselves  of  the  advice  of  the  British 
Government. 

(10.58.)  Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  I 
must  protest  aj^inst  the  view  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  says  it  is 
extremely  likely  that  these  men  will 
suffer  perpetual  exile. 
♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  No. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  Well,  it  has 
extended  over  10  years,  and  still  the 
British  Government  hold  out  no  hope  of 
its  termination.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man thinks  that  these  men  are  extremely 
fortunate^    and    that    under    a    former 
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Govermnent  they  would  hare  been 
poisoned.  According  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  there  are  criminal  con- 
spirators in  England  and  even  in  this 
House.  Why  not  apply  the  same  rule  of 
mercy  in  Egypt  as  in  this  country? 
These  men  fought  against  a  foreign 
enemy,  and  I  regret  exceedingly  that 
Arab!  was  beaten  in  the  battle.  Arabi 
and  his  friends  have  been  sent  to  Ceylon 
because  they  took  one  side  in  what  was 
essentially  an  Egyptian  question.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  the  Egyptian 
Government  are  not  willing  that  they 
should  return  to  Egypt,  but  does  he  mean 
to  say  the  Egyptian  Government  would 
resist  a  view  expressed  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  that  the  exiles  should  be 
allowed  to  leave  Ceylon  and  still  retain 
their  allowance  ?  I  do  protest  against 
turning  an  English  colony  into  a  perpetual 
political  prison  for  men  who  have  taken 
a  certain  side  in  Egyptian  politics,  and  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should 
undertake  to  use  his  best  efforts  to  in- 
duce the  Egyptian  Government  to  grant 
the  application  of  these  exiles  for 
permission  to  live  elsewhere  than 
in  Ceylon.  I  think  they  should,  if 
they  removed,  be  allowed  to  retain 
their  pensions.  I  ask  now  that  an  inquiry 
should  be  held  afi  to  whether  these 
men  wish  to  remain  in  Ceylon  or 
whether  they  will  give  their  parole  not 
to  return  to  Egypt  if  allowed  to  live 
elsewhere.  I  received  a  letter  from  one 
of  them,  the  other  day,  stating  that  his 
health  is  endangered  and  that  he  is  most 
anxious  to  be  allowed  to  return  to  Egypt, 
or,  at  all  events,  to  go  into  some  part  of 
the  Sultan's  dominions,  still  retaining 
his  allowance. 

*(11.3.)  Captain  VERNEY  (Bucks, 
N.)  :  I  beg  to  move  the  reduction  of  the 
Vote  by  the  sum  of  £300,  the  salary  of 
the  chaplain  under  the  head  of  "  Den- 
mark." I  think  we  should  have  further 
explanations  on  this  Vote. 

(11.3.)  The  CHAIRMAN:  Order, 
order !  In  consequence  of  the  way  in 
which  the  first  reduction  was  moved  it 
is  not  competent  to  the  hon.  Member  to 
move  to  reduce  the  Vote  by  this 
particular  item. 

*(11.4.)    Sib  J.  FERGUSSON::  I  may, 

perhaps,  explain  that  the  place  where 

this  chaplain  is  stationed  is  the  resort  of  a 

large  British  seafaring  population.     The 

Mr,  Lahouchere 


salary  is  only  £85  a  year,  but  the 
chaplain  also  receives  an  equivalent  to 
subscriptions  from  residents,  so  that  the 
total  payment  is  £200  a  year. 

*(11.5.)  Cafiain  VERNEY  :  That 
explanation  does  not  touch  the  point  I 
wish  to  impress  on  the  Committee. 
Many  of  us  largely  represent  Noncon- 
formists, and  our  constituents  want  to 
know  ihe  reasons  for  making  these 
appointments.  I  ask  the  question  in  no 
spirit  of  opposition,  but  I  think  the  right 
hon.  Grentleman  will  admit  that  there  is 
an  entire  absence  of  fairness  in  the  way 
in  which  chaplains  are  distributed. 
Some  first-class  Embassies  have  no 
chaplains  at  all.  There  may  be  reasons 
why  Denmark  should  have  a  chaplain, 
but  I  think  it  more  important  that  there 
should  be  a  chaplain  at  Havre.  Now,  we 
have  in  these  kingdoms  two  Established 
Churches — the  Established  Church  of 
England  and  the  Established  Church  of 
Scotland.  A  large  number  of  our  sailors 
are  Presbyterians ;  yet  we  never  hear 
of  a  Presbyterian  minister  being  ap- 
pointed. I  submit  that  these  foreign 
chaplaincies  should  be  abolished  alto- 
gether, for  I  am  sure  no  reasonable 
explanation  can  be  given  of  the  manner 
in  which  these  appointments  are  dis- 
tributed. 

(11.7.)  Mr.  W.  REDMOND  :  I  did 
hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
have  replied  to  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton,  for 
he  might,  at  any  rate,  have  promised 
to  make  inquiry  into  the  case  of 
the  Egyptian  exiles  in  Ceylon,  and 
have  undertaken  that  doctors  should 
investigate  the  complaint  that  their 
health  is  being  injured  by  their  enforced 
residence  in  the  island.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  took  great  credit  because 
these  men  were  exiled  instead  of  being 
killed,  but  if  the  climate  is  injurious  to 
their  health  they  will  eventually  be 
killed.  I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  singularly  unfortunate  in  the 
reasons  he  gave  why  we  should  be  satisfied 
with  the  condition  of  Egyptian  a&irs. 
He  told  us  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  had 
returned  from  Egypt  satisfied  with  the 
condition  of  the  country.  If  he  has  done 
BO  I  cannot  help  at  once  jumping  to  the 
conclusion  that  something  is  radically 
.wrong  there.     And  it  is  not  an  unreason- 
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able  thing  to  do,  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentloman  went  to  America,  and  there 
altogether  ups3t  every  chance  of  arriving 
at  a  satisfactory  arrangement  of  the 
Fishery  dispnte.  He  brought  back  with 
him  totally  erroneous  ideas  of  American 
politics,  and  he  was  presented  with  an 
address  of  congratulation  before  it  was 
dicipovered  that  his  ideas  were  all  wrong. 

(11.10.)  Mr.  WADDY:  I  propose 
to  move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote 
by  £1,000,  in  connection  with  the  salary 
of  the  Agent  for  Egypt,  and  I  do  so  for 
financial  reasons.  Looking  down  the 
list  of  salaries  I  see  that  £4,000  is  the 
highest  paid  to  an  oflBcer  of  this  kind, 
and  I  think  the  sum  paid  to  the  agent 
for  Egypt  may  reasonably  be  reduced 
from  £5,000  to  £4,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed' 
"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £306,909' 
be  granted  for  the  said  Service." — {Mr 
Wcddy.) 

♦(11.13.)  Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  lean 
assure  the  hon.  Member  I  have  not 
intentionally  abstained  from  answering 
any  question  put  to  me.  Other  oppor- 
tunities will  arise  for  discussing  Egyptian 
a&irs.  With  regard  to  the  position  of 
Arabi  and  the  other  exiles  in  Ceylon, 
if  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
will  give  me  the  name  of  the  person  in 
Ceylon  suffering  in  health  it  shall  be 
inquired  into.  As  to  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Brigg  division  of 
Lincolnshire,  I  cannot  agree  to  it,  as, 
from  the  important  duties  of  the  Agent 
and  the  eminent  services  he  renders,  the 
salary  of  £5,000  is  not  too  high. 

(11.15.)  Colonel  NOLAN :  1  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  miscon- 
ceived the  intention  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton.  He  has  told  us  the 
Government  have  undertaken  the  res- 
ponsibility of  keeping  Arabi  Pasha  and 
his  colleagues  in  exile,  but  seeing  that 
these  men  have  been  in  exile  so  many 
years,  surely  the  time  has  come  when 
it  is  possible  to  accept  their  personal 
guarantee  that  they  will  not  attempt  to 
disturb  the  peace  of  Egypt. 

(11.18.)  The  Committee  divided- 
—Ayes  52;  Noes  149.— (Div.  Lisb 
No.  46.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 


♦(11.33.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  After 
Egypt  comes  the  Equator,  and  aft2r  the 
Equator  comes  France,  and  the  question 
that  has  arisen  with  that  country  in 
regard  to  the  Newfoundland  Fisheries. 
This  is  a  very  important  subject,  on 
which  I  think  the  Committee  are  entitled 
to  some  explanation.  I  do  not  wish  to 
cast  any  imputation  on  Her  Majesty's 
Grovemment,  nor  do  1  suspect  them 
of  any  desire  to  see  them  make 
bal  blood  with  France  ;  on  the  con- 
trary, I  believe  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  inclined  to  do  their  best 
to  settle  this  question  in  an  equitable 
manner.  My  only  doubt  is  as  to 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  sufficient  firmness  to  settle  this 
matter  in  the  way  in  which  it  ought  to 
be  settled.  The  best  temporary  arrange- 
ment that  could  have  been  made  was 
that  which  was  arranged  under  the 
modus  vivendi ;  but  as  soon  as  that 
arrangement  was  known,  the  people  of 
Newfoundland  denounced  it,  aud  threat- 
ened all  sorts  of  terrible  things  if  the 
modus  viveiidi  were  enforced,  which 
might  lead  to  serious  difficulties  with 
France.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  this 
has  become  a  very  burning  question,  and 
it  is  exceedingly  desirable  and  necessary 
to  ensure  a  good  understanding  between 
this  country  and  France,  that  the 
matter  should  be  permanently  settled.  I 
hope  not  only  that  Her  Majesty's 
Gx)vemment  will  insist  on  the  modus 
vivendi,  and  enforce  it  for  the  time 
being,  but  that  steps  may  be  taken  for 
putting  an  end  to  the  dispute  for  all 
time.  I  would  submit  to  Her  Majesty's 
(Government  that  this  is  pre-eminently  a 
question  for  judicial  arbitration,  especially 
88  it  is  one  which  might  be  the  means 
of  plunging  this  country  into  war,  as  the 
consequence  of  anoutburstof  f  eelingon  the 
part  of  the  people  of  the  different  countries 
whose  interests  are  affected.  If  it  were 
brought  before  something  like  a  Court  of 
Arbitration,  by  which  all  parties  would 
be  bound,  the  question  might  admit  of 
an  easy  and  satisfactory  solution,  and  I 
want  to  know  from  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment whether  they  intend  to  adopt  such  a 
course  ?  No  doubt  the  French  and 
English  Governments  may  have  come  to 
an  arrangement  satisfactory  to  them- 
selves, but  that  is  not  enough.  They 
have  also  to  deal  with  the  Newfoundland 
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colony,  and  not  only  to  carry  tli3  colony 
with  them,  but  to  satisfy  the  different 
sections  of  the  colony,  among  whom 
violent  prejudices  exist  in  regard  to 
what  are  claimed  as  French  rights.  The 
great  advantage  of  arbitration  would  be 
that  even  it  would  satisfy  all  parties,  we 
would  be  able  to  say,  we  have  had  a 
judicial  decision,  and  the  question 
has  been  settled  fairly  and  with  due 
reference  to  the  interests  of  all  parties. 
I  was  very  pleased  to  see  it  stated  in  the 
T^iwie*  newspaper  that  the  French  minister 
had  said  the  only  way  of  settling  this 
question  was  by  arbitration.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  shakes  his  head ;  there- 
fore I  suppose  that  was  a  mistake ;  but 
at  any  rate  we  ought  to  hear  from  the 
Government  whether  they  are  prepared 
to  accept  the  proposal  to  allow  the  matter 
to  be  settled  by  arbitration.  We  had  a 
remarkable  instance  of  the  feeling  which 
animated  the  Newfoundland  people  in 
regard  to  the  bait  question.  The  Legis- 
lature of  Newfoundland  insisted  on  pass- 
ing a  very  unfriendly  Act,  by  which  the 
French  fishermen  were  deprived  of  the 
facilities  for  buying  bait.  That  bait 
question  was  one  of  the  principal  matters 
on  which  the  late  elections  turned,  and 
the  result  was  that  the  promoters  of  the 
Bait  Act  were  defeated,  because  the 
great  majority  of  the  poorer  people  of 
Newfoundland  found  the  French  very 
good  customers,  and  were  desirous  of 
being  enabled  to  sell  bait  to  them.  I 
have  in  my  hand  a  letter  in  which  the 
writer  speaks  of  the  dreadful  things  that 
will  be  done  if  the  British  Government 
does  not  uphold  the  rights  of  Newfound- 
land, but  there  are  a  great  many  people 
in  Newfoundland  who  would  rather  have 
the  French  there.  At  any  rate  there  are 
two  sides  to  the  question.  I  hope  the 
Government  will  assure  us  that  they  are 
not  only  determined  to  enforce  the  modus 
vivendi  but  thatthey  are  prepared  to  make 
a  good  solid  effort  to  settle  this  question 
for  good,  if  possible,  by  arbitration, 
so  that  an  equitable,  reasonable,  and 
judicial  arrangement  may  be  arrived  at. 

(11.45.)  Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  The 
hon.  Gentleman  has  in  his  speech 
pointed  out  some  of  the  great  diflBculties 
which  encompass  this  question,  and 
which  show  the  extreme  necessity  of 
caution  in  discussing  this  mattet*.  I  do 
Sir  G.  Campbdl 


not  think  Her    Majesty's   Government 
require   to   be   shown   that  the  subject 
should   be   handled   with    the    greatest 
cautioD,  and  that,  if  possible,  it  should  be 
brought  to    an    early   conclusion.     AVe 
have  done  all  we  possibly  can  to  accom- 
plish that  object,  permanently,  if  possible, 
if  not,  temporarily.     As   to   the    m4)dus 
vivendi^  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  says 
has  excited  very  strong  feeling  in  New- 
foundland, we  still  hope  that  it  may  be 
found  practicable.     The  hon.  Gentleman 
says   he   has  seen   the   statement   in   a 
telegram   that   Her    Majesty's   Govern- 
ment are  averse  to  arbitration.     I  do  not 
think  that  is  the  case,  and  having  read 
the  Report   of  what  took  place  in  the 
French   Chamber,  in    exienso,   I   think 
what   the    French  Minister  said  is   the 
very  reverse  of  what  the   hon.   Gentle- 
man has  stated.     The  French  Minister 
said    that    there    were    probably   some 
questions  to  be  brought    forward    "on 
which   we  might  be  averse  to   arbitra- 
tion," but  on  that  and  another  point  the 
British  Government  were  probably  will- 
ing to  take  arbitration.    I  think  we  should 
be  very  careful  of   the  feelings  of  the 
people  of  Newfoundland,  and,  by  modera- 
tion in  insisting  on  a  settlement,  show  that 
we  appreciate  their  strong  feeling.     Any- 
thing which  interferes  with  their  industry 
necessarily    must     be    unpopular    with 
them.      At    the    same    time    we    have 
obligations  under  treaty,   and  if   doubt 
has  arisen  as  to  the  interpretation  of  that 
treaty,  it  is  most  desirable  that  it  should 
be  settled  without  the   slightest  risk  of 
quarrel  between  the  two  great  nations. 
But  there  are   some  points   which    we 
cannot  refer  to  arbitration — they  are  our 
natural  rights.     But  there  are  subsidiary 
points    which     could    not     have     been 
foreseen  when  the  treaties  were  framed, 
and  as  to  which  I  trust  and  believe  Her 
Majesty's   Government    would     not    be 
averse     to    arbitration.       But    if    such 
an     arbitration     is    to  be  successful    it 
is  evident  that,  in  the  first  place,  there 
must    be    concurrence    among    all  the 
parties,  and  there   must  be   agreement 
also  as  to  the  order  of  preference.    These 
things  are  not  easily  done,  but  I  hope 
they  will  be  accomplished,  if  not  other- 
wise,   by  arbitration.      Ever   since    the 
Government  has  been  in  office,  no  stone 
has  been  left  unturned   to  bring   about 
an    amicable   settlement  of    this    long- 
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panding  difference,  and  it  is,  at  all  events, 
a  matter  of  great  satisfaction  to  know 
that  collisions  have  been  avoided,  the 
good  feeling  of  the  officers  employed 
having  mainly  conduced  to  that  result. 

(11.50.)  Mr.W.  REDMOND :  I  did  not 
propose  to  intervene  again,  but  I  muit 
be  allowed  to  say  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  did  not  properly  or 
adequately  consult  the  people  of  New- 
foundland before  they  arrived  at  this 
modus  vivendi,  which  has  been  condemned 
in  the  French  Chamber  and  by  public 
opinion,  and  about  which  there  is  a  very 
strong  feeling  in  Newfoundland.  I  could 
understand  if  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  baen  brought  to  this  modus  vivendi 
under  pressure  from  France,  their  saying 
to  the  people  of  Newfoundland,  "We 
have  been  obliged,  through  pressure  of 
circumstances  to  concur  with  French 
opinions  for  the  time  being,"  and  that 
would  have  been  an  argument  in  favour 
of  the  position  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment with  the  people  of  Newfoundland. 
But  the  people  of  Newfoundland  are  able 
to  say  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  not  forced  into  this  modus  vivendi, 
which  is  distastoful  to  French  opinion. 
They  can  say  "  French  opinion  is  as 
much  opposed  to  it  as  our  own  opinion 
here  in  Newfoundland."  The  whole 
difficulty  lies  in  the  fact  that  the  people 
of  Newfoundland  were  not  consulbd  as  to 
this  modus  vivendi,  and  T  think  it  is  the 
duty  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
invite  representatives  of  the  colony  con- 
cerned to  a  discussion  of  the  question. 
I  am  perfectly  certain  that  had  the 
paople  of  Newfoundland  been  asked  to 
B3nd  delegates  to  discuss*  the  modus 
vivendi  they  would  have  sent  represen- 
tatives who  would  have  been  consulted 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  who 
Avould  have  been  thoroughly  informed  as 
to  wliat  was  necessary  for  the  time 
baing.  Had  that  baen  done,  the  feeling 
of  the  people  of  Newfoundland  would 
not  have  been  nearly  so  strong  in  the 
matter.  It  only  remains  for  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  bring  about  a 
sattlement  of  the  question  a^  speedily  as 
possible,  and  that  can  only  be  done  by 
a  formal  invitation  to  the  Gove»^ment 
of  Newfoundland  to  send  delegates.  I 
have  asked  that  repsatedly  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  he  has  always 
replied,  not  that  a  formal  invitation  had 


been  sent,  but  that  the  Government 
would  be  very  glad  indeed  to  see  repre- 
sentatives of  Newfoundland. 
♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  May  I  remind 
the  hon.  Member  that  I  stated  the  other 
night  that  we  had  formally  and  re- 
peatedly requested  the  Premier  of  New- 
foundland to  come  to  this  country,  and 
that  if  he  brought  delegates  with  him  we 
should  be  glad  to  receive  them. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  :  I  did  not  under- 
stand that  to  be  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's answer  to  the  questions  which 
I  put,  and  it  is  not  in  accordance  with 
my  information.  I  only  hope  that  when 
the  Newfoundland  delegates  do  arrive 
they  will  be  thoroughly  cons al ted  ;  and 
I  toast  this  will  be  a  lesson  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  not  to  enter  into 
any  engagement  on  behalf  of  responsible 
colonies  of  the  Empii'e  without  first 
thoroughly,  and  in  a  satisfactory  manner, 
consulting  the  chosen  representatives  of 
such  colonies. 

*(11.55.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  I  quite 
admit  that  it  is  necessary  that  the  colony 
of  Newfoundland  should  ba  consulted, 
but  it  sjems  to  me  that  all  parties  might 
come  to  an  arrangement  by  means 
of  arbitration.  What  I  do  ask  is 
that  questions  of  interpretation  of  the 
treaty  should  be  judicially  decided  by 
arbitration.  Now,  Sir,  we  have  made 
considerable  progress,  and  as  there  are 
numerous  questions  still  remaining  on 
this  Vote,  in  regard  to  salaries  and  other 
matters  for  discussion,  I  move  that  you 
now  report  Progress  and  ask  leave  to  sit 
again. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  West- 
minster) :  I  am  sorry  I  cannot  consent 
to  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
We  have  been  discussing  this  Vote  for 
eight  hours,  and  surely,  if  there  is  to  be 
any  regard  for  proportion,  eight  hours 
are  sufficient  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Vote.  I  move  that  the  Question  be  now 
put. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  Question  is, 
"That  the  Original  Question  be  now 
put." 

Dr.  Tanner  and  Sir  G.  Campbell 
were  named  as  Tellers  for  the  "  Noes." 

Dr.  TANNER:  Mr.  Courtney,  I  did 
not  speak  on  this  occasion  at  all. 
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The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order!  I 
heard  the  hon.  Qenileman  say  "  No." 

Db.  TANNER:  I  congratulate  the 
Chairman  on  his  acuteness  of  hearing. 
I  decline  to  tell,  Mr.  Courtney. 

The  chairman  :  If  the  hon,  Mem- 
ber  for  Mid  Cork  says  he  did  not 
challenge  a  Division,  he  is  at  liberty  to 
decline  to  tell ;  but  if ,  as  I  understand, 
he  did  challenge  a  Division,  he  is  bound 
to  tell. 

Db.  TANNER:  I  can  assure  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  I  made  no 
statement  whatsoever  on  the  matter. 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order  ! 

(12.2.)  The  Committee  divided:— 
Ayes  143 ;  Noes  39.— (Di v.  List,  No.  47.) 

Question  put,  ''That  the  Original 
Question  be  now  put." 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes  143, 
Noes  39.— (Div.  List,  No.  47.) 

Question  put  accordingly,  and  agreed 
to. 

It  being  after  Midnight,  the  Chairman 
left  the  Chair  to  make  his  Report  to  the 
House. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  upon  Mon- 
day next. 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Wednes- 
day. 

MEKCHANT  SHIPPING  ACTS    AMEND- 
MENT   (RE.COMMITTED)    BILL. 
(No.  220.) 
Considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

*(12.20.)  Mb.  BAIRD  (Glasgow,  Cen- 
tral) :  I  beg  to  move  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Clause  which  stands  in  my  name. 
Under  the  Bill,  as  it  stands,  shipowners 
may  be  required  to  have  their  load-lines 
fixed,  and  they  will  have  the  choice 
either  (of  a  Surveyor  appointed  by  the 
Committee  of  Lloyd's  Register,  or  of  one 
appointed  by  the  Board  of  Trade.  If 
there  is  reason  to  believe  that  the  load- 
line  fixed  is  not  the  best  one,  there  are 
no  means  of  getting  it  altered  until 
modifications  have  been  arrived  at  with 
the  Board  of  Trade.  The  Bill  is  based 
on  the  recommendation  of  the  Load  Line 
Committee,  who,  in  their  Report,  ex- 
pressed an  opinion  in  favour  of  the 
setting  up  of  a  Body  of  a  more  repre- 


sentative character  than  the  Board 
of  Trade  to  deal  with  the  matter.  In  the 
Schedule  I  have  attached  to  the  Bill  I 
have  provided  such  an  Authority  as  is 
aimed  at  in  the  Report  of  the  Committee ; 
but  I  am  not  absolutely  wedded  to  it, 
and  shall  be  willing  to  alter  it  in  any  way 
the  House  may  think  desirable. 

New  Clause — 

<*Th6  registered  owner  of  any  ship  shall 
have  a  right  of  appeal  from  the  decision  of  the 
Board  of  Trwie,  or  of  any  corporation,  associa- 
tion, or  committee  appointed  by  the  Board  of 
Trade  for  the  purpose  of  fixing  tho  disc  of  any 
snch  ship  as  .aforesaid,  to  a  committee,  which 
shall  be  appointed  from  time  to  time  by  the 
Presidept  of  the  Board  of  Trade  in  accordance 
with  the  schedule  to  this  Act," — {Mr.  Baird^) 

— ^brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

*(12.23.)  Thb  president  of  the 
BOARD  OF  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks 
Beach,  Bristol,  W.):  I  quite  recognise 
the  object  of  my  hon.  Friend  in  moving 
this  clause,  and  entirely  agree  with  him 
in  the  desire  that  the  lc«d-line  should  be 
fixed  by  some  body  of  experts  rather 
than  by  the  Board  of  Trade.  But  the 
proposal  of  my  hon.  Friend  is  that,  when 
the  shipowner  has  chosen  his  own 
tribunal  for  tho  fixing  of  the  load-line,  if 
he  is  dissatisfied  with  the  decision  of  that 
tribunal  he  should  have  an  appeal  to 
another  tribunal.  I  hope  my  hon. 
Friend  will  not  press  this  Amendment. 
If  he  will  withdraw  it,  I  will  undertake 
on  Report  to  obviate  one  of  the  objec- 
tions he  has  raised  as  to  the  shortness  of 
the  term  before  which  this  Bill  comes 
into  effect.  I  will  move  to  substitute 
six  months  for  three.  That  will  give  a 
longer  time  for  the  formation  of  any 
such  Association  as  is  contemplated  in 
the  Bill,  and  will  enable  the  shipowners 
on  the  north-west  coast  to  form  a  Com- 
mittee to  fix  a  load-line  for  their  ships. 

Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Bill  reported. 

As  amended,  to  be  considered   upon 
Wednesday. 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 
Twelve  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF      COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  15th  April,  1890, 


QUESTIONS, 


AMERICAN  QUESTIONS  DUTIES  ON 
BRITISH  CUTLERY. 
Mb.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  if  he  can  state  the 
amonnt  of  the  duty  upon  British  cutlery 
and  hardware  imported  into  the  United 
States ;  and,  in  the  event  of  there  being 
any  truth  in  the  Report  that  it  is  to  be 
still  further  increased,  if  diplomatic 
efEorts  will  be  used  to  modify  such 
intention  in  the  direction  of  those  so 
successfully  employed  by  Germany  when, 
upon  a  recent  occasion,  Spain  thought  of 
putting  a  prohibiting  du^  upon  German 
goods? 

•Thb  president  of  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
W.):  It  would  be  impossible  to  state, 
within  the  limits  of  an  answer  in  this 
House,  what  the  duties  on  cutlery  and 
hardware  in  the  United  States  are.  But 
particulars  will  be  found  .  in  the  Return 
of  Foreign  Import  Duties  laid  before  the 
House  in  1885  (H.  C,  178  of  1885).  As 
regards  contempliated  additional  duties, 
we  are  not  in  possession  of  detailed  or 
official  information.  The  introduction 
of  the  new  TarifE  Bill  has  been  deferred 
for  the  present,  and,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, the  Government  do  not 
propose  to  take  any  steps  at  the  present 
moment. 

LONDON  TRAMWAYS. 
■  Mb.  THOMAS  HENRY  BOLTON 
(St  Pancras,  N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  as  por- 
tions of  Tramways  (in  London)  will,  in  the 
coursa  of  next  year,  become  subject  to 
the  option  of  purchase  reserved  to  Local 
Authorities  under  "  The  Tramways  Act, 
1870,"  and  as  the  London  County  Council 
has  passed  a  resolution  in  support  of  the 
proposal  to  appoint  a  Select  Committee 
to  in<)uire  into  the  operation  of  that  Act, 
and  to  consider  and  report  as  to  the 
desirability  of  farther  legislation  in  the 
interests  of  the  pablic  with  reference  to 
VOL.  CGCXLIIL    [third  SKRIBS.] 


tramways  (uotice  relating  to  Orders  of 
the  Day,  9th  May  next),  whether  the 
Government  will  consent  to  the  imme- 
diate appointment  of  the  proposed  Select 
Committee  in  order  that  the  inquiry 
may  commence  without  any  delay  ? 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH:  Tramway 
legislation  is,  no  doubt,  of  great  impor- 
tance to  the  London  County  C  uncil,  but 
it  is  of  still  greater  importance  to  other 
Local  Authorities,  who  have  not,  so  far 
as  I  am  aware,  expressed  any  opinion 
with  regard  to  it;  and,  under  all  the 
circumstances,  I  am  not  prepared  to 
grant  a  Committee  without  debate. 

Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON :  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  the  Loudon 
County  Council  are  of  opinion  that  this 
question  is  so  important  that  they  have 
been  carefully  considering  the  whole 
matter,  that  they  are  prepared  to  give 
evidence  if  a  Committee  is  appointed, 
and  that  the  Tramway  Companies 
themselves  appreciate  the  necessity  of 
the  inquiry? 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  That  may 
be  very  possible.  .  . 

BELFAST    SCHOOLS. 

Dr.  fox  (King's  County,  TuUamore)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  what  was 
the  total  cost  to  the  State  per  child  in 
average  attendance  in  the  Belfast  Model 
School  for  the  year  ending  31st  March, 
1889  ;  what  was  the  corresponding,  figure 
for  the  St.  Enoch  National  Schools, 
Belfast;  how  many .  monitors  or  pupil 
teachers  from  the  Belfast  Model  School 
have  been  appointed  teachers  in  the 
Belfast  National  Schools  during '  the 
past  five  years ;  how  many  'in  National 
Schools  outside  Belfast ;  and  what  are 
the  corresponding  numbers  for  the  Sti 
Enoch  National  Schools,  Belfast,  under 
the  management  of  the  Rev.  Hugh 
Hanna,  D.D.  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub,  Man- 
Chester,  E.) :  The  Commissioners  of 
National  Education  report  that  the 
total  cost  to  the  State  per  child  refeired 
to  in  the  first  paragraph  was  £3  Is.  3d., 
or  including  charge  on  Board  of  Works 
Vote  and  cost  of  staff  of  residential  pupil 
taachers,  £4  Os.  8d.  The  corresponding 
figure  for  the  St.  Enoch  National  Schools 
was  £1  158.  7d.  Two  monitors  and  27 
U 
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pupil  teachers  were  appointed  teachers 
in  the  circnmstances  indicated  in  the 
third  paragraph.  In  National  Schools 
ontside  Beli^t  the  numbers  were  three 
monitors  and  33  pupil  teachers.  In  the 
St.  Enoch  National  Schools  in  Belfast 
eight  monitors  were  so  appointed.  There 
'  are  no  pupil  teachers  employed  there. 
In  these  schools  outside  Belfast  none 
were  appointed. 

ENCUMBERED  ESTATES  ACT. 

Mb.  JOHN  ELUS  (Nottingham, 
RushclifEe):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land what  proportion  of  the  value  of  the 
sales  which  have  taken  place  under 
"  The  Encumbered  Estates  Act,  1848,"  is 
estimated  to  relate  to  houses!  and  build- 
ings? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Registrar 
to  the  Land  Judges  reports  that  there  are 
no  means  of  supplying  the  information 
indicated  in  this  question,  but  that, 
speaking  generally,  the  house  pro- 
perty sold  was  inconsiderable. 

LAND  PURCHASE  RETURNS. 

Mr.  KEAY  (Elgin  and  Nairn)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  with  regard  to 
the  Return  Land  Purchase  (Ireland) 
(Names  of  Landowners),  No.  81,  of  1889, 
whether  he  can  state,  in  reference  to  the 
particulars  in  the  column  headed  Rental, 
what  amount  of  the  rental  of 
£214,922  14s.  4d.  consists  of  non-judi- 
cial rents,  what  amount  consists  of  judi- 
cial rents  fixed  under  the  Act  of  1881, 
and  what  amount  consists  of  judicial 
rents  revised  under  the  Act  of  1887; 
whether  he  will  arrange  that  in  the 
continuation  of  the  above-named  Return, 
to  be  presented  on  the  Motion  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle,  the 
three  classes  of  rents  above  alluded  to 
will  be  separately  set  forth ;  and 
whether  he  will  state  the  numbers  of  the 
above-mentioned  three  classes  of  tenants 
respectively  subsisting  in  Ireland  ,up  to 
the  latest  available  date  1 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Land 
Commissioners  report  that  it  would  not 
be  practicable  to  make  the  distinction 
indicated  in  the  first  paragraph  of  the 
question  without  investigating  every 
individual  case,  which  would  be  a  work 
of  considerable  labour.  I  may,  however, 
point  out  that  judicial  rents  were  not 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


revised  under  the  Act  of  1887.  The 
enactment  referred  to  solely  provided 
for  the  temporary  adjustment  of  such 
rents  for  the  years  1887, 1888,  and  1889. 
A  reference  to  the  monthly  Return  of 
proceedings  of  the  Land  Commission, 
which  is  regularly  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment, will  show  the  number  of  cases  in 
which  judicial  rents  have  been  fixed. 
There  is  no  record  of  the  number  of 
tenants  who  have  not  had  judicial  rents 
fixed. 

THE  REV.  J.  BROWN.  C.C. 

Me.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  (Ferma- 
nagh, N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secpe« 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Rev.  J. 
Brown,  C.C.  of  Ramsgrange,  County 
Wexford,  has  received  a  communication 
from  the  Resident  Magistrate  of  the  dis- 
trict, informing  him  that  he  would  be 
followed  by  the  police  if  he  did  not  re- 
frain from  holding  meetings  of  the 
National  League  ;  and  whether,  in  pur- 
suance of  this  threat,  it  is  true  that  a 
police  constable  followed  Father  Brown 
into  the  house  of  a  dying  woman  ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  the  police  acted  in  ac- 
cordance with  their  instructions,  and 
whether  this  part  of  the  County  Wex- 
ford is  quite  free  from  crime  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BAJjFOUR  :  I  have  not  yet 
been  able  to  obtain  the  information  which 
would  enable  me  to  answer  the  ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND:  Are  we  to 
understand  that  a  matter  such  as  this 
can  occur  without  the  knowledge  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  It  is  a  question 
whether  it  did  occur. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND :  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  I  will  repeat  the  question  to- 
morrow. 

THE  LAND  PURCHASE  BILL. 
Mr.  WILLLAM  REDMOND :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  meeting 
of  Fermanagh  landlords  held  in  Ennis- 
killen,  on  Saturday,  the  5th  April,  at 
which  resolutions  were  passed  unani- 
mously, complaining  of  several  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Land  Purchase  Bill  ; 
and  whether  the  Government  intend  to 
take  any  action  in  regard  to  the  Bill,  in 
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view  of  the   attitude   taken  up  by   the 
Fermanagh  landlords  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Govem- 
.ment  will  pnrsne  the  same  course  with 
regard  to  this  Bill  that  has  always  been 
pursued  with  regard  to  measures  sub- 
mitted to  Parliament — ^namely,  to  take 
adrantage  of  arguments  and  expressions 
of  opinion,  from  whatever  quarter  of  the 
House  they  come,  to  make  the  measure 
as  perfect  as  possible. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  Will 
criminal  proceedings  be  i»ken  against 
Lord  Erne  for  describing  the  Bill  as  one 
for  the  expulsion  of  the  English  garri- 
son? 

•Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  seen 
the  letter  of  Lord  Erne,  who  is  not, 
however,  in  the  councils  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

DISHORNING  OF  CATTLE. 

Dr.  FITZGERALD  (Longford,  S.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  Mr.  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  if  the  dishorning  of  cattle  is  an 
illegal  operation  in  Ireland ;  and,  if  so, 
will  he  take  steps  to  enforce  the  law,  so 
as  to  prevent  this  cruelty  being  inflicted 
upon  dumb  animals  ? 

I'HE  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  University  of 
Dublin)  :  The  law  on  this  subject  is  at 
present  in  a  somewhat  unsettled  state. 
In  England  the  Queen's  Bench  Division 
decided,  in  1889,  that  the  practice  of  dis- 
horning cattle  as  proved  before  them 
was  illegal  under  the  Prevention  of 
Cruelty  to  Animals  Act.  In  Ireland, 
the  Exchequer  Division  had  previously, 
in  the  year  1884,  come  to  the  same  con- 
clusion. A  contrary  decision,  however, 
had  been  pronounced  by  the  Common 
Pleas  Division  in  Ireland  in  the  year 
1885,  on  the  evidence  presented  to  the 
Court  as  to  the  character  and  effects  of 
the  practice,  which  evidence  (as  Lord 
Coleridge  observed)  was  very  different 
from  that  given  in  the  English  case ; 
and  in  Scotland  the  Court  of  Session 
appear  to  have  also  decided  in  favour  of 
the  l^;alify  of  the  practice.  The  matter 
recently  came  before  me  officially.  It 
appeared  to  me  desirable  that  the  opinion 
of  the  Queen's  Bench  Division  in  Ireland 
should  be  taken  on  the  point,  upon  full 
and  satisfactory  evidence,  and  for  that 
purpose  I  gfave  directions  that  the  atten- 
tion of  the  police  should  be  called  to  the 
matter,  with  a  view  to  instituting    a 


prosecution  if  the  practice  were  found 
to  continue  to  exist  in  Ireland. 

Dr.  FITZGERALD:  In  consequence 
of  the  answer  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  I  beg  to  give  notice 
that  I  will  call  attention  to  the  subject 
on  the  Estimates,  and  move  the  reduction 
of  the  Vote. 

THE  LANDED  ESTATES  COURT. 
Mr.  sexton,  who  had  the  following 
question  on  the  Paper, — To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table 
a  Return  of  Irish  Estates  in  the  Landed 
Estates  Court  for  sale,  showing  the  loca- 
tion of  each  estate,  the  name  of  the  land- 
lord, the  rateable  valuation,  the  actual 
present  rental,  the  highest  ofEer  made  in 
each  case  in  which  there  has  been  any 
ofEer  of  purchase,  and  the  period  for 
which  each  estate  has  been  in  the  hands 
of  the  Courts — said :  I  will  ask  this  ques- 
tion on  Thursday,  as  I  understand  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  ready  to 
answer  it. 

"THE  CROWN  F.  RYE.' 
Dr.  tanner  (Cork,  Co.,  Mid):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  Messrs.  Roche  and  Butler, 
Resident  Magistrates,  adjourned  the 
Court  in  the  case  of  "  the  Crown  v.  Rye  " 
at  Crookstown,  against  the  repeatedly 
expressed  wish  of  three  Local  Justices,  * 
including  Mr.  Harold;  whether  the 
report  is  true  that  the  adjournment  was 
moved  in  order  to  secure  the  attendance 
of  Corcoran,  the  man  who  was  wounded, 
and  that  after  the  adjournment  one  of 
the  Resident  Magistrates  proceeded  to 
Corcoran's  house  and  succeeded,  without 
much  diflSculty,  in  bringing  him  into 
Court,  when  he  swore  that  Rye  fired 
twice  wilfully  at  him;  whether  it  has 
been  now  proved  that  District  Inspector 
St.  George  had  not  summoned  Corcoran 
to  attend  as  a  witness  in  this  case,  and 
did  not,  as  alleged,  procure  a  car  to 
convey  the  wounded  man  to  Court,  a 
distance  of  three  miles;  and  whether 
any  notice  will  be  taken  of  the  delay  to 
justice  in  this  case  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  lam  informed 
that  it  is  the  case  that  the  Court  was 
adjourned  for  a  short  time,  with  the 
object  and  with  the  result  indicated  in 
the  second  paragraph  of  the  question, 
U  2 
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but  that  it  is  not  the  case  that  the  ad- 
jonmment  was  against  the  wishes  of  the 
Local  Justices  present,  including  the 
gentleman  named.  Corcoran  was  not 
summoned,  he  having  been  bound  by 
recognizances  to  attend.  There  was  no 
delay  of  justice  beyond  the  i^te^^uption 
occasioned  by  Corcoran's  reluctance  to 
attend. 

Dr.  tanner  :  Is  it  not  the  fact  that 
Mr.  Harold  did  not  attend  on  the  last 
occasion  in  consequence  of  being  in  the 
employment  of  Captain  Rye  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  no 
information  on  that  point. 

De.  tanner  :  I  beg  to  give  notice 
that  I  will  call  attention  to  the  matter, 
and  also  to  a  breach  of  privilege  of  this 
House,  which  has  occurred  in  connection 
with  it 

THE  PURCHASE  OF-LAND  ACT,  1886. 
Mb.  KEAY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Lreland  how  many  acres  of  land  in  Ire- 
land have  been  purchased  by  the  Irish 
Land  Commission  under  Clause  5  of 
"The  Purchase  of  Land  (Ireland)  Act, 
1885  ;  "  what  amount  has  been  expended 
by  the  Land  Commission  in  purchasing 
the  same  ;  how  many  acres  have  been 

.^d  by  the  Land  Commission  under  the 

-above   clause,   what   amount    has   been 

'realised  for  them,  and  what  number  of 
acres  so  purchased  does  the  Commission 

:  still  hold  ;  what  is  the  number  of  acres 
and  purchase  value  of  holdings  resumed 
by  the  Land  Commission  from  tenant 
purchasers  under  Clause  3 ;   and  how 

•many  of  these  have  been  re-sold  to  fresh 
purchasers,  and  at  what  price  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  not 
been   able   to    obtain   a   report   on   the 

.subject,   owing  to  the   insuflSciency   of 

ithe  notice  given. 

REFORMATORY  AND   INDUSTRIAL 

SCHOOLS  BILL. 
Captain  VERNEY  (Bucks,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
when  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  print  their  Reformatory  and 
Industrial  Schools  Bill  ? 
•The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURr  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  West- 
minster)  :  The  Bill  has  been  read  a  first 
time  and  printed,  and  will  be  circulated 
immediately. 

Mr.  A.  J.  B.Cfjnr 


TARIFF  OF  RATES  IN  THE  DOCK- 

YARDS. 
Mb.  WOODALL  (Hanley) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Frst  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  if ' 
he  will  introduce  into  the  Royal  Dock- 
yards a  similar  system  to  that  in  force  in 
private  yards  of  furnishing  to  all  work- 
men engaged  on  piecework  a  schedule 
or  tariff  of  rates  for  each  description  of 
such  piecework,  such  rates  having  been 
fixed  from  time  to  time  by  the  managers 
of  the  yards  in  conference  with  dele- 
gates selected  by  tlie  workmen  ? 
•The  first*  LORD  of  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middle- 
sex, Ealing) :  War-ship  work  is  now  so 
complicated  and  varied  that  no  simple 
scale  of  rates  could  be  fixed.  Every 
endeavour  is  now  made  to  fix  rates  after 
practical  trial  of  the  wages  that  can  be 
earned  on  the  different  jobs.  It  is  not 
considered  desirable  that  the  rates  paid 
for  piecework  should  be  mado  a  matter 
of  arrangement  between  the  local  officers 
and  workmen  at  the  dockyards  ;  but  the 
Local  Authorities  now  have  full  power  of 
revising  the  rates. 

Mb.  HERBERT  KNATCHBULL - 
HUGESSEN  (Kent,  Faversham),  who 
had  the  following  question  on  the  Paper 
— ^To  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  expression  of  regret  by  the  Coroner's 
Jury  in  the  recent  Barracouta  case  at 
Sheerness — 

''  That  the  Admiralty  had  not  carried  out  the 
recommendations  of  the  jury  in  the  ThiitU 
explosion  in  1869,  by  providing  hospital  accom- 
modation for  injured  men  at  Sheerness,  and 
thus  caused  the  necessity  of  Bending  cases  to 
Chatham ;" 

whether  be  is  aware  that  there  is  already 
at  Sheerness  a  military  hospital  which  is 
never  full,  where  cases  of  accident  could 
be  treated;  and  whether  he  will  take 
immediate  steps  to  put  an  end  to  the 
unnecessary  suffering  caused  by  the 
present  arrangements  ? — said  :  At  the 
request  of  the  First  Lord  I  beg  to  post- 
pone the  question  until  Thursday. 

THE  NEW  IRONCLADS. 
Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.); 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admir- 
alty if  he  can  state  the  approximate 
aggregate  weight  of  the  Palliser  bolts 
and  nuts  to  be  used  in  the  new  ironclads 
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Renown^  Repulse^  Remlution^  Rer^en^/e^ 
Hx*Ofi^  Royal  SovereufHy  Roy  at  Oak,  and 
RamiUes  ? 

♦Lord  G^.  HAMILTON  :  The  ^gregate 
weight  of  fastenings  to  armour-plates  in 
the  case  of  the  ships  specified  is,  rrmghly, 
about  1,000  tons,  It  sliould,  however, 
be  understood  that  the  armour  b<jlts  in 
question  have  the  reduced  shanks  pro- 
posed hj  the  lata  Sir  AVilliam  Palliser, 
but  in  other  respects  they  are  not  made 
on  his  plan. 

THE  CASE  OF  J.  DAVIES. 
Mr.      CUNINGHAIME      GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N,AV.)  :     1  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  if  he  will  inquire 
into  the  case  of  J*  Davie s,   recently  an 
operative   in  Pembroke  Dockyard,  muti- 
lated for  life  in  the  discharge  of  his  duty  ; 
if  he  will  make  inquiries  as  to  the  sttite- 
meut  that,  after  this  mutilation  occurred, 
a  guard  was  placed  round  the  machinery; 
why    this   guard   was  not  placed  there 
previously  if  tlie  macthincry  was  danger- 
ous ;  and  if,  a^  J.  Daviess  is  now  incapable 
of  any  work,  it  would  be  possible  in  any 
way  to  provide  for  him  ? 
♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :     Tlie  case  of 
James  Davies  has   been  brought  to  my 
notice.     This  man's  left  hand    wtia   un- 
fortunately   injured   in   October,    1887, 
while  he  wiis  oiling  a  machine  in  motion. 
The  wheels  in  which  his  hand  was  caught 
are  6ft*  above  the  ground,  and  wore  not 
considered  dangerous  ;  but,  as   this  man 
happened  to  get  injured,  a  guard  was 
Bubsequently   placed   around  them.      It 
would  be  impossible  to  guurd  all  machines, 
so  that  men  could  not  by  any  mischance 
be  injured  by  them.  The  gratuity  gi-anted 
to  Davies  was  the  highest  possible  under 
established   regulations   in   the  case  of 
injuries  short  of  total  and  complete  dis* 
ability,  namely,  a  gratuity  etjual  to  the 
whole  of  a  year  s   wages  at  the  rate  of 
pay  received  at  the  time  of  injury.  These 
regulations   are  based  upon  the  Super- 
annuation Acts  Amendment  Act  of  1887, 
and  have  been  presented  to  Parliament 
in    the  fonn    of    a   Treasury   Warrant, 
Davies  is  still  rej>orted  as  ca[>ablo  of  con- 
tributing to  his  own  support  to  a  small 
degrae  ;  but  even  if  he  wer^.^  now  totally 
ttnabie  to  do  any  work,  no  further  grant 
conld  be  made  to  him  out  of  any  money 
voted  by  Parliament, 

♦Mb,  NYINTERBOTHAM  (Gloucester, 
Cirencester) :     Will  the  noble  Lord  say 


whetlier  machinery  in  dockyards  is  snb* 
jeet  to  the  usual  inspection  1 
♦Lord  G.  HAillLTON:   Yes,  Sir,  it  is, 

THE  LATE  GENERAL  filE  WILLIAM 

JONES. 
Sir  EDWARD  WATKIN  (Hythe)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  if  bis  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  following  paragraph  in  the  Times,  of 
the  11th  Apnl,  in  reference  to  the 
fnneral  of  the  distinguished  veteran, 
General  Sir  William  Jones,  G.CB.  ;  and 
if  he  can  explain  the  circumstances  of 
this  painful  case — 

**The  dflceased  officer  recently  expreaaed  an 
earnest  desire  to  receive  the  Inat  hoxiours  paid 
to  a  soldier,  and  intimated  hia  wiah  to  Hia 
Serenw  Highness  Prince  Edward  of  Saxe- 
Weimar,  who  immediately  communicated  with 
the  War  Office.  A  military  funeral  waa  then 
Banotioned,  and  the  neceesary  inatmctiona  to 
the  troops  now  in  Dublin  appeared  on  Wednes- 
day, in  ihe  garrison  orders.  The  funeral  was 
arranged  to  start  yesterday  morning  from  tho 
late  General's  residence^  Lansdown  Lodge,  and 
at  the  hour  appointed  a  force  of  police  waa 
drawn  up  outeide,  and  a  number  of  people 
aBsembled  to  witness  the  ceremony.  After  a 
delay,  however,  it  became  evident  that  some 
hitch  had  taken  place.  It  appeared  that  on 
the  previous  evening  a  telegram  had  been 
received  from  Lord  Wolseley  oount^nnandlng 
the  military  f  uneral.  The  remains  were  con- 
veyed  to  Mount  Jerome  Cemetery /' 

♦The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  SxANHOPii,  Lincolnshire, 
Horncflstle)  :  Nothing  is  known  in  the 
War  Office  of  any  arrangements  having 
been  made  by  the  Genei^al  Officer  com- 
manding in  Ireland,  as  stated  by  the 
I'imes,  On  the  8th  inst.  a  telegram  was 
received  from  the  General  Officer  com- 
manding in  Ireland  asking  if  a  military 
funeral  oould  be  given  to  the  late  General 
Sir  W.  Jones,  but  as  the  officer  was  not 
at  the  time  of  hie  decease  **  on  full  pay, 
employed  on  the  staff,  or  in  the  exercise 
of  any  military  command/'  a  reply  wa4> 
sent  expressing  regret  tlmt  the  regula- 
tions did  not  admit  of  a  military  funeral 
being  granted, 

8m  E.  WATKIN  :  la  it  the  fact  that 
a  General  Officer  of  distinction,  although 
he  may  not  have  been  in  full  employ- 
ment at  the  time  of  his  death,  is  not  to 
have  military  honours  paid  to  him  1  Is 
the  statement  in  the  Times  true,  that 
the  Quartermaster-General  has  authority 
to  pix*vent  military  honours  being  paid, 
ftlthough  permission  has  been  given  by 
the  War  Office  ? 
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*Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  The  right,  to 
grant  a  military  funeral  rests  with  the 
War  Office,  but  this  case  did  not  come 
within  the  rules.  The  Adjutant-General 
has  absolute  power  to  deal  with  all  such 
cases,  and  he  adopted  the  ordinary  rule 
laid  down. 

THE  VOLUNTEER  OPERATIONS. 
Sir  EDWARD  WATKIN :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  if  he 
is  aware  that  the  absence  of  regular 
troops  from  the  operations  at  Folkestone 
caused  disappointment  to  the  Volunteers, 
and  if,  as  regular  troops  were  allowed  to 
co-operate  with  the  Volunteers  at  Ports- 
mouth, he  would,  considering  the  vicinity 
of  Shorncliffe  to  Dover,  take  the  neces- 
sary steps  to  procure  the  presence  of 
regular  troops  to  act  with  the  Volunteers 
at  Dover  in  future  reviews  ? 
♦Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  Full  discretion 
in  these  matters  is  left  to  the  General 
Officer  commanding  the  district.  As  the 
hon.  Member  wishes  it,  I  will,  with  a 
view  to  the  future,  ascertain  from  the 
General  Officer  at  Dover  the  reasons 
which  led  him  to  decide  as  he  did. 

IRELAND— CANTEEN  SUPPLIES. 
Dr.  TANNER:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  com- 
plaints have  reached  him  that  nearly  all 
the  regiments  stationed  in  Ireland  obtain, 
or  are  compelled  to  get,  most  of  their 
canteen  and  other  supplies  from  the 
London  Army  and  Navy  Co-operative 
Stores,  and  that  this  occurs  in  conse- 
quence df  a  few  officers  of  the  regiments 
and  districts  in  question  being  mora  or 
less  interested  in  these  Stores ;  and 
whether  it  is  competent  for  any  officer, 
being  a  member  or  shareholder  in  the 
Army  and  Navy  Co-operative  Stores, 
and  holding  a  responsible  command 
either  in  Ireland  or  the  English  provinces, 
to  promote  the  pecuniary  advancement 
of  the  Stores  against  and  over  the  claims 
of  local  traders  1 

♦Mr.  E.  STANHOPHJ  :  No  complaints 
on  this  subject  have  reached  me.  Regi- 
mental canteens  are  under  the  manage- 
ment of  Committees,  which  act  indepen- 
dently of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War.  The  members  of  these  Committees 
deal  for  their  stores  where  they  can  get 
them  best  and  at  the  cheapest  rate. 

Dr.  tanner  :  Is  not  the  right,  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that,  as  a  matter   of 


fact,  the  major  part  of  these  canteens 
are  supplied  from  the  Army  and  Navy 
Stores? 

*Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  No,  Sir;  I  am 
not  aware  of  that. 

Dr.  tanner  :  If  I  substantiate  the 
assertion,  and  show  that  a  certain  number 
of  canteens  are  so  supplied,  will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  promise  to  deal  with  the 
matter  ? 

♦Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  cannot  under- 
take to  do  that.  Most  of  the  regiments 
deal  entirely  with  local  tradesmen.  All 
of  them  do  so  largely,  but  I  am  not 
prepared  to  lay  down  compulsory  regula- 
tions. 

Dr.  tanner  :  Is  not  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  complaints  have 
been  made  in  this  House  on  several 
occasions  that  gentlemen  who  have  left 
the  Service  spend  their  time  in  touting 
for  the  Stores  ? 

♦Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  am  not  aware 
of  it,  although,  of  course,  it  may  have 
been  said. 

RATING  OF  VOLUNTEER  DRILL  HALL6. 

Mr.  JAMES  STEVENSON  (South 
Shields)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  if  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  circum- 
stance that  summonses  have  been  issued 
and  are  now  pending  before  the  South 
Shields  magistrates,  against  the  Com- 
manding Officer  of  the  Artillery  and 
Rifle  Volunteers  in  that  town,  for  pay- 
ment of  Poor  Rate  on  their  respective 
drill  halls;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
this  is  the  first  time  that  the  Poor 
Law  Authorities  have  sought  to  enforce 
a  claim  for  Poor  Rate  on  these  drill 
halls;  and  whether  he  can  give  any 
protection  in  the  circumstances  against 
what  is  practically  a  new  tax  on  the 
Volunteer  Service  in  respect  of  buildings 
provided  by  the  Volunteers  for  their 
own  purposes  and  without  any  profit 
from  their  use  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Long, 
Wilts,  Devizes) :  I  understand  that 
proceedings  have  been  instituted  in 
South  Shields  for  the  recovery  of  Poor 
Rates  which  have  been  assessed  on 
Volunteer  drill  halls.  The  question  as 
to  the  liability  of  these  premises  to  be 
assessed  is  a  question  of  law  which  must 
be  left  to  the  decision  of  the  Court.  The 
Local  Government  Board  have  no  power 
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whatever  to  protect  the  Volunteer  Ser- 
vice from  assessment  to  local  rates  for 
premises  occupied  by  them  when  the 
premises  are  legally  liable  to  such 
rates. 

THE  CENSUS  OF  1891. 

Mb.  WOODALL  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  what  arrangements  are  being 
made  for  the  taking  of  the  Census  of 
1891 ;  and  whether  the  authority  of 
Parliament  will  be  required,  and,  in  the 
event  of  legislation  being  necessary, 
when  is  it  intended  to  introduce  Bills 
for  the  purpose  1 

Mb.  long  :  Legislation  will  be  re- 
quired for  the  talang  of  the  Census  of 
189L  A  Committee  has  been  appointed 
to  inquire  as  to  the  expediency  of 
making  any  changes  in  the  mode  in 
which  the  Census  has  been  taken  and 
other  matters  in  connection  with  the 
Census.  The  B»eport  of  the  Committee 
has  not  yet  been  received,  but  as  soon  as 
it  has  been  made  the  arrangements  for 
the  next  Census  will  be  considered  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  the 
preparation  of  the  necessary  measure  on 
the  subject  will  be  proceeded  with. 

PROFESSOR  RUTHERFORD  AND 

VIVISECTION. 
Sib  WILLIAM  PLOWDEN  (Wolver- 
iiampton,  W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
if  his  attention  has  been  called  to  a 
letter  in  the  Scottish  Leader  for  27th 
January,  1890,  containing  allegations  of 
cruelty  against  Professor  Butherf ord  in 
experimenting  upon  a  living  dog  at  the 
Edinburgh  Medical  Schools,  which  would 
involve  infringement  of  the  Act  of 
Parliament  39  and  40  Vic.  c.  77; 
wheUier  Professor  Hutherford  has  re- 
ported these  experiments  to  the  In- 
apector,  or  if  inquiry  has  been  made  by 
the  Inspector  respecting  them ;  if  the 
Home  Secretary  will  lay  upon  the  Table 
full  particulars  of  the  same,  together 
with  any  Reports  made  to  him  by  the 
Inspector,  orchis  deputy,  with  reference 
to  this  particular  case,  or  to  other  cases 
of  alleged  infringement  of  the  Act; 
if  the  experiments  referred  to  were 
performed  un.der  Certificate  G,  in  con- 
formity with  the  Act,  by  whom  auoh 
joertifii^Ehte  was  signed ;  whether  this 
oeiitiflcato     releases  ^  th^   holder    |rom 


compliance  with  Sub-section  3  of  the 
proviso  to  Section  3  of  the  Act;  and 
whether  such  certificate,  being  held  in 
addition  to  a  licence,  is  granted  for  a 
single  experiment  or  limited  series  of 
experiments,  or  is  granted  for  an 
unlimited  number  of  experiments  and 
extends  over  a  period  of  months  or 
years? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fob  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  MAriHEWS, 
Birmingham,  E.)  :  Yes,  Sir ;  my  atten- 
tion was  called  to  the  letter  in  question. 
The  only  allegation  in  that  letter  which 
called  for  inquiry  on  my  part  was  that 
the  dog  was  not  killed  after  the  lecture, 
but  kept  for  other  purposes.  The 
Inspector  inquired  into  this,  and  reported 
to  me  that  no  dogs  or  other  animals  used 
by  Professor  Rutherford  under  Certifi- 
cate C  in  illustration  of  his  lectures  has 
been  allowed  to  recover  from  the  full 
effect  of  the  ansesthetic  before  being 
killed.  An  operator  under  Certificate  C 
is  not  required  to  furnish  Reports  of  his 
experiments.  I  am  not,  therefore,  able 
to  lay  particulars  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House.  The  experiments  were  under 
Certificate  C,  which  was  signed  by  the 
President  of  the  Royal  College  of 
Physicians,  Edinburgh,  and  it  does  not 
release  the  holder  from  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  referred  to.  Such  certificate 
runs  with  the  licence  and  continue 
valid  as  long  as  the  licence  is  renewed. 
The  certificate  in  question  was  granted 
in  the  year  1882. 

POLICE    SUPERANNUATION. 

Mb.  HOWARD  VmCENT :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  if,  having  r^ard  to  the 
increasing  discontent  among  all  ranks  of 
the  Constabulary  at  the  continued  non- 
fulfilment  by  successive  Gt)vernments  of 
the  promise  to  deal  with  the  question  of 
their  superannuation,  he  can  now  state 
if  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Government  • 
to  deal  with  the  matter,  or  to  leave  it  to 
each  jurisdiction  to  promote  a  private 
Bill  for  its  own  Force;  and,  in  such 
latter  case,  what  will  be  the  position  of 
the  Metropolitan  Police  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  It  is  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  introduce  a  Bill 
this  Session  dealing  with  the  question  of 
superannuation  both  in  the  Metropolitan 
and  the  Provincial  Forces. 
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PUBLIC  IRCSTEE  BILL. 
Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  the  Government  have  decided 
to  refer  the  Public  Trustee  Bill  and  the 
Trust  Companies  Bill  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, with  power  to  take  evidence,  or 
to  a  Grand  Committee  ? 
*The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GoscHEN,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  The  Public  Trustee 
Bill  will  be  referred  to  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee  on  Law. 

UNITED  STATES  TARIFF  BILL. 
Mr.  WATT  (Glasgow,  Camlachie) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  it  is 
a  fact  that  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee of  the  United  States  Government 
have  arrived  at  an  agreement  regarding  the 
Sugar  Schedule,  whereby  a  reduction  of 
revenue  upon  sugar  imported  into  the 
United  States  of  from  30  to  35  million 
dollars  per  annum  is  reported;  and,  if 
not,  whether  he  can  state  the  exact 
amount  of  the  proposed  reduction,  if 
any,  and  any  further  particulars  with 
reference  to  the  question  ? 
♦The  under  SECRETARY  op  STATE 
FOB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J.  Fee- 
GUSSON,  Manchester,  N.E.)  :  Her  Majes- 
ty's Government  have  no  information  as 
to  any  proposed  reduction  of  the  duty  of 
sugar  imported  into  the  United  States. 
They  have  ascertained  from  Her  Majes- 
ty's Minister  at  Washington  that  the  new 
Tariff  Bill  has  been  postponed  owing  to 
the  death  of  a  member.  The  changes 
proposed  in  the  Bill  have  not  been 
made  public. 

THE  WEST  INDIAN  MAIL  CONTRACT. 
Mr.  WATT :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post^ 
master  General  whether  the  statement 
which  appeared  in  the  Morning  Post  of 
^  31st  March  last,  to  the  effect  that  the 
new  contract  between  the  Post  OflBce 
and  the  Royal  Mail  Company  for  the 
conveyance  of  the  West  Indian  Mails, 
though  not  signed,  is  virtually  concluded, 
and  will  come  into  force  in  June  next, 
is  correct ;  whether  he  has  received  any 
memorials  from  the  Colony  in  favour  of 
the  contract  being  granted  to  the  Royal 
Mail  Company ;  and  whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  bring 
the  contract,  before  being  closed,  under 


the  notice  of  Parliament;  and,  if  not, 
whether  he  will  state  the  particulars  of 
the  new  contract,  especially  with  regard 
to  the  maximum  time  to  be  occupied  oa 
the  voyages  ? 
♦The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes,  University  •  of  Cambridge) :  A 
tender  of  the  Royal  Mail  Company  has 
been  accepted  for  the  conveyance  of 
West  India  Mails  from  the  Ist  of  July 
next,  when  the  present  contract  expiresw 
Tlie  contract  is  now  in  preparation,  and 
will,  in  the  usual  course,  be  submitted  to 
Parliament  for  approval,  with  a  statement 
as  to  its  terms.  I  hope  it  will  be  possible 
so  to  submit  the  new  contract  before  the 
date  appointed  for  its  commencement. 
Before  accepting  this  tender  Her 
Majesty's  Government  elicited  the 
opinions  of  the  West  India  colonies, 
which,  equally  with  this  country,  are 
interested  in  the  services  and  contribute 
to  its  support,  and  ascertained  that  they 
were  almost  unanimous  in  desiring  that 
the  new  contract  should  be  given  to  the 
Royal  Mail  Company. 

CABLE  BETWEEN  HALIFAX,  NOVA 
SCOTIA,  AND  BERMUDA. 

SiE  EDWARD  WATKIN :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Postmaster  General  what  is  the 
cause  of  the  delay  in  laying  the  cable, 
contracted  for  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment with  a  private  company,  between 
Halifax,  Nova  Scotia,  and  Bermuda ;  andl, 
when  may  the  public  expect  that  the 
cable  will  be  in  operation  ? 

*Mr.  JACKSON :  Under  the  power 
given  to  the  Treasury  by  Section  4  of  the 
contract  with  the  International  Cable 
Company,  which  was  approved  by  the 
House  of  Commons  on  May  9  last,  the 
time  allowed  for  laying  the  cable 
has  been  extended  to  Midsummer  next, 
so  as  to  avoid  the  risks  attending  any 
attempt  to  lay  the  cable  during  the 
winter  months.  I  am  not  able  to  state 
the  precise  date  when  the  cable  will  be 
available  for  traflSc.  No  doubt  the  com- 
pany will  do  all  in  its  power  to  complete 
at  the  earliest  date,  because  the  subsidy 
does  not  become  payable  until  the  cable 
is  in  working  order. 

THE  SAVINGS  BANK  DEPARTMENT. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 

S.W.) :  I    beg    to  ask   the  Postmaster 

General      whether      it     is      the     fact 

that    about   200    men    of    the    Upper 
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Division  of.  Clerks  in  the  Savings  Bank 
Department  of  the  General  Post  Office, 
whose  length  of  service  averages  from 
15  to  20  years,  have  been  reduced  to  the 
Lower  Division  of  the  Civil  Service; 
whether  these  200  men  have  been 
ordered  to  give  a  daily  attendance  of 
S3ven  hours  instead  of  six,  on  and  from 
the  16th  instant,  at  a  rate  of  remunera- 
tion for  the  additional  hour  which  is 
about  one  half,  and  in  some  cases  one 
third,  of  the  amount  paid  for  each  of  the 
other  six  hours,  being,  in  fact,  no  more 
than  that  now  given  to  Junior  Clerks  of 
the  Lower  Division ;  have  both  these 
Orders  recsived  the  sanction  of  the 
Treasury  ;  and,  has  the  opinion  of  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  been  taken 
upon  the  question  whether  these  Orders, 
involving  an  alteration  of  status,  interfere 
with  the  legal  rights  of  the  persons 
affected  ? 

*Mr.  RAIKES  :  I  have  to  point  out 
that  there  are  no  Upper  Division  Clerks 
in  the  Savings  Bank,  and  also  that  there 
are  no  longer  any  Lower  Division  Clerks. 
The  question  of  assimilating  "the  old 
establishment"  of  the  Savings  Bank 
to  the  new  organisation,  emanating  from 
t6e  recommendations  of  the  Royal 
Commission  on  Civil  Establishments,  has 
presented  much  difficulty,  and,  after 
giving  the  subject  the  most  anxious 
attention.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
best  way  of  meeting  this  difficulty  is  to 
nominate  officers  of  the  Second  and  Third 
Classes  to  the  New  Second  Division, 
thereby  letting  them  secure  the  very 
considerable  pecuniary  advantages  which 
are  afforded  by  the  Order  in  Council  of 
March  21st  last.  I  have,  accordingly, 
given  effect  to  this  decision,  and  am 
satisfied  that  substantial  benefit  has  been 
conferred  on  the  officers  in  question,  and 
that  no  legal  rights  have  been  interfered 
with.  The  hon.  Member  will,  I  think, 
agree  with  me  in  the  views  I  have 
expressed  when  ho  has  examined  the  full 
bearing  of  the  change. 

THE  MADRAS  SLAVE  TRADE. 
Mr.  WALTER  MCLAREN  (Cheshire, 
Crewe)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  following 
statement,  which  has  appeared  in  several 
papers : — 


"Information  has  been  received  in  London 
which  leaves  no  doubt  of  the  extent  of  the 
horrible  traffic  described  as  *  the  Madras  slave 
trade/  the  existence  of  which  has  hitherto  been 
only  suspected.  At  a  trial  at  Rangoon  one 
witness,  a  Madragese  g^rl,  declared  that  she 
had  been  forcibly  put  on  board  a  steamer  at 
Negapatam,  taken  to  Rangoon,  and  sold  for 
80  rupees.  Another  girl,  who  was  seized  as 
she  was  proceeding  to  join  her  husband,  was 
taken  to  a  house,  kept  a  close  prisoner  for 
three  days,  and  then  sold  for  90  rupees.  In 
fact,  sufficient  evidence  was  given  tu  show 
that,  although  Rangoon  is  supposed  to  have  an 
ample  police  force,  the  importation  and  selling 
of  g^ris  goes  on  systematically  ; " 

and  whether  the  evidence  given  at  this 
trial  has  been  brought  before  the  notice 
of  the  Indian  Government ;  and,  if  not, 
whether  he  will  cause  inquiries  to  be 
made  in  Madras  and  in  Rangoon  as  to 
the  facts? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  op  STATE 
FOR  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gorst,  Chatham) :  The 
Secretary  of  State  has  seen  the  statements 
referred  to,  and  also  that  the  man  who 
committed  the  offences  mentioned  has 
been  convicted,  and  sentenced  to  seven 
years'  rigorous  imprisonment.  The 
Governments  of  Madras  and  Burma 
have  had  their  attention  directed  for 
many  years  past  to  the  migration  from 
Madras  to  Rangoon,  and  to  the  necessity 
for  carefully  watching  it.  The  law  • 
against  offences  of  the  kind  mentioned 
in  the  question  is  strong,  and  will  bo 
vigorously  enforced. 

CnSTOMS— DUTIES    ON     VIOLINS. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  the  Tresh 
sury  if  ho  would  now  state  under  what 
authority  a  violin  (consigned  from  Paris 
to  Mr.  D.  Lawrie,  of  Glasgow,  at  the 
Midland  Grand  Hotel,  St.  Pancras),  dated 
1696,  and  purporting  to  be  the  work  of 
Antonius  Stradivarius,  of  Cremona,  was 
on  the  25th  March  detained  by  the 
Customs  Authorities  at  Dover ;  if  it  is 
true,  as  stated  by  the  station  master  at 
Dover  in  explanation,  that  its  detention 
was  due  to  the  fact  that  in  consequence 
of  violins,  represented  as  the  work  of 
classic  makers,  having  been  imported, 
consignees  of  such  instruments  are  now 
required  to  state  whether  the  imported 
article  Ls  for  private  use  or  sale  ;  and,  if 
for  Bale,  to  prove  the  accuracy  of  the 
date  and  name  of  the  label  before  the 
instraments  are  given  up  by  the 
Customs;  whether  the  fact  of  an  old 
violin  having  passed  the  Customs  is  to 
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ba  taken  as  a  Government  certificate  of 
the  genuineness  of  its  date  and  signa- 
ture ;  and  if  the  regulation  is  intended 
to  protect  purchasers  of  vioHns  against 
imposition,  why  an  exception  is  made  in 
the  case  of  violins  declared  to  be  for 
private  use,  but  which  may  subsequently 
be  sold  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  The 
violin  in  question,  the  value  of  which 
was  declared  to  be  JB80,  was  imported 
from  France,  and  was  found  upon  ex- 
amination to  be  marked  "Antonius 
Stradivarius  Cremonensis  Faciebat,  Anno 
1696,"  and  was  detained  under  Sections 
3  (Sub-section  1  b)  and  16  (Sub-section  1) 
of  the  Merchandise  Marks  Act,  1887. 
The  violin  was  at  once  delivered  on 
the  facts  being  reported  to  the  Board, 
although  the  value  was  declared  at  £80, 
and  not  £800,  as  stated  in  the  hon. 
Member's  former  question.  The  fact  of 
any  violin  having  passed  the  Customs  is 
no  guarantee  of  the  accuracy  of  the 
description  which  it  may  bear,  the  action 
of  the  Department^  in  the  absence  of 
specific  information,  being  confined  to 
inscriptions  obviously  misleading.  It  is 
assumed  in  the  case  of  a  violin  imported 
«  for  private  use  that  the  purchaser  has 
satisfied  himself  as  to  the  genuine 
character  or  otherwise  of  the  article ; 
but  should  it  subsequently  become  an 
object  of  trade  after  passing  the  Customs, 
if  it  infringes  the  provisions  of  the  Act, 
the  person  selling  it  would  be  liable  to 
the  penalties  involved. 

THE  ESTIMATES. 
Mr.  JOHN  ELLIS :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  the 
Government  intend  to  take  any  steps  to 
realise  the  expectation  held  oat  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  relation 
to  the  Estimates,  in  the  discussion  on  the 
subject  on  30th  April,  1889,  when  he 
used  the  following  words  : — 

"  I  trust  the  Government  may  be  able  at  an 
early  date,  possibly  next  Session,  again  to 
eubmit  proposals  to  remoTe  what  all  on  both 
aides  of  the  House  consider  to  be  the  present 
unsatisfactory  state  of  things  P' 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  should  be  very 
glad,  indeed,  if  it  was  in  my  power  to 
make  proposals  to  the  House  to  improve 
the  conditions  under  which  Estimates 
are  considered  and  voted  by  the  House. 
Bat  the  Government  have  been  as  yet 
Dr,  Cameron 


unable  to  devise  any  plan  in  substitntion 
for  the  present  system  which  would 
secure  the  general  support  of  the  House, 
without  wluch  it  would  be  most  unadvi- 
sable  to  introduce  any  changes. 

DESTITUTION  IN  EAST  LONDON. 
Me.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM: 
I  wish  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  his  attention  has  been 
directed  to  a  paragraph  which  appeared 
in  the  FaU  Mall  Gazette  of  yesterday 
evening  to  the  effect  that  on  Saturday 
the  East  London  Coroner  had  before  him 
the  case  of  a  man  who  had  dropped  dead 
at  the.  feet  of  his  paymaster  and  whoee 
death  the  doctor  said  was  from  starvation; 
and  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
can  inform  the  House  whether  other 
cases  of  a  like  lamentable  nature  have 
been  reported  as  having  occurred  at  the 
East-end ;  and  whether  it  will  be  possible 
to  do  something  to  organise  labour  in 
that  quarter  so  that  such  cases  may  not 
occur  in  future  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  given  me  any  notice 
whatever  of  the  question.  I  do  not 
complain  of  that,  but  I  am  sure  he  will  see 
— and  the  House  will  see — that  a  demand 
upon  the  Government  to  organise  labotir 
without  any  notice  whatever  is  one 
which  the  Government  cannot  under- 
take to  deal  with.  I  am  not  aware  of 
any  measures  which  any  Government 
could  take  which  would  prevent  such  a 
sad  and  sorrowful  occurrence  as  that  to 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  referred. 
Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM: 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not 
answered  the  question  whether  informa- 
tion of  other  cases  of  a  like  kind  have 
reached  the  Government. 

*Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  No  such 
information  has  reached  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  These  matters  are  dealt 
with,  as  a  rule,  by  the  Local  Authorities, 
who  have  ample  means  of  dealing  with 
them. 


THE  CREWE  MURDER. 
Mr.  PICKERSGILL  :  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  on  the  Vote  for  the  salary  of 
the  Home  Secretary,  or  upon  the  next 
Vote  on  Account,  1  will  challenge  the 
reply  which  the  Home  Secretary  gave 
last  evening  with  regard  to  the  case  of 
Richard  Davies  and  will  take  the  opinion 
of  the  House  upon  the  subject. 
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NEW  MEMBER  SWORN. 
Francis  Tress  Barry,  Esq.,  for   New 


Windsor. 


MOTIONS. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE    HOUSE— REPORTS 
OF    THE  COMMITTEES    OF   SUPPLY 
A^.)  WAYS  AND  MEANS. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**Tbat  the  Reports  of  the  Committees  of 
Supply  and  Ways  and  Means  may  be  entered 
upon  at  any  hour,  though  opposed,  and  the 
Proceedings  thereon  shall  not  be  interrupted 
under  the  provisions  of  any  Standing  O^der 
regulating  the  Sittings  of  the  House,  except  of 
Standing  Order  No.  6."— (JTr.  William  ffenrg 
Smith.) 

(4.8.)  Me.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham, 
Rushcliffe) :  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order  as 
to  the  form  in  which  this  Motion  is  made. 
When  a  similar  Motion  was  made  by  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  in  the 
absence  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, last  year,  there  were  some  words 
at  the  end  of  the  Motion  which  have  now 
been  dropped  out.  Those  words  were — 
*'  But  after  such  proceedings  are  disposed 
of  no  opposed  business  shall  be  taken." 
I  wish  to  ask  whether,  if  the  Resolution 
is  passed  in  its  present  shape,  it  would 
be  possible  to  take  any  opposed  business 
after  the  Reports  of  Supply  and  Ways 
and  Means  have  been  disposed  of  ? 

*(4.9.)  Me.  SPEAKER:  It  is  quite 
true  that  the  words  quoted  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  were  in  the  Resolu- 
tion of  last  year,  but  I  am 
clearly  of  opinion  that  they  are  not 
necessary.  The  words  of  the  Standing 
Order  would  come  into  operation,  and 
the  business  of  the  Sitting  would  be 
dealt  with  according  to  .the  Rules  ap- 
plicable to  measures  taken  after  12 
o'clock. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS:  Then,  I  gather 
from  your  ruling  that  last  year  some- 
thing was  passed  which  was  not  neces- 
sary? 

♦Mb.  speaker  :  I  do  not  know  that 
the  words  were  unnecessary,  but  they  were 
surplusage. 

(4.10.)  Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (North- 
ampton) :  I  would  suggest  an  Amend- 
ment in  the  nature  of  a  compromise.  As 
the  Resolution  stands,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  bring  on  Report  of 
Sup{dy  and  have  discussions  upon  it  at 
any  tmie  of  the  night.     I  would  suggest 


that  after  the  words,  "The  proceedings 
thereon  shall  not  be  interrupted,"  we 
should  insert,  "If  entered  upon  before 
12  o'clock."  By  stopping  the  discussion 
which  might  be  before  the  House  a 
few  minutes  before  12,  we  could 
proceed  at  once  with  the  Reports  of 
Supply  and  of  Ways  and  Means. 

Amendment  proposed,  after  the  words 
"  That  the,"  to  insert  the  words  "  Pro- 
ceedings on  the." — (^Mr.  Laboucliere.) 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted." 

*(4.12.)  Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  do  not 
think  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
can  be  accepted.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
proposes  that  we  should  enter  upon  the 
consideration  of  the  Report  of  Supply 
any  time  before  12,  and  go  on  to  any 
time  after.  I  should  prefer  to  adhere  to 
the  Rule  adopted  in  successive  Sessions. 
If  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
were  adopted,  it  might  be  necessary  to 
ask  the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  to  apply  the  Closure ;  and  it 
is  possible  that  there  miglit  be  two  or 
three  Divisions,  with  the  result  that  we 
should  waste  half  an  hour  or  three- 
quarters  of  an  hour  and  not  arrive  at 
Report  of  Supply.  In  these  circum- 
stances, I  must  ask  the  House  to  adopt 
the  Rule  which  has  been  in  force  during 
the  last  two  or  three  Sessions.  I  trust 
that  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
will  not  be  pressed,  because .  it  must 
be  negatived,  and  that,  again,  would 
occupy  the  time  of  the  House. 

(4.16.)  Mr.  J.  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne):  Ithinkitis  a  very  question- 
able kind  of  enjoyment  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  good  enough  to  give 
the  House  the  facili^  of  acquiring.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  the 
Motion  has  frequently  been  made  in 
previous  Sessions,  but  I  doubt  very  much 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can 
show  a  precedent  for  making  a  Motion 
of  this  kind  so  early  in  the  Session. 
Nothing  has  happened  in  the  present 
Session  which  renders  this  exceptional 
haste  on  the  part  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  reasonable  or  to  be  expected. 
There  is  evidence  forthcoming  of  a  kind 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
be  the  last  person  to  question  the  force 
of — that  this  Session  the  House  has  been 
exceptionally  expeditious  in  the  per- 
formance of  its   work^  and  that  it  has 
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been  parformed  in  an  exceptionally 
satisfactory  way.  [Mr.  W.  H.  Smith 
shook  his  head.]  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man appears  to  question  that  statement ; 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not 
question  the  authority  of  the  Chairman 
of  Ways  and  Means.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  told  his  constituents  the  other 
day  that  the  progress  of  business  in  the 
present  Session  has  been  very  great,  and 
that  there  has  bsen  a  remarkable  amount 
of  work  in  Supply  before  Easter  this 
year.  Looking  at  the  past  my  right  hon. 
Friend  thought  that  the  business  of 
Supply  this  Session  will  not  occupy  a 
larger  amount  of  time  than  it  ought  to 
occupy,  and  that,  so  far,  the  House  of 
Commons  has  discharged  its  business 
well.  It  is  rather  surprising,  therefore, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should 
have  thought  it  necessary  to  make  this 
Motion  in  view  of  the  exceptionally 
satisfactory  despatch  of  business  by  tlie 
Housa.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  great 
force  in  the  objection  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  the  Amendment  of  my 
hon.  Friend  ;  but  at  least  there  ought  to 
be  a  very  clear  and  full  understanding 
that  on  occasions  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  asked  to  provide  a  full 
opportunity  for  discussing  upon  Report 
questions  that  have  been  inadequately 
dealt  with  in  the  proceedings  in  Com- 
mittee, a  large  interpretation  should  be 
given  to  such  an  undertaking. 

(4.20.)  Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edin- 
burgh, W.) :  I  wish  to  point  out  that  a 
similar  Motion  was  brought  forward  last 
year,  and  that  Morning  Sittings  imme- 
diately after  Eister  appear  to  be  becom- 
ing a  regular  Parliamentary  custom.  I 
had  expected,  however,  on  the  present 
occasion  that  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  would  have  said  something  in 
support  of  his  proposal.  No  information 
has  been  given  to  the  House  as  to  the 
condition  of  Supply,  or  what  obstacles 
have  been  met  with  in  getting  through 
Report  of  Supply  as  well  as  Supply 
itself.  It  is  the  common  knowledge 
of  the  House  that  Supply  is  well 
advanced  this  Session.  A  similar  Motion 
was  passed  on  April  30  last  year,  and 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  stated 
then  that  34  Votes  in  Supply  had  been 
got  in  12  Sittings.  But  this  Session  the 
Government  have  got  52  Votes  in  Supply 
in  eight  Sittings.  On  February  25,  16 
Supplementary  Votes  were  presented  to 
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the  House,  and  on  that  day  all  the  Votes 
were  obtained,  the  Report  of  the  16 
Votes  being  taken  next  day  without 
discussion  of  any  kind.  On  February  27 
the  two  remaining  Supplementary  Votes 
were  taken,  and  the  Report  was  obtained 
the  next  night  after  12  o'clock  without 
discussion.  On  March  17  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  got  16  Navy 
Votes  in  one  Sitting — the  expedition  was 
supposed  to  be  due  to  the  fact  that  it 
was  St.  Patrick's  Day,  and  that  there 
were  no  Irish  Members  present — and  the 
Report  of  15  out  of  16  of  those  Votes 
was  got  on  Wednesday,  March  19,  after 
half-past  5  o'clock  without  any  dis- 
cussion. Practically,  therefore,  the 
Government  are  in  a  more  favourable 
position  as  to  Supply  than  they  were 
last  year,  or  than  they  have  been  for 
several  years. 
*(4.23.)  Mr.  J.  S.  GATHORNE- 
HARDY  (Kent,  Medway)  :  Hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  seem  to  have  forgotten  that 
a  few  weeks  ago  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  the  Bridge  ton  Division  of  Glasgow 
(Sir  G.  Trevelyan)  brought  forward  a 
Motion  dealing  with  the  Sittings  of  the 
House,  which  was  nearly  carried,  and  the 
discussion  on  which  showed  that  there 
was  a  disposition  prevalent  among  hon. 
Members  to  put  up  with  some  sacrifices 
early  in  the  Session  in  order  to  get  away 
earlier  in  the  autumn.  It,  therefore, 
seems  to  me  to  be  absurd  that  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen, having  supported  that  Resolution, 
should  now  offer  objections  to  this  mild 
form  of  coercion  which  is  sought  to  be 
put  upon  the  House.  The  experience 
gained  from  this  Motion  in  former  years 
is,  that  it  puts  an  end  to  obstruction  on 
Rreport  of  Supply.  If  Report  of  Supply 
is  brought  forward  before  12  o'clock  it  is 
generally  talked  out,  while  if  it  is  brought 
on  after  midnight  the  general  feeling  of 
hon.  Members  has  been  that  they  wished 
to  get  home  to  bed,  and  hence  those 
questions  only  have  been  discussed  which 
needed  discussion.  I  hope  that  the 
Government  will  stick  to  their  guns,  and 
I  am  sure  they  will  be  supported. 

(4.25.)  Mr.  sexton  :  I  think  the 
hon.  Gentleman  scarcely  understands  the 
point  at  issue.  The  Amendment  of  my 
hon.  Friend  really  proposes  that  if  the 
Report  of  Supply  is  taken  before  12 
o'clock  it  should  not  be  talked  out.  A 
good  deal  has  been  said  as  to  the  progress 
made  in  Supply  on  St.  Patrick's  Day  in 


justness  oj 


Lpril  15,  1890} 


see 


the  absence  of  tbe  InsL  Members*  It  is 
true  that  un  that  day  a  good  many  Irish 
Members  were  absent  from  the  Housse  ; 
but  it  should  be  reraembeved  that  the 
Votes  fciken  were  English  Votes,  in  which 
the  sons  of  St.  Patrick  had  no  direct  con- 
cern. Therefore,  the  benign  influence 
of  St.  Patrick  is  a  myth,  and  the  Prime 
Minister  was  quite  in  error  in  attributing 
the  progress  made  to  the  absence  of  the 
Irish  Members.  The  Fii'st  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  has  made  out  no  case  for  his 
Motion.  He  referred  to  the  proceedings 
of  the  House  in  the  last  thi*ee  years,  but 
I  fail  to  see  what  that  has  to  do  with  the 
matter.  I  think  the  House  has  treated 
the  Government  exceedingly  well.  They 
liave  obtained  a  Vote  on  Account  for  a 
period  unusually  long  ;  they  have  almost 
gone  through  Class  1,  and  they 
have  made  some  progress    in   Class    5. 

I  think  my  hon.  Friend  is  entitled,  in  a  case 
of  this  kind,  to  ask  from  the  Government 
some  guarantee  that  only  urgent  business 
will  be  taken  after  12  o  clock.  Supply 
is  in  a  very  forward  condition,  and  it  is 
not  the  case  that  the  Government  have 
been  unduly  embarrassed  in  regard  to 
Report  of  Supply.  I  am  not  aware  of 
any  circamstances  that  have  arisen  this 
Session  to  entitle  the  Government  to 
anticipateobatruction  of  Report  of  Supply. 
If  Report  of  Supply  liappens  at  any 
time  to  be  urgent,  why  should  not  the 
Government    bring   it   forward,   say   at 

II  o'clock?  It  is  no  reply  to  say  that 
three  Divisions  would  be  taken.  I  do 
not  believe  that  would  be  so  ;  but,  even 
if  it  were,  three  Divisions  would  not 
occupy  all  the  time  l^etween  1 1  and  1 2 
o'clock.  If  the  Motion  be  carried  the 
Government  will  be  able  to  put  down 
Report  of  Supply  whenever  they  please ; 
and  inasmuch  as  other  business,  such  as 
a  Scotch  Endowment  debate,  may  be 
taken  firsts  we  may  be  called  upon  to 
discuss  Votes  on  Report  at  1  o'clock 
in  the  morning  or  later.  There  is  a 
growing  tendency  in  the  House  to  defer 
discussions  on  Votes  until  the  Report 
stage ;  and,  that  being  so,  I  would  ask  is 
it  fair  or  expedient  to  pass  a  Rule  under 
which  the  Government  will  be  able  to 
take  Report  of  Supply  at  such  an  hour 
as  vnU  render  adequate  debate  impossible 
and  prevent  the  communication  of  the 
substance  of  the  debate  to  the  public  1 
I  think  my  hon.  Friend  has  made  a 
reasonable  proposal,  and  one  which,   if 


adopted,   will   tend  to  facilitate  rather 
than  obstruct  Supply. 

(4.33.)  Mr.  cavendish  BEN- 
TIXCK  (Whitehaven) :  I  wish  to  give 
the  House  the  reasons  why  I  intend 
to  support  the  hon.  Member  oppo* 
site  (Mr.  Jjiabouchere.)  I  do  not  think 
any  Government  ought  to  have  power  to 
bring  on  Report  of  Supply  at  any  time 
it  chooses,  I  understiand  that,  after 
what  has  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle 
(Mr.  J.  Morley),  my  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  is  willing  to 
give  a  guarantee  that  Report  of  Supply 
will  not  be  brought  on  at  too  late  an 
hour.  T  think  if  my  right  hon.  Friend 
will  say  it  shall  not  be  brought  on  in 
general  circumstances  after  half- past 
12  the  House  will  be  quite  satisfied. 
Members  on  this  side  of  the  House  are 
just  as  much  interested  as  Gentlemen 
opposite  in  having  this  matter  properly 
discussed,  and  no  Party  feeling  ought  to 
enter  into  the  matter  at  all.  It  seems 
to  me  that  there  is  nothing  so  detri- 
mental to  public  business  as  to  have 
important  questions  discussed  on  Report 
of  Supply  at  an  hour  when  many  Mem- 
bers cannot  attend.  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  has  approached 
the  question  in  a  reasonable  spirit,  and 
I  hope  my  right  hon.  Friend  will  deal 
with  it  in  a  similar  spirit.  I  Ixslieve 
that  Gentlemen  in  all  parts  of  the 
House  have  the  greatest  confidence  in 
his  conduct  of  public  business,  and  if  he 
will  only  gi%''e  a  guarantee  that  Report 
of  Supply  will  not  be  brought  on  at  an 
unreasonable  hour  I  am  sure  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  will  withdraw 
his  Amendment. 

*(4.34.)  Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  can 
only  speak  by  permission  of  the  House, 
but  I  hope  I  may  be  allowed  to  say  a 
few  words  in  answer  to  what  has  fallen 
from  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Cavendish  Bentinck).  1  have  not  the 
slightest  hesitation  in  giving  the  House 
an  assurance  that  Report  of  Supply 
will  not  be  brought  on  at  an  unreason- 
able hour.  My  Motion  has  not  been 
made  with  the  intention  of  enabling  us 
to  take  an  unreasonable  course.  On  the 
contrary,  I  think  I  have  a  right  to 
appeal  to  what  took  place  last  Session 
in  order  to  pr^^ve  that  we  have  no 
desire  to  act  unreasonably.  If  ever 
I  a    question    of    importance     has    been 
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deferred  until  Beport,  an  arrangement 
has  been  made  which  has  been  satis- 
factory to  the  Honse  as  a  whole,  althongh 
I  admit  it  may  not  have  pleased  in- 
dividual Members.  I  assure  the  Honse 
it  will  be  my  object^  under  such  circum- 
stances, in  the  future  to  make  such  an 
arrangement  as  will  suit  the  general 
convenience  of  the  House.  My  only 
desire  is  that  business  should  not  be 
obstructed,  as  it  may  be  by  a  single 
Member  under  present  circumstances. 
With  this  assurance,  I  hope  the  House 
will  assent  to  the  Motion. 

(4.35.)  Mr.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR 
(Liverpool,  Scotland) :  As  I  understand, 
.  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  just  given 
a  guarantee,  and  I  need  not  assure  him 
that  his  word  will  be  accepted  at  once. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  however, 
has  not  replied  to  the  request  that  he 
would  favourably  consider  any  suggestion 
from  this  side  of  the  House  in  favour  of 
the  postponement  of  any  particular 
matter  of  importance  arising  on  Beport 
I  hope  the  House  understands  perfectly 
well  what  we  are  asked  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  do.  We  are  asked 
to  reverse  all  those  reforms  in  the  hours 
of  the  House  carried  four  or  five  years 
ago  in  the  expectation  that  the  period 
of  prolonged  vigils,  which  were  of  such  a 
torturing  character  in  previous  years, 
had  been  put  an  end  to  for  ever.  We 
find  that  is  not  the  case,  and  two  months 
after  the  commencement  of  the 
Session  we  are  asked  to  go  back  to  the 
old  system  of  either  all-night  Sittings  or 
half-night  Sittings.  I  have  had  ex- 
perience of  all-night  Sittings,  and  I  do 
not  wish  to  repeat  it.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  of  course,  has  gone  through 
similarexperiences — in  fact,  we  have  gone 
through  them  together — and  I  congratu- 
late him  on  the  excellent  health  and  spirits 
with  which  he  has  emerged  from  them. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  who  represents  one 
of  the  Divisions  of  Kent  said  that  in 
voting  for  the  Motion  his  object  was  to 
shorten  the  Session  and  give  us  an 
opportunity  for  an  early  vacation — a 
thing  we  all  desire.  Well,  those  who 
supported  the  Motion  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Bridgeton 
Division  of  Glasgow  the  other  day  can 
consistently  support  the  Amendment  of 
my  hon.  Friend  to-day ;  for  the  result  of 
that  proposal  of  the  leader  of  the  House, 
if  carried,  will  be  to  give  us  both  longer 
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Sittings  and  a  longer  Session.  If  I 
thought  the  proposal  would  have  the 
effect  of  shortening  the  Session  I  should 
be  found  in  the  Lobby  supportin jf  it ;  but 
I  am  convinced  that  its  efEect  wiU  be  not 
only  to  prolong  our  Sittings,  but  to  pro- 
long the  Session.  I  am  afraid,  also,  that 
its  effect  will  be  to  lengthen  our  dis- 
cussions in  Supply,  bemuse  if  hon. 
Members  find  ih&t  they  will  have  no 
adequate  opportunity  on  Beport  of  rais- 
ing questions  left  in  an  unfinished  state 
in  Committee  of  Supply  they  will  be 
tempted  to  prolong  the  discussions  on 
that  stage.  Although  I  have  known 
many  occasions  on  which  Beport  of 
Supply  was  a  matter  which  could  be 
passed  over  with  brief  discussion,  or  no 
discQSsion  at  all,  I  have  known  other 
occasions  on  which,  owing  to  fresh 
information  having  been  received  on 
certain  subjects  subsequent  to  the  debate 
in  Supply,  long  and  important  discus- 
sions have  occurred.  It  was,  for  instance, 
on  the  Beport  stage  of  Supply  that  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West  Bel&st 
(Mr.  Sexton)  succeeded  in  getting  the 
Clangorey  prisoners  released  from  their 
unjust  imprisonment ;  and  I  remember 
many  other  occasions  on  which  debate  on 
Beport  has  brought  about  important 
results.  Then,  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  why  he  proposes  this 
Besolution  at  this  period  of  the  Session  ? 
It  may  be  that  at  a  later  period  we  shall 
find  ourselves  in  the  midst  of  a  pro- 
longed discussion  on  the  Tithes  Bill  or 
the  Irish  Land  Purchase  Bill,  and  it 
would  bs  time  enough  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  demand  further  facilities 
for  the  consideration  of  Government 
business  when  he  finds  himself  in  diffi- 
culties in  regard  to  such  measures.  If 
he  had  made  his  Motion,  say,  a  month 
hence,  if  the  progress  of  business  was  so 
slow  as  to  justify  it,  we,  at  any  rate, 
should  have  raised  no  opposition  to  it. 

(4.45.)  The  CHAIBMAN  op  WAYS 
AND  MEANS  (Mr.  Coitbtney,  Cornwall, 
Bodmin)  :  Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to 
say  a  word  as  to  the  Amendment  before 
the  Committee.  If  I  understood  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton's  interruption 
aright,  he  suggested  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury that  it  would  be  quite  suflBcient  for 
his  purpose  if  the  Division,  on  whatever 
subject  might  be  before  the  House,  were 
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taken  at  10  minutes  to  12,  so  as  to 
enable  Report  of  Supply  to  come  on 
soon  after  12.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  White- 
haven (Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck)  thinks 
it  would  be  reasonable  to  provide  that 
half-past  12  should  be  the  time  after 
which  Report  of  Supply  should  not  be 
taken.  I  would  point  out  that  the 
Report  of  Supply  is  necessarily  an  Order 
of  the  Day,  and  the  operation  of  this 
proposal  will  be  confined  to  Mondays 
and  Thursdays.  If  any  kind  of  discussion 
is  anticipated,  it  will  only  be  necessary 
for  an  hon.  Member  to  say  "  I  object  " 
when  previous  Orders  are  called  on,  and 
Reporfc  of  Supply  will  then  be  reached 
at  a  reasonable  time  after  12.  It  is 
practically  impossible  that  the  Report  of 
Supply  can  be  postponed  beyond  a 
quarter-past  12.  If  Report  be  preceded 
by  other  Government  Orders  at  the  top 
of  the  Paper,  the  debate  is  interrupted 
at  12  o'clock,  and  hon.  Members  have 
only  to  say  "  I  object  "  to  the  preceding 
Orders,  and  we  reach  Report,  which 
comes  next. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  should  not 
think  of  objecting  to  these  Bills  in 
order  to  get  to  Report. 

Mr.  COURTNEY:  Well,  others 
would.  Speaking  from  experience,  every 
one  knows  how  easy  it  is  to  rush  through 
the  Orders  in  order  that  the  Report  of 
Supply  may  begin  early.  With  reference 
to  the  point  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Scotland  Division,  no  doubt  if  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  receives  a 
strong,  or  even  a  considerable  representa- 
tion, that  the  report  of  a  particular  Vote 
is  likely  to  occupy  a  considerable  time, 
he  will  make  special  arrangements,  and 
then  the  object  of  the  Amendment  will 
be  met. 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  have  not  the 
slightest  hesitation  in  giving  the  assur- 
ance referred  to  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  asked  for  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Scotland 
Division  of  Liverpool.  I  am  only  doing 
what  has  been  the  practice  for  many 
years  past  of  all  those  who  have  held  the 
position  I  now  occupy.  If  there  is  any 
subject  on  which  the  House,  or  an  im- 
portant section  of  it,  really  feels  that 
further  debate  is  required,  undoubtedly 
the  leader  of  the  House  has  always 
deemed  it  to  be  his  duty  to  make  pro- 


vision accordingly,  and  I  shall  certainly 
do  so. 

Question  put^  and  negatived. 

Main  Question  put. 

(4.50.)  The  House  divided  : — Ayes 
194;  Noes  102.— (Div.  List,  No.  48.) 

Besolyed,  That  the  Reports  of  the  Com- 
mittees of  Supply  and  Ways  and  Means  may 
be  entered  upon  at  any  hour,  though  opposed, 
and  the  proceedings  thereon  shall  not  be  inter- 
rupted under  the  proyisions  of  any  Standing 
Order  regulating  the  Sittings  of  the  House, 
except  of  Standing  Order  No.  5. 

*(5.3.)  Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  In  moving 
the  other  Motion  which  stands  in  my  name, 
I  may  perhaps  be  allowed  to  say'  thai 
although  it  is  the  case  that  considerable 
progress  has  been  made  in  Supply,  the 
number  of  Votes  obtained  does  not  ex- 
ceed the  number  voted  last  year  at  the 
same  date.  The  progress  made  has  not 
been  so  considerable  as  hon.  Members 
suppose.  The  Vote  on  Account  this  year 
has  been  obtained  at  the  same  time  as 
was  that  of  last  year,  and  unless  some 
further  progress  is  made  with. Supply, 
the  House  will  undoubtedly  have  reason 
to  complain.  Last  year  I  asked  the 
House  for  Tuesdays  on  the  10th  of  March, 
and  for  Fridays  on  the  30th  of  April. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  on  and  after  Tuesday,  April  22,  un- 
less the  House  otherwise  order,  the  House  do 
meet  on  Tuesday  and  Friday  at  2  of  the  clock, 
and  that  the  provisions  of  Standing  Order  No. 
56  be  extended  to  the  morning  utting  on  those 
days.**— (ifr.  William  Henry  Smith.) 

(5.5.)  Mr.  sexton  :  I  noticed  this 
morning  in  the  Times  newspaper,  which 
has  lately  taken  upon  itself  the  function  of 
director  of  the  business  of  this  House, 
the  suggestion  in  a  leading  article  that 
the  proceedings  on  the  Land  Purchase 
Bill  next  week  ought  to  be  taken  de  die 
in  diem,  I  understand  that  this  Motion 
is  made  with  the  intention  of  providing 
Morning  Sittings  for  the  purpose  of 
Supply.  ["  No,  no ! "]  Then,  I  should 
desire  some  information  as  to  what  is 
intended  to  be  done  at  the  Morning 
Sittings.  Do  the  Government  intend  to 
take  Supply  or  the  Land  Purchase  Bill 
on  Tuesday  and  Friday  mornings  ? 

*(5.6.)  Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  That 
question  has  not  been  considered  by  the 
Government.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman 
will  ask  a  question  on  Thursday  on 
the  subject  I  shall  be  glad  to  reply. 
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(5.6.)  Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (North- 
ampton) :  I  think  that  last  year  the 
/  Morning  Sittings  on  Tuesdays  and  Fri- 
days were  asked  for  solely  for  Supply. 
If  such  Sittings  are  to  h3  taken  without 
reference  to  Supply,  certainly  I  shall 
vote  against  that  proposal.  I  would 
point  out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  Standing  Orders  become  of  very 
little  avail  if  at  a  certain  period  in  each 
year  the  Minister  in  charge  suspends 
them  for  the  benefit  of  the  Government. 
You  might  as  well  have  said  in  your 
Standing  Orders  that  they  were  only 
intended  to  apply  up  to  Easter,  and  we 
should  have  understood  you.  The  posi- 
tion of  private  Members  is  getting 
absolutely  ridiculous.  There  have  been 
only  four  occasions  in  the  present  Session 
on  which  private  Members  have  had  any 
nights  at  all.  If  the  business  of  Parlia- 
ment is  to  be  only  Government  business, 
let  it  be  so  understood  ;  but  do  not  let  it 
be  used  against  private  Members  that 
they  are  responsible  for  a  destructive 
policy  only,  and  that  they  never  in- 
troduce constructive  legislation,  when 
the  Government  put  it  out  of  their 
power  to  do  so.  I  claim  for  private 
Members  that  their  position  should 
not  be  made  a  sham,  and  if  the 
Government  compel  us  much  more 
than  we  do  to  discuss  their  Votes  the 
blame  r.sts  on  them,  becaus3  they 
deprive  private  Members  of  the  oppor- 
tunities which  the  practice  and  pro- 
cedure of  Parliament  were  intended  to 
afEord. 

(5.10.)  Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS:  I  under- 
stood the  object  of  this  Motion,  as  defined 
by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  was  that 
oneSitting  should  betaken  for  the  purpose 
of  Supply,  but,  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  answer  to  the  Member  for 
West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton)  it  is  evident 
that  the  Government  have  not  yet  made 
up  their  minds  as  to  what  they  will  do 
with  the  times  they  are  about  to  take — 
that,  indeed,  they  have  not  considered 
what  they  are  going  to  do  with  the 
mornings  they  ask  for.  That  the  Fii-st 
Lord  should  come  down  to  the  House 
and  ask  for  the  time  of  private  Members 
without  giving  the  slightest  reason  why 
the  request  should  be  complied  with  is  most 
extraordinary.  T,  as  a  private  Member, 
protest  against  the  intolerable  uncer. 
tainty  in  which  we  find  ourselves.     In 


consequence  of  the  uncertainty  as  to  the 
state  of  business,  private  Members  are 
unable  to  make  any  engagement  or  to 
answer  any  letter  in  respect  to  any 
future  appointment  1  am  one  of  those 
who  think  there  is  a  great  waste  of  time 
in  the  House.  I  consider  that  time  is 
wasted  in  other  ways  than  by  speaking. 
I  think  that  when  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  moves  a  Vote  of  this  kind  by  a 
simple  nod  of  the  head  and  without  a 
word  of  reasonable  explanation  why  he 
takes  away  the  time  of  private  Members, 
he  conduces  greatly  to  waste  of  time, 
and  does  not  facilitate  the  progress  of 
business.  Then  there  is  another  fruitful 
source  of  waste  of  time,  and  that  is, 
unwise  persistence  with  business  at  un- 
reasonable periods,  and  which  the 
Government  ought  to  know  cannot  pass. 
Several  instances  of  this  occurred  last 
Session.  The  Tithes  Bill  was  introduced 
on  the  7th  of  June,  and  we  all  remember 
the  confusion  and  chaos  which  prevailed 
in  consequence,  with  the  result  that  the 
House  did  not  get  up  until  the  SOth 
August.  The  leader  of  the  House, 
addressing  his  neighbours  in  Oxfordshire 
the  other  day,  said  that  his  title  to  hold  his 
present  position  is  owing  to  the  fact  that 
he  is  a  man  of  business.  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  so  order  the 
business  of  the  House  that  the  time  of 
the  House  will  not  be  wasted.  I  hope 
that  private  Members  will  not  have  their 
Friday  nights  interfered  with,  but  that 
these  will  be  secured  to  us  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  questions  of  public  importance. 
If  the  Motion  before  the  House  is  carried 
I  trust  it  will  be  taken  as  a  pledge  that 
the  Government  will  do  what  it  can  to 
bring  about  a  much  earlier  rising  of  the 
House  than  that  which  occurred  last 
year. 

*(5.18.)  Sir  R.  FOWLER  (London) : 
Allow  me  to  remind  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site that  it  was  always  the  practice  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  to  take  Morning  Sittings 
at  this  period  of  the  year.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  will  recollect 
that  a  great  part  of  the  Irish  Church 
Bill,  20  years  ago,  was  taken  at  Morning 
Sittings.  I  certainly  think  it  is  un- 
reasonable on  the  part  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
to  object  to  the  present  proposal  of  the 
Government. 
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♦(5,19.)  Mil  JUSTIN  M^ARTHY 
(LijiKloiulerr}') :  We  must  press  the 
First  Ijord  of  the  Treasury  for  a  distinct 
answer  to  the  question  put  ti  him  by 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  We^t 
Belfast.  How  can  we  say  whether 
we  aiii  inchned  to  give  up  two  days 
of  the  week  unless  we  know  whut  use 
is  to  be  made  of  them  ?  It  seems  to 
me  most  ejctmordinary  that  the 
Government  should  ask  for  Tuesday 
and  Friday  mornings  and  not  have 
made  up  their  minds  as  to  wliat  business 
they  will  take  on  thos3  occasions.  We 
wish  to  discuss  the  Irish  Land  Purch-ise 
Bill  fairly,  and  at  reiisonable  length. 
We  certainly  do  not  want  it  to  be  cut  up 
int:>  shreds  and  patches — one  patcli 
snipped  off  at  one  Morning  Sitting  and 
another  patch  at  another  Moniing  Sitting. 
Morning  Sittings  on  Tuesdays  and  Fridays 
are  usually  taken  for  the  business  of  Sup- 
ply, and  whit  sve  now  want  is  an  assurance 
fr»m  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that, 
uxcept  on  the  occasion  tif  a  real  emer- 
gency, tht?  Morning  Sittings  he  asks  for 
will  be  devoted  to  Supply »  and  to  Supply 
akme,  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  not  give  us  such  an  assurance,  I 
shall  be?  bound  to  move,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, to  add  after  the  words  **  two 
o^clock,'' the  words  **for  the  business  of 
Supply." 
•(5.22.)  Mr.  BARTLBT  (Islington, 
N.)  :  1  suppose  we  private  Members 
must  give  way  on  this  occasion,  but  I 
should  like  to  point  out  that  if  anybody 
arj  the  sufferers  it  is  tha  private  Mem- 
bers sitting  on  this  side  of  the  House. 
Him.  Gentlemen  opposita  can  and  do  t%\k 
m}  much  as  they  please,  but  we,  who  wish 
t^  nee  the  business  of  the  Honse  carried 
on,  have  not  much  chance  of  doing  so, 
As  we  have  to  give  up  our  mornings  on 
Tuesdays  and  Fridays,  I  think  we  may 
fairly  afik  that  the  Government  should 
fiel  it  their  duty  to  make  a  House  when 
we  re-nesemble  on  Tuesdays  and  Fridays 
at  9  oVlock. 

(5.23.)  Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  think 
tliat  the  private  Members  wdl  be 
th?  gainers  rather  than  the  losers 
by  the  adoption  of  the  proposal  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Derry  says  that  Morning 
Sittings  ought  to  ba  confined  to  Supply, 
but  I  do  not  understand  the  Resolution  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  that  sense. 
In  theory  we  have  private  Membt^rs*  days 
on  Tuesdays  and  Fridays,  but  in  practice 
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we  have  not.  There  nre  two  important 
Bills  befi>re  the  House  this  Session — the 
Ijand  Purcliass  Bill  and  the  Tithes  Bill. 
No  sooner  will  those  Bills  got  into  Com- 
mittee than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  ask  for  facilities,  and  will  take  the 
whole  t»f  Tuesday  as  well  as  the  whole  of 
Friday,  consequently  private  Members 
will  be  entirely  shut  out.  If,  however, 
we  accept  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  he  will  not  ask  for  further 
facilities,  hut  will  leave  us  in  the  enjoy- 
ment of  the  Tuesday  and  Friday  evenings. 
[Mr.  W,  H.  SMUn  sif^nitied  dissent.] 
What,  have  I  been  deceived  hy  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  ?  Have  I  been  induced 
to  support  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
uncler  a  delusion  ?  I  imagined  this  was 
tolx>  a  settlement  of  the  whole  question. 
I  thought  that  during  the  rest  of  the 
Sessiun,  except  perhaps  in  the  last  two 
weeks,  we  wei'e  to  have  Tuesday  and 
Friday  evenings.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  .says  that  this  is  only  one  bite 
at  the  cherry,  and  that  he  will  take  the 
whole  of  the  Tuesdays  and  Fridays  if  he 
wants  them,  I  do  not  s.re  how  wo  can 
vote  with  him.  There  must  be  a  bargain 
on  both  sides. 
♦(5.26.)  Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The 
hon.  Memljer  f (  r  the  Rushcliffe  Division 
(Mr,  J.  E.  Ellis)  made  a  complaint  as  to 
the  management  of  the  business.  I 
would  be  exceedingly  glad  if  the  hon. 
Member  could  give  us  any  a-sststunce  in 
arranging  the  proceedings  of  the  House 
so  that  the  course  of  business  may  be 
forecast  with  rjasonable  certainty.  1 
would  also  be  exceedingly  grateful  if  the 
hon.  Member  would  render  the  (rovern- 
ment  that  assistance  which  he  appears  to 
think  may  be  render*  d  by  some  one, 
whereby  the  time  of  the  House  may  be 
saved.  No  doubt,  if  the  time  of  the 
House  were  arranged  on  strictly  business 
principles,  a  good  deal  more  work  might 
be  done,  but  there  is  an  ancient  privilege 
of  Members  of  the  House  which  no 
Member  of  the  Government  has  either 
the  power  or  the  desire  to  interfere 
with,  namely,  the  liberty  of  speech  of 
hon.  Members.  So  long  as  that  liberty 
is  indulged  in  with  the  freedom  and  ] 
want  of  responsibility  shown  by  6om6 
Members,  I  am  afraid  no  Member  of  i 
House  in  my  position  can  lay  down  any 
rule  or  make  any  proposal  to  the  House 
which  will  entirely  obviate  the  loss  of 
time  and  unhubinesslike  results  which 
occasionally  follow.  It  ia  not  the  inten- 
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tion  of  the  Government  to  proceed  with 
the  discussion  of  so  important  a  measure 
as  the  Irish  Land  Purchase  Bill  in  the 
patchwork  fashion  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Derry.  In  asking  the 
House  for  Morning  Sittings,  the  Govern- 
ment have  before  them  the  necessities  of 
Supply.  Last  year  and  the  year  before, 
however,  we  declined  to  bind  ourselves 
not  to  take  any  other  business  which  it 
might  be  desirable  to  deal  with,  and  we 
must  take  the  same  course  now, 
although  our  principal  object  is  to 
discuss  Supply  on  the  days  we  ask  for. 
I  should  be  only  too  glad  if  the  House 
should  consider  the  Bills  before  it  in 
such  a  business  like  way  as  to  make  the 
de  die  in  diem  prosecution  of  any 
measure  unnecessary,  but  if  towards 
the  end  of  the  Session  the  same  course 
should  be  followed  as  was  pursued  at  an 
earlier  period,  when  a  debate  in  which  no 
interest  was  taken  was  continued  day 
after  day,  then  the  Government  must  ask 
for  the  facilities  which  were  given  last 
Session  and  have  been  given  in  the  past. 
The  object  of  the  present  Motion  is  in 
accordance  with  precedents  Parliament 
has  sanctioned,  and  the  practice  under  it 
will  be  precisely  similar  to  that  adopted 
last  Session. 

(5.32.)  Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has,  after  all,  given 
the  House  no  reason  why  we  should 
take  this  unprecedented  course  in  a 
Session  when  the  progress  of  business 
has  been  extraordinarily  satisfactory. 
It  really  comes  to  this,  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber 'for  Northampton  has  said,  that  we 
might  just  as  well  come  to  an  under- 
standing that  the  Standing  Orders 
should  apply  only  up  to  Easter,  and  that 
afterwards  they  should  be  abrogated. 
What  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
said  as  to  the  difficulty  of  making  an 
exact  division  of  business  of  course  we 
all  understand,  but  with  business  in  the 
present  advanced  state  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  make  this  extraordinary 
demand  is  a  course  against  which  I  and 
those  around  me  feel  bound  to  protest  in 
the  strongest  manner.  I  think  we  have 
:i  right  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  make  this  onei  concession.  He  says 
he  cannot  assent  to  the  proposal  of  the 
lion.  Member  for  Derry  that  Supply  only 
s'aould  be  taken  on  Tuesdays  and  Fridays 
until  the  end  of  the  Session,  and,  of 
(;o\irse,  we  can  undeEStand  why  he  should 
nQ(i  agree,  to  that ;  but  the  Government 
Mr.  W.  H.  Smith 


might  meet  the  wish  of  the  Hou83 — for 
I  believe  it  is  the  wish  of  the  greater 
part  of  the  House— by  consenting  to 
make  Supply  the  business  on  Tuesdays 
and  Fridays  until  Whitsuntide.  That, 
at  all  events,  might  be  done,  and  would 
meet  many  objections.  If  you,  contrary 
to  precedent,  take  these  Morning  Sittings 
before  Whitsuntide,  I  think,  at  least, 
you  might  give  an  undertaking  that 
until  Whitsuntide  they  shall  be  devoted 
to  the  business  of  Supply. 

(5.37.)  Mb.  G.  A.  CAVENDISH 
BENHNCK  (Penryn  and  Faboaouth) :  I 
am  sorry  to  trouble  the  House,  but  my 
right  hon.  Friend  has  not  answered  the 
appeal  of  my  hon.  Friend  iihe  Member 
for  North  Islington  as  to  the  Govern- 
ment making  a  House  on  Friday  even- 
ings. It  is  a  question  that  has  been 
before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  before. 
As  my  right  hon.  Friend  knows,  when 
Lord  Palmerston  was  leader  of  this 
House,  from  the  time  he  entered  it  at 
4  o'clock  he  seldom  left  it  until 
the  House  rose.  Lord  Beaconsfield, 
too,  was  in  constant  attendance  and 
rarely  went  home  to  dinner.  Now,  9 
o'clock,  as  has  been  pointed  out,  is  an 
extremely  difficult  time  for  Members  to 
return,  but  not  more  so  for  Members  of 
the  Government.  The  Government 
have  not  more  to  do  now  than  in  times 
past,  and  they  have  more  accommodation 
provided  within  these  walls  than 
previous  Governments  have  had,  and  it 
is  not  too  much  to  ask  that  they  shall  be 
in  their  places  at  9  o'clock.  It  is 
upon  record  that  predecessors  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  have  admitted 
the  moral  obligation  of  Members  of  the 
Government  to  make  a  House  at  9 
o'clock,  especially  on  Fridays.  The 
Members  of  the  Government,  I  believe, 
muster  about  30,  and  I  do  not  think 
that  it  is  unreasonable  to  ask  that  some 
15  or  20  of  these  should  consider  that 
to  assist  in  making  a  House  is  part  of 
their  duty.  They  receive  considerable 
salaries,  and  it  is  no  great  addition  to 
their  duties  to  sit  on  that  Bench  at  9 
o'clock  on  Friday  evenings.  I  hope  the 
First  Lord  will  favourably  consider  this 
suggestion.  He  must  remember  the 
opinion  of  his  old  leader,  and  how 
vexed  the  late  Lord  Beaconsfield  used  to 
be  whenever  the  House  was  counted.  I 
liave  myseK  received,  and  so  no  doubt 
has  .the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  remind- 
ers that  it  was  necessary  I  should  be  in 
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my  place.  No  statesman  ever  sat  in  this 
House  who  more  desired  to  respect  the 
rights  of  private  Members  than  the  late 
Lord  Bcaconsfield,  and  I  hope  that  spirit 
may  still  continue  to  animate  his  succes- 
sors in  the  leadership  of  the  House. 

♦(5.40.)  Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  If  I  may 
bs  allowed  to  make  a  reply  it  must  be  to 
the  efEect  that,  so  far  as  w6  can,  we  will 
assist  in  making  a  House  on  Friday.  As 
for  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Islington,  we  will  do  our 
best  to  secure  a  House  for  him,  and  I  can 
say  no  more  than  that.  But  I  do  not 
know  that  if  any  private  Member  is 
anable  to  secure  a  quorum  for  the  con- 
sideration of  a  Motion  he  desires  to 
submit,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Government 
to  make  and  keep  a  House.  I  would 
remind  the  House  that  twice  during  the 
Session  the  House  has  been  counted  out 
on  Tuesdays,  and  we  are  really  asking 
for  time  therefore  that  private  Members 
do  not  greatly  require.  I  am  sorry  that 
I  am  not  able  to  give  the  undertaking 
asked  for  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Newcastle.  We  may 
have  to  ask  the  House  to  provide  from 
day  to  day  for  the  ordinary  Government 
bosiness  taken  on  Mondays  and  Thurs- 
days. We  shall  proceed  as  in  previous 
Sessions,  and  of  this  I  do  not  think  the 
House  can  complain,  that,  unless  the 
House  shall  otherwise  order,  we  shall 
sit  at  2  o'clock  on  Tuesdays  and 
Fridays,  and  we  propose  this  to  facili- 
tate the  progress  of  Supply.  The 
House  has  the  power  to  otherwise 
order,  if  it  sees  fit,  in  reference  to  any 
special  measure.  I  wish  again  to 
s^y  that  we  reserve  to  ourselves  the 
right  we  have  exercised  in  the  past  of 
dealing  with  financial  business,  and  of 
dealing  with  any  measures  of  urgency  on 
Tuesdays  and  Fridays,  in  fact  to  forward 
ike  business  of  the  Government  in  any 
way. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  Have  the  Govern- 
ment so  far  made  up  their  minds  as  to 
say  whether  Supply  will  be  taken  on 
Tuesday  and  Friday  next  week,  and 
the  Land  Purchase  Bill  on  Monday  and 
Thursday? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  cannot  make 
any  engagement  just  now. 

(5.43.)  Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Fer- 
managh, N.)  :  In  consequence  of  the 
extremely  unsatis&K>tory  reply  in  refer- 
ence to  proceeding  with  important  Irish 
business,  I  think  it  becomes  necessary 


to  move  an  Amendment  to  the  Motion 
by  adding  after  the  words  "  two  o'clock  " 
the  words  "  for  the  business  of  Supply." 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  must  be 
aware  that  it  is  a  very  serious  incon- 
venience to  Irish  Members  not  to  know 
what- is  intended  to  be  done  in  regard  to 
the  Land  Purchase  Bill.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  not  give  my  hon.  Friend 
the  information  he  desires ;  but,  I  think, 
in  view  of  the  importance  of  the  matter 
to  us,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
stretch  a  point  and  decide  now.  In  view 
of  the  attitude  taken  up  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  I  must  insist  on  the 
Amendment  if  we  have  nothing  definite 
as  to  the  intention  with  regard  to  the 
Land  Purchase  Bill 

Amendment  proposed,  after  the  word 
"clock,"  to  insert  the  words  "for  the 
business  of  Supply ."—(J/r.  W.  Redmond,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•(5.45.)  Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  can 
only  repeat  what  I  said  in  answer  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Derry,  that  we  shall 
not  proceed  with  the  Second  Beading  of 
the  Land  Purchase  Bill  at  a  Morning 
Sitting. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Then  I  take  it  as  a 
definite  pledge  that  the  Bill  will  not  be 
taken  at  a  Morning  Sitting  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  Second 
Reading  debate  will  not  be  proceeded 
with  during  a  Morning  Sitting. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY:  Then  the 
debate  will  begin  on  Monday,  and  be 
resumed  again  on  Thursday  next  week  1 

•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  must  reserve 
the  right  to  move  that  the  Land  Pur- 
chase Bill  shall  take  precedence  of  all 
other  business,  if  it  should  be  necessary 
to  come  to  an  arrangement  of  that  kind. 
Mr.  sexton  :  At  what  stage,  and 
how  soon  ? 

•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  That  wiU  be  on 
Monday.  I  reserve  the  power  to  propose 
a  Motion,  if  we  think  it  necessary  to  do 
so ;  but  I  hope  that  the  Government  may 
came  to  some  understanding  with  hon. 
Members  as  to  the  debate  on  the  Land 
Bill,  so  as  to  render  that  unnecessary, 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY  :  Well,  it  is  not 
very  plain.  It  is  as  yet  uncertain 
whether  the  Second  Reading  debate  will 
be  taken  next  week  or  not. 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :   It  must  be  so 
until  we  arrive  at  an  understanding  as 
to  the  termination  of  the  debate.     I  hope 
X  2  • 
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we  shall  come  to  an  nndersianding  and 
make  an  arrangement  that  will  be 
generally  satisfactory. 

(5.47.)  Mr.  sexton  :  I  mnst  snbmit 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not 
treat  ns  with  that  consideration  and 
candour  we  have  a  right  to  expecf.  He 
was  first  asked  to  confine  Supply  to  Morn- 
ing Sittings,  and  he  replied  that  it  was 
not  fair  to  require  him  to  enter  into  a  bind- 
ing engagement.  He  was  then  asked  to 
give  an  engagement  for  the  time  between 
now  and  Whitsuntide,  and  ho  refused  to 
give  an  engagement  to  this  limited 
extent.  From  his  reply  to  my  question 
we  infer  that  he  has  not  yet  made  up  his 
mind  as  to  proceeding  day  by  day  with 
the  Land  Purchase  Bill.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  by  various  forms  of 
language,  endeavoured  to  convey  that 
the  operative  motive  of  the  Government 
in  this  Motion  is  to  proceed  with  Supply. 
Well,  if  that  is  the  object,  why  decline 
to  give  us  an  engagement  that  for  next 
week  Morning  Sittings  shall  be  used  for 
Supply  ?  Have  some  80  Members  of 
this  House  no  right  to  ba  informed  what 
day  it  is  proposed  to  proceed  with  the 
Lemd  Purchase  Bill,  to  enable  us  to  com- 
municate with  our  Party  as  to  attend- 
ance here  to  take  part  in  a  Division? 
Why,  it  is  but  the  most  ordinary  view  of 
the  rights  of  Members  that  we  should  be 
informed  now  whether  the  debate  opened 
on  Monday  is  to  be  resumed  on 
Thursday,  or  when.  Only  on  such 
information  can  we  make  arrangements 
for  attendance,  and  as  a  Party  we  may 
claim  such  facilities. 

•(5.48.)  Mb.  BARTLEY:  I  think  we 
may  claim  to  know  something  about  the 
22nd.  I  look  at  it  from  a  private  Mem- 
ber's point  of  view,  having  the  first 
Motion  on  that  day.  It  is  reasonable  we 
should  know  what  is  intended.  1  do 
not  wish  to  do  anything  unfriendly  to 
the  Government,  but  I  must  press  for  a 
definite  answer. 

•(5.48.)  Me.  W.  H.  SMITH :  If  it  is 
the  desire  of  the  House,  I  will  say  at 
once  that  the  Morning  Sitting  next 
Tuesday  shall  be  for  Supply,  but  I  trust 
by  that  time  it  may  be  possible  to  arrive 
at  an  understanding  as  to  the  course  of 
the  debate  on  the  Land  Purchase  Bill. 

(5.49.)  Mb.  WADDY  (Lincolnshire, 
Brigg)  :  I  object  very  strongly  to  the 
Standing  Orders  being  suspended  in  this 
fashion.  The  Rules  are  framed  upon  the 
principle  that  they  shall  apply  to  all 
Mr.  W.HSm.a. 


ordinary  circumstances;  and  no  matter 
how  often  you  make  the  exception  when 
you  take  facilities  for  Government 
business,  you  proceed  contrary  to  the 
principle  and  spirit  of  the  Standing* 
Ordei  s,  and  on  each  occasion  you  do  S€> 
especial  reason  is  shown  for  it.  Though 
there  are  precedents,  still  it  is  an  ex- 
ceptional thing  to  do,  and  not  the 
slightest  reason  for  it  has  been  given  in 
the  present  instance.  Two  important  Bill» 
only  are  mentioned  or  suggested  as  likely 
to  be  brought  forward  for  our  careful 
consideration.  No  hint  is  given  of  any 
other  measure  of  importance  being  sub* 
mitted  to  Parliament,  and  of  these  two 
one  of  them  is  of  such  an  obnoxious  and 
prejudicial  a  character  that  it  is  not  unfair 
to  call  it  a  purely  Party  measure  of  a. 
most  objectionable  character — I  mean 
the  Land  Purchase  Bill.  I  am  confirmed 
in  that  conviction  by  the  inarticulate 
interruptions  from  the  other  side.  The 
other  Bill  deals  with  a  matter  of  deep 
importance,  upon  which  the  Government 
last  Session  could  not  make  up  their 
minds,  and  their  proposals  met  with 
snch  little  favour  that,  on  your  ruling. 
Sir,  they  were  forced  to  withdraw  the 
malformation  into  which  the  Bill  had 
grown.  With  these  two  Bills  before  u& 
we  are  called  upon  to  grant  special  facili- 
ties for  Supply.  I  earnestly  hope  that 
the  House  will  divide  against  the  Motion,, 
unless  we  are  assured  that  the  House 
will  rise  the  earlier  because  of  it.  What 
is  the  object  of  the  Motion  ?  Are  there 
some  other  Bills  to  be  introduced  at  the 
last  moment,  as  was  the  case  last  year — 
little  surprises  of  an  objectionable 
character,  of  which  we  knew  nothing* 
until  three  weeks  or  a  month  before 
the  time  when  the  House  waa 
expected  to  rise  ?  If  there  is 
nothing  of  this  sort  intended  why 
begin  so  unprccedentedly  early  in  the 
Session  to  obtain  extra  facilities  for 
Supply?  We  are  establishing  a  prece- 
dent which,  year  by  year,  will  be 
improved  upon. 

(5.51.)  lilr.  W.  REDMOND:  A 
pledge  having  been  reluctantly  given 
that  next  week  the  Land  Bill  shall  not 
be  taken  on  Tuesday,  I  ask  leave  to 
withdraw  my  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put. 

(5.52.)  The  House  divided: — Ayes 
191 ;  Noes  109.— (Div.  List,  No.  49.) 
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ficsolved,  That  on  and  after  Tuesday,  22nd 
April,  unless  the  House  otherwise  order,  the 
House  do  meet  on  Tuesday  and  Friday  at 
Two  of  the  clock,  and  that  the  provisions  of 
Standing  Order  No.  56  be  extended  to  the 
Morning  Sitting  on  those  days. 

JfETROPOLIS  MANAGEMENT  AMENDMENT  ACT 
(1862)   AMENDMENT  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Thomas  Henry   Bolton, 
Bill  to  amend  the  scTenty -eighth  section  of 
<*The    Metropolis    Management    Amendment 
Act,  1862,"  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Thomas  Henry  Bolton,  Mr.   Octavius  Y.  Mor- 
gan, and  Mr.  Beaufoy. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  243.] 

PRETENTION  OF  CBUELTY  TO  AND  PROTEC- 
TION OF  CHILDREN  ACT  (1889)  AMENDMENT 
(SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hozier,6iU  to  amend,  as  far 
as  Scotland  is  concerned,  <*  The  Prevention  of 
Cruelty  to  and  Protection  of  Children  Act, 
1889,"  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Hozier, 
Mr.  Baird,  Dr.  Farquharson,  Mr.  Leng,  Mr. 
Charles  Parker,  and  Mr.  James  Smith. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  224.] 

POST  OFFICE  TELEGRAPHISTS. 
*(6.7.)  Earl  COMPTON  (York,  W.R., 
Barnsley)  :  I  do  not  think  I  need  make 
any  excuse  for  bringing  forward  what 
I  consider  to  be  the  just  grievances 
under  which  telegraphists  are  suffering 
at  the  present  moment.  1  have  no  poli- 
tical or  Party  object  in  bringing  forward 
the  Motion  with  which  I  intend  to 
conclude  my  speech,  and  I,  therefore, 
hope  the  Government  will  allow  the 
vote  to  be  taken  as  a  non-Party  one. 
The  grievances  have  been  of  long  stand- 
ing, not  only  in  the  central  office,  but  in 
the  province^,  and  they  extend  also  to 
Scotland  and  Ireland.  Both  males  and 
females  complain  bitterly  of  the  condi- 
tions under  which  they  perform  their 
work.  That  work  has  increased  enor- 
moasly  since  the  introduction  of  the 
Fawcett  scheme  in  1881,  and  as  the 
work  has  increased  the  grievances  have 
increased  also.  At  the  end  of  last 
Session  I  gave  notice  of.  my  intention  to 
bring  this  matter  forward,  and,  therefore, 
it  eannot  be  said  that  I  have  taken  the 
Postmaster  General  by  surprise ;  he 
must,  indeed,  have  expected  some  such 
course  as  this  would  be  taken  after  the 
numerous  questions  which  have  been 
addressed  to  him,  and  the  avalanche  of 
petitions  forwarded  to  him,  both  from  the 
central  offices  and  from  provincial  tele- 
graphists. The  answers  of  the  Post- 
master General  to  questions  on  the 
subject    have    either    been    a    decided 


negative  or  else  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  stated  that  the  matters  com 
plained  of  are  under  consideration.  How 
many  years  they  are  to  remain  under 
consideration  I  know  not,  but  perhaps 
the  result  of  this  Motion  may  be  to 
expedite  their  consideration.  I  am  afraid 
I  must  say  at  once  that  the  attitude  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been 
rather  that  of  an  unsympathetic  non 
possumus  to  all  questions  which  were 
asked.  I  myseK  have  been  one  of  the 
victims  who  have  been  unable  to  get  any 
very  direct  replies  to  the  questions  I 
have  put.  Perhaps  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  been  cramped  by  what 
is  called  officialism.  In  that  case,  if  the 
present  Motion  is  passed  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  hands  will  be  strengthened, 
and  he  will  be  able  to  redress  the 
grievances  which  have  been  brought 
under  his  attention.  Those  grievances 
may  be  summarised  under  four  heads — 
(1)  the  hours  of  duty;  (2)  the  question 
of  pay  and  salaries ;  (3)  the  question  of 
classification  and  promotion;  (4)  the 
very  burning  question  of  meal-times. 
As  regards  the  hours  of  labour,  it  seems 
to  me  that  this  is  a  difficult  matter  to  be 
dealt  with  by  anyone  who  does  not 
possess  an  intimate  acquaintance  with 
what  is  going  on  in  the  offices.  There  is 
a  complicated  system  of  regular  and 
irregular  work,  and  of  overtime ;  and  the 
principle  upon  which  this  is  carried  out 
seems  to  be  that  of  extracting  the 
largest  possible  amount  of  work  out  of 
each  individual  at  the  least  possible  cost 
to  the  country.  1  should  like  first  to 
allude  to  the  Fawcett  scheme  of  1881  in 
regard  to  the  hours  of  labour.  It  was 
laid  down  in  that  scheme  that,  as  a  rule, 
there  should  be  16  hours'  work  for  two 
days'  work,  and  that  was  to  be  divided 
so  as  not  to  give  more  than  1 1  hours  on 
any  particular  day.  1  contend  that  that 
scheme  has  not  been  adhered  to.  ^There 
have  been  weeks,  particularly  in  the 
central  office,  when  the  hours  of  work 
have  been  10  daily.  That  means  20 
hours  in  two  days,  instead  of  16  hours, 
under  the  Fawcett  scheme.  It  is,  no 
doubt,  said  that  this  has  been  compen- 
sated in  the  succeeding  week,  when  there 
have  been  only  36  hours  of  work,  or  six 
hours  a  day.  I  maintain,  however,  that 
is  no  compensation.  This  irregularity  of 
hours  is  a  great  hardship  to  those  who  are 
working  in  the  telegraph  office.  It  does 
not  appear  to  me  to  be  a  difficult  matter 
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to  reorganise  the  office  so  that  the  work 
should  be  more  regular.  As  regards 
overtime,  I  find  that  during  the  summer 
of  1889,  for  certainly  a  fortnight,  the 
telegraphists  were  worked  something 
like  196  hours.  That  made  98  hours 
during  a  working  week,  including  regular 
hours  and  overtime.  I  contend  that 
those  houi*s  are  too  long  for  any  public 
servant,  and^  considering  that  the  ques- 
tion of  the  hours  of  labour  is  coming 
prominently  before  this  country,  and 
other  countries,  I  think  it  is  the  duty  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  set  a  good 
•  exafnple  to  other  employers,  and  to  say 
that  by  them,  at  all  events,  long  hours 
of  labour  will  not  be  tolerated.  I  am 
told  that  a  clerk  has  been  mildly  censured 
for  having  worked  14  hours  in  one  day, 
but  working  too  long  hours  is  the  fault 
of  the  employer  and  not  of  the  employed. 
It  may  be  said  that  men  are  not  com- 
pelled to  work  overtime.  I  am  unable  to 
admit  that  the  overtime  work  is  com- 
pletely voluntary.  Under  the  system 
which  prevails  a  man  who  volunteers 
to  work  overtime  can  be  kept  at  it 
until  it  is  convenient  for  those  in  charge 
to  release  him.  A  man  may  volunteer 
for  two  or  three  hours'  extra  work,  but 
once  he  volunteers  he  may  have  to  work 
for  many  more  hours  than  he  wishes.  The 
men  are  called  upon  for  overtime  at  a 
moment's  notice,  and  in  1888,  during  the 
summer,  it  was  frequently  the  case  that 
men  were  on  continuous  duty  for  16 
hours,  with  only  haK  an  hour  for  dinner. 
Last  summer  there  were  many  cases  of 
14  hours'  continuous  duty,  and  one  clerk 
was  suspended  for  refusing  to  do  over- 
time, though  he  pleaded  ill-health  as  an 
excuse.  Yet,  in  face  of  this,  we  are  told 
that  overtime  is  voluntary.  I  should 
like  to  know  if  it  is  true  that  clerks,  after 
having  done  duty  from  10  p.m.  to  5  a.m. 
have  been  compelled  to  come  on  duty 
again  at  10  in  the  morning  and  work 
till  eight  in  the  evening;  or,  in  all, 
17  hours.  Last  year  I  asked  the 
Postmaster  General  to  state  what  is  the 
greatest  number  of  hours  any  individual 
clerk  is  called  upon  to  work,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  replied — 

*|  The  number  of  hours  in  one  day  during 
which  a  telegraphist  may  be  kept  on  duty  is 
goyemed  by  the  exigencies  of  the  Service." 

This  debate  will  give  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  an  opportunity  of  qualifying 
that  answer.  As  long  as  1  have  the 
honour  of  sitting  in  this  House  I  in- 
Earl  Compton 


tend  to  be  studiously  moderate  in  my 
language,  but  I  confess  that  strong 
languf^e  rises  to  my  lips  when  I  receive 
such  an  answer  as  that.  We  take  great 
care  that  animals  are  not  driven  to  death, 
and  that  men  who  do  such  things  shaU 
be  prosecuted  and  punished.  It  is  not  a 
question  of  the  exigencies  of  the  Public 
Service  how  long  our  servants  shall  work, 
and  I,  therefore,  hope  the  Postmaster 
General  will  either  withdraw  or  modify- 
that  statement.  As  to  annual  leave,  the 
tslegraphists  are  asking  for  one  calendar 
month's  leave  for  those  who  have  served 
10  years,  and  three  weeks'  leave  for 
those  who  have  served  less  than  10 
years.  This  seems  to  me  to  be  a  very 
moderate  demand,  and  I  think  it  is  in 
accordance  with  what  Mr.  Fawcetfc  in- 
tended, for,  in  a  letter  to  the  Treasury,  he 
said  he  was  considering  a  scheme,  the 
efEect  of  which  would  be  to  give  one 
month's  leave  to  men  who  now  had  only 
three  weeks,  and  three  weeks  to  those 
who  had  only  a  fortnight.  That  shows 
the  spirit  in  which  Mr.  Fawcett 
approached  the  matter,  and  I  hope  that 
this  grievance  will  be  speedily  redressed. 
It  ought  to  be  remembered  that  the 
telegraphists  have  no  Bank  holidays,  and 
work  on  Sunday,  For  my  own  part,  I 
wish  that  there  was  no  Sunday  labour ; 
but  admitting  that  it  was  necessary 
for  a  certain  number  of  telegrams 
to  be  sent  on  Sunday,  Sunday  labour 
should  be  limited  as  far  as  possible, 
and  should  be  paid  as  full  overtime. 
I  find  that  in  the  provinces,  prior  to  the 
Fawcett  scheme,  the  clerks  had  to  do 
eight  hours'  work,  without  extra  pay, 
every  fifth  Sunday ;  now  they  have  to 
do  it  every  fourth  Sunday.  Now,  I 
come  to  the  question  of  salaries.  The 
highest  officials  are,  of  course,  well  paid, 
and  deserve  to  be,  for  they  do  hard 
duty.  Since  1880  the  pay  of  superin- 
tendents has  risen  from  £300  to  X400, 
while  the  pay  of  assistant  superinten- 
dents has  risen  from  £210  to  £300. 
I  am  told  that  a  new  scheme,  last  tiras 
night,  posted  at  the  Liverpool  office 
which  will  give  increased  salaries,  but  I 
know  nothing  of  the  details.  Before 
1881  the  maximum  pay  of  the  senior 
clerks  was  £160  a  year;  now  it  is  only 
£190,  a  rise  quite  disproportionate  to 
that  of  the  assistant  superintendents, 
who  are  next  above  the  senior 
clerks.  Moreover,  senior  clerks  are 
in    many    cases    doing     the    work    of 
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assistant  superintendents.  I  hold  that 
in  snch  cases  the  clerks  should  receive 
promotion  and  a  higher  salary.  In  a 
Circular  issued  by  the  Post  OflSce  to 
attract  youths  into  the  Telegraph  Service 
the  prospect  of  rising  to  a  salary 
of  XI 90  per  annum  is  offered.  But 
if  a  block  in  promotion  takes  place, 
as  is  frequently  the  case,  the  clerks 
have  no  hope  of  attaining  the 
£190.  The  telegraphists  ask  that  all 
overtime  should  be  paid  for  equally  on 
the  basis  of  the  rate  and  a  quarter,  and 
they  object  to  the  deduction  from  pay 
during  absence  on  sick  leave.  Then  I 
come  to  the  question  of  pensions.  At 
present,  before  a  clerk  is  eligible  for  a 
pension,  every  day  he  is  absent  through 
sickness  is  deducted,  although  his  salary 
has  been  reduced  by  that  absance ;  while 
nothing  is  said  about  the  overtime  he 
may  have  worked.  Again,  there  is  the 
question  of  promotion.  In  the  provinces 
the  advance  is  very  slow.  Take,  for 
instance,  the  Cork  Branch.  The  maxi- 
mum in  the  second  class  is  £98  per 
annum,  and  it  takes  15  years  to  arrive 
at  that  maximum,  even  if  a  man  is 
lucky.  At  the  present  moment  there 
are  three  clerks  there  who,  although 
they  have  been  over  18  years  in  the 
service,  are  waiting  for  promotion. 
During  the  last  six  years  there  have 
only  been  nine  promotions  into  the  first 
class,  in  which  the  maximum  is  50s.  a 
week ;  and  there  has  only  been  one  promo- 
tion since  1881.  In  the  provinces,  top, 
Sunday  labour  is  unpaid  for,  while  the 
London  telegraphists  are  insuflOiciently 
paid  for  it.  Then,  again,  although  the 
work  has  increased,  the  different  classes 
of  clerks  have  not  increased  in  the  same 
ratio  ;  and  I  contend  that  they  ought  to 
be  enlarged  to  permit  of  speedier  promo- 
tion to  the  maximum  of  £190  a  year. 
As  it  is,  some  clerks  may  secure  their 
promotion  in  seven  or  eight  years, 
while  others  may  have  to  wait  for  18  years, 
though  all  have  equal  qualifications  and 
length  of  service.  I  hope  that  some- 
thing will  be  promised  in  connection 
with  this  matter  of  classification.  And 
now  I  come  to  the  question  of  meal- 
times. This  may  appear  to  be  a  small 
matter,  but  it  is  a  matter  of  vital  impor- 
tance, because  it  affects  the  health  of 
those  whom  we  employ.  There  is  at 
present  no  cessation  of  work  for  meals 
during  the  tarns  between  2  p.m.  and  10 
,p.nL,  3  p.m.  and  11  p.m.,  5  p.m.  and  2 


a.m.,  and  8  p.m.  and  4  a.m.  Sometimes,  of 
course,  the  clerks  may  have  spara  moments, 
but  very  often  their  work  is  continuous. 

1  will  refer  to  a  letter  sent  to  the 
Controller  on  this  subject  by  a  member 
of  the  Telegraphic  Staff,  in  which  the 
writer  asked  that,  as  he  was  on  duty  from 

2  p.m.  until  10  p.m.,  he  might  be  allowed 
an  interval  for  dinner.  He  said  he  had  to 
leave  home  at  1  p.m.,  and,  therefore, 
was  compelled  to  have  a  meal  at  the 
latjst  by  half  past  12,  and,  with  the 
exception  of  the  two  slices  of  bread  and 
butter  supplied  by  the  Post  Office 
between  5  and  6  p.m.,  and  which  had  to 
be  eaten  while  the  operator  was  work- 
ing— he  had  no  opportunity  of  getting 
any  food  until  he  left  the  office.  The 
answer  to  that  was, — **  I  see  no  reason 
for  departing  from  the  general  rule."  I 
think  it  is  time  that  these  matters  were 
laid  before  the  House,  in  spite  of  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Baronet  opposite. 
Men  have  actually  been  punished,  I  am 
told,  for  having  partaken  of  food  during 
these  hours.  There  was  a  case  at  the 
end  of  last  year  where  two  men  who  had 
two  extra  hours  duty  were  punished  for 
delaying  their  work  by  talking  while 
taking  their  suppers.  They  denied  the 
talking,  but,  even  if  they  did  talk  while 
taking  their  food,  there  was  not  very 
much  harm  in  it.  Other  clerks  have 
been  punished  by  transference  to  another 
staf^  which,  to  many  of  them,  is  a 
punishment.  I  must  also  mention  the 
case  of  the  submarine  telegraph  clerks  who 
lately  waited  on  the  Postmaster  General. 
They  have  a  just  grievance,  which,  I 
believe,  has  been  promised  consideration. 
I  find  that  there  are  certain  vacancies  in 
the  Central  Telegraph  Office,  and  I 
should  like  to  know  whether  estimates 
intended  for  clerks  in  the  central  office 
have  been  given  to  the  Submarine  Tele- 
graph clerks.  I  imagine  there  imust 
have  been  a  mistake,  because  I  do  not 
believe  the  Postmaster  General  would  do 
such  a  thing  intentionally.  I  will  not 
detain  the  House  by  going  into  further 
grievances  ;  1  have  referred  to  the 
strongest  of  them.  I  may  be  told  that 
the  matter  is  still  under  consideration. 
I  shall  not  consider  that  a  satisfactory 
answer,  and  I  shall  certainly  take  a 
Division  if  that  should  be  the  only 
answer  I  receive.  I  may  receive  a 
distinct  negative,  which,  of  course, 
would  necessitate  a  Division.  I  may  be 
told  that  there^  are  great  difficulties  as 
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regards  the  financial  question,  and,  having 
served  many  years  in  the  Foreign  OflBce, 
I  know  what  those  difficulties  are,  and 
how  the  Treasury  insist  on  economy.  I 
am  quite  well  aware  that  it  is  not  easy 
to  obtain  the  assent  of  the  Treasury  to 
a  proposal  which  involves  an  increase 
of  expenditure.  I  was  told,  last  year,  by 
the  Postmaster  General  that  he  had  not 
consulted  the  Treasury. 
♦The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes,  Cambridge  University) :  On 
what  subject  ? 

•Earl  COMPTON  :  On  the  subject  of 
the  increase  of  the  salaries  of  the  tele- 
graph clerks.     The  Fawcett  scheme    of 
1881, 1  find,  was  supposed  to  have  cost  the 
country   something  like   £67,000  down, 
and  £250,000  per  year.     I  should  like  to 
know  whether   the  improvements   pro- 
mis3d  under  the  Fawcett  scheme  have 
been    carried    out.     We     contend    not. 
Then  we  are  told  that  there  is  an  annual 
deficit.     But  that  is  owing  to  the  high 
price  paid  for  the  telegraphs,  and  is  not 
the   fault  of  the  telegraph  clerks,  who 
should  not  be  overworked  at  inadequate 
salaries  in  order  to  make  up  that  deficit. 
I  consider  that  Mr.  Scudamore's  price  was 
a  great  deal  too  high ;  and  to  tall  the 
clerks  that  once  the  deficit  is   paid   off 
then  the  question  of  salaries  will  be  con- 
sidered, is  to  say  that  the  present  genera- 
tion of  clerks  are  to  receive  small  salaries, 
and    be   overworked,    in  order   that   a 
future      generation     of      clerks      may 
have     larger    salaries    and    less    work. 
Then  I  am  told  that  Civil  servants  have 
no   business    whatever    to    combine   or 
agitate  to  get  their  grievances  redressed. 
Sir,  the  ventilation  of  grievances  is  one 
of  the  most  healthy  things  we  can  have. 
It  is  a  safety  valve,  and  if  anybody  tries 
to  drive  discontentment  beneath  the  sur- 
face harm  must  inevitably  ensue.    There 
have  been   no    underhand   mancjeuvres. 
Petition  after  Petition  has  been  properly 
signed  and  sent  up  in  the  last  two  or 
three  years,  and  the  subject  has  been  dis- 
cussed in  the  Press.     But  in  a  Treasury 
Letter,  in  answer  to  Mr.  Fawcett,  objec- 
tion  was  taken   to  organised  agitation 
being  brought  to  bear  upon  the  House  of 
Commons.     The  Treasury  Latter  said — 

*  My  Lords  reserve  to  themselves  the  power 
of  directing  that  the  execution  of  the  terms  of 
the  agreement  be  suspended  in  any  post  office 
of  which  the  members  are  henceforth  known  to 
be  taking  part  in  extra-official  agitations." 

I  call  that  a  monstrous  doctrine,  and  it 
jSar/  Compton 


means  that  these  men  are  to  do  nothing 
beyond  simply  appealing  to  the  heads  of 
their  Departments,  or,  that  if  they  go 
beyond,  that  they  are    to   be  punished. 
Tlmt   is  a   paragraph  which  should    be 
expunged  as   speedily  as  possible  from 
the  Letter  of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury.  It 
appears  to  me  that  is  pretty  much   the 
doctrine  on  which  the  Postmaster  General 
acted  with  regard  to  Cardiff.     I  am  sorry 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cardiff  is  by 
ill-health  prevented  from  being  present, 
but  it  is  his  intention  to  bring  the  case 
of   the   Cardiff  telegraph  clerks  before 
the  House  before  the  close  of  the  Session. 
That  case   has  been   mentioned  in  the 
public     Press ;     and     though  repeated 
representations     were     made     by     the 
Cardiff  telegraph  clerks,  it  was  not  until 
their  case  was  taken  up  by  the    Western 
Mail  that  it  received  attention.     A  new 
Postmaster  and  staff  were  sent  to  Cardiff, 
and  eight  men  were  punished  for  this 
extra-o£G[cial      agitation.        They     were 
removed    from    Cardiff,   which    was    a 
punishment  to   them,  because  the  only 
reason  given  for  their  removal  is  that 
they  took  part  in  this  agitation,  which 
they  deny.     I  hope  we  shall  lay  down  at 
once  the  good  rule  that  men  may  com- 
bine and  agitate  if  they  choos6  to  do  so 
in  a  legal  way,  whether  they  be   Civil 
servants  or  not.     I   think  I  have  laid 
before  the   House   the   facts.     There  is 
a  stagnation  of   promotion  and   an   in- 
adequate scale  of  pay,  and  other  griev- 
ances for  which  I  ask  a  speedy  remef?3^ 
The   hardships    are   of   a   most    harass- 
ing character,   how  harassing   may   be 
gathered  from  the  detailed  Superannua- 
tion   Report,    from    which    it    appears 
that    in    1885-6    50   per   cent,    of   the 
clerks  who  retired  did  so  from  physical 
and     nervous      affections.       Telegraph 
clerks  undergo  great  bodily  as  well  as 
mental   fatigue.     At   an   early   age,   in 
order  to  qualify  them  for  higher  positions, 
which  in  many  cases  are  never  open  to 
them,  they  are  expected  to  know  some- 
thing of  electrical  science  and  to  be  ac- 
quainted with  the  French  and  German  lan- 
guages, besides  being  good  geographers, 
of  which  there  are  few  nowadays.      The 
duties  of  telegraph  clerks  are  becoming 
harder.     The  Postmaster  General  knows 
that  cipher  and  code  telegrams  are  increas- 
ing enormously  in  number.     If  a  word  is 
sent    wrong   or    a   number  omitted,    it 
might  mean   ruin  to  the   individual  or 
disaster    to    a    large    number    of     the 
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general  public.  How  well  the  work  is 
done  I  need  not  inform  the  House. 
Newspaper  reports,  commercial  business, 
and  many  of  the  relations  of  life,  depend 
upon  the  accurate  and  faithful  work  of 
the  telegraph  clerks,  who  ar3  a  deserving 
body  of  public  servants.  I  leave  with 
confidence  this  Motion  in  the  hands  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  who  represent 
the  public,  whom  it  is  the  aim  and  object 
of  every  telegraph  clerk  to  serve  faith- 
fully and  well,  and  who  only  ask  for 
justice  to  bi  done  as  regards  their 
grievances.  I  have  very  great  pleasure 
in  moving  the  Resolution  which  stands  in 
my  name. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the 
present  position  of  Telegraphists  in  London  and 
elsewhere  is  unsatisfactory,  and  their  just 
grievances  require  redress.'' — {Earl  Compton,) 

♦(6.45).  Barox  F.  de  ROTHSCHHjD 
(Aylesbury) :  My  noble  Friend  who 
has  moved  this  Resolution  has  entered 
so  clearly  and  minutely  into  the  subject 
that  I  will  only  trespass  on  the  time  of 
the  House  for  a  few  moments  in  second- 
in^  his  proposal.  The  Government  might 
object  to  this  Motion  upon  two  grounds — 
the  first  being  political,  and  the  other 
financial.  They  might  consider  it  in- 
expedient that  privata  Members  should 
lend  themselves  to  agitation  on  the  part 
of  the  Civil  servants  of  the  Crown, 
when  this  agitation  is  directed  against 
the  superior  officials.  I  might  compare 
this  case  with  that  of  one  of  the  great 
merchants  in  the  City  employing  a  con- 
siderable number*  of  clerks.  Supposing 
he  were  to  underpay  those  clerks,  they 
would  naturally  agitate  for  an  increase  of 
wages.  In  so  doing  they  might  come  to 
some  friend  of  theirs  and  ask  him  to  lay 
their  case  before  the  merchant  who 
employs  them  ;  but  the  merchant  is  in  a 
very  different  position  from  that  of  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  because  the 
clerks  do  the  private  work  of  the  mer- 
chant, and  it  is  to  the  interest  of  the 
merchant  to  see  that  that  work  is  well 
carried  out,  and,  consequently,  that  his 
clerks  should  be  well  paid  for  doing  so. 
The  Postmaster  General  may  well  say  it 
is  no  business  of  ours  to  interfere  between 
the  Civil  servants  of  the  Crown  and 
himself,  but  here  I  would  venture  to  ask 
him  whether  those  Civil  servants  are  not 
quite  as  much  our  servants  as  they  are 
those  of  the  Postmaster  General.  The 
-telegrams  they  have  to  send  day  and 


night  are  our  telegrams,  and  is  it,  there- 
fore, to  our  interest  that  the  clerks  who 
send  them  should  be  placed  in  such  a 
position  as  will  safeguard  our  interests. 
I  might  here  cite  an  incident  which, 
although  at  first  sight  may  appear 
trivial,  but  is  nevertheless  to  the  iK)int. 
It  happened  only  the  other  day  that  a 
racing  gentleman  sent  a  telegram  to 
Newmarket  to  ask  a  member  of  the  ring 
to  back  a  horse  called  Semolina,  but 
instead  of  sending  the  name  Semolina  the 
telegraph  clerks  sent  the  name  of  another 
horse,  Signorina,  who  did  not  win,  and  the 
consequence  was  that  the  gentleman  wha 
had  thus  been  made  to  back  it  lost  his 
money.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  if 
the  telegraph  clerks  were  fco  be  better 
paid  there  will  naturally  be  a  demand  for 
much  more  money,  which  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  will  have  to  provide 
for  in  his  Budget ;  but  it  seems  to  me 
that  one  of  the  chief  sources  of  the 
national  income  is  the  money  derived 
from  the  Inland  Service,  and  inasmuch 
as  there  is  a  considerable  increase  in  the 
Returns  from  the  Telegraph  Service  it 
seems  only  right  that  a  proportion  of  that 
increase  should  be  given  to  those  who 
are  instrumental  m  producing  it.  When 
we  are  told  that  the  telegraph  clerks 
have  no  right  to  agitate,  I  would 
point  out  that  this  is  no  new  f^itation. 
In  point  of  fact,  it  began  something  like 
20  years  ago,  namely,  in  the  year  1 870, 
when  it  led  to  a  strike  which  took  place 
in  the  year  1872.  That  strike  was  only 
settled  by  an  enormous  expenditure. 
For  my  part,  I  hope  that  those  difficulties 
will  be  adjusted  without  a  strike  on  the 
part  of  the  telegraph  clerks,  although  at 
the  present  time  it  would  appear  that 
strikes  ara  pretty  much  the  order  of  the 
day.  I  would,  therefore,  put  it  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Postmaster 
General  that  he  should  ofEer  some 
positive  assurance  to  my  noble  Friend 
that  he  will  in  due  time,  and  after 
careful  consideration,  lay  before  the 
House  some  kind  of  scheme  that  will  do 
substantial  justice  to  the  interests  of  all 
parties,  and  si  obviate  the  existing 
difficulty.  Without  troubling  the 
House  any  further,  I  have  only  to  ex- 
press a  hope  that  we  shall  hear  from 
the  Postmaster  General,  not  an  evasive 
answer  to  the  case  we  have  put  forward, 
but  a  reply  that  will  prove  satisfactory 
to  all  who  take  an  interest  in  this 
question. 
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♦(6.55.)  Mr.  RAIKES  :  I  cannot  enter 
upon  what  I  have  to  say  without,  in  the 
first  place,  congratulating  the  noble  Lord 
(£arl  Compton)  on  the  moderate  tone  of 
his  speech  and  upon  the  scrupulous 
accuracy  of  his  statements.  If  it  were 
necessary  that  this  Motion  should  have 
been  made  at  all,  I  do  not  think  it 
could  have  been  brought  before  the 
House  in  a  better  way  than  that  which 
the  noble  Lord  had  adoptad ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  I  regret  to  have  to  say  that, 
in  my  opinion,  the  time  the  noble  Lord 
has  selectad  for  bringing  forward  this 
question  has  not  been  well  chosen.  A 
reformer  is  often  told  that  he  is  either 
too  early  or  too  late  in  moving  ;  but  this 
Motion  is  both  too  early  and  too  late. 
The  noble  Lord  has  been  too  early 
because  he  has  brought  forward  this 
subject  at  a  time  when  the  Government 
have  not  had  an  opportunity  of  arriving 
at  any  conclusion  with  regard  to  the 
proposal  it  embodies,  while  he  has 
raised  a  number  of  small  points  of 
detail  which  are  at  the  prasent 
moment  occupying  the  attention 
of  the  Department.  The  noble 
Lord  has  ranged  the  grievances  of  the 
telegraph  clerks  under  four  heads, 
namely,  those  which  relate  to  the  hours 
of  duty,  those  relating  to  the  rates  of  pay 
and  allowances,  those  afEecting  classifica- 
tion and  promotion,  and  those  concerning 
the  amount  of  leave.  But  I  must  com- 
plain that  no  official  communication  has 
been  made  to  me  with  regard  to  the 
grievances  of  the  London  telegraph  clerks 
before  this  Motion  was  brought  forward 
in  this  House,  a  course  which  I  think  is 
altogether  unprecedented.  I  can  scarcely 
understand  how  the  noble  Lord  opposite, 
who  has  evidently  taken  up  this  subject 
most  conscientiously,  could  have  recon- 
ciled it  with  his  duty  to  have  brought 
forward  this  Motion  without  having 
previously  given  the  Department  an 
opportunity  of  investigating  the  griev- 
ances which  he  alleges  to  exist. 

♦Earl  COMPTON:  I  beg  pardon.  I 
certainly  understood  that  a  Petition  had 
been  presented  from  the  London  tele- 
graph clerks  to  the  Postmaster  General 
on  the  subject.  The  Petition  which  I 
hold  in  my  hand  does  not,  however, 
appear  to  bear  a  date. 

♦Mr.  RAIKES :  The  only  communica- 
tion I  have  received  from  the  London 
Central  Telegraph  Office  was  a  request 
made  to  me  three  days  ago,  some  weeks 


after  the  noble  Lord  gave  notice  of  this 
Motion,  that  I  should  receive  a  deputa- 
tion  which  would  present  a  Memoruil  to 
me  ;  in  answer  to  which  request  I  have 
directed  a  reply  to  be  sent  appointing  a 
day  in  the  course  of  next  week,  when  I 
hope  to  receive  that  deputation  and  to 
hear  what  those  who  compose  it  have  to 
say.  I  am,  of  course,  aware  that  there 
has  been  a  Petition  flying  about  the 
country  for  some  months  past,  which  I 
have  seen  unofficially  in  the  newspapers ; 
but  I  may  remark  that  the  last  persons 
to  whom  the  grievances  referred  to  in 
that  Petition  were  made  known  were  the 
official  superiors  of  the  Department.  The 
first  Petition  on  the  subject  that  I  have 
seen  from  the  provincial  offices  was  one 
from  Newcastle,  which  was  presented  on 
February  28  in  this  year,  and  this  was 
followed  by  a  great  number  of  other 
Petitions  in  identical  terms  from  other 
offices.  It  was  on  March  4,  four  days 
after  that  Petition  reached  me,  that 
I  came  to  the  conclusion  that  whilst 
it  was  not  in  my  power  to  entertain 
or  to  recommend  to  the  consideration  of 
the  Treasury  several  of  the  points  that 
we  raised  by  that  document,  yet  that 
with  regard  to  the  other  points  I  would 
take  steps  to  secure  their  consideration 
by  the  immediate  appointment  of  the 
best  Departmental  Committee  I  could 
select,  upon  which  I  would  invite  the 
representation  of  the  Treasury  with  a 
view  of  considering  the  points  put  before 
me  in  order  that  I  might  see  how  far  it 
is  possible  to  go  in  meeting  the  griev- 
ances complained  of.  *  That  Committee 
have  now  been  sitting  between  a  fortnight 
and  three  weeks,  and  they  have  not  yet, 
of  course,  been  able  to  deal  with  the  in- 
tricate matters  to  be  considered  so  as  to 
enable  them  to  arrive  at  any  conclusion. 
But  I  am  sure  the  noble  Lord  will  agree 
that  no  time  has  been  lost  in  the  endea- 
vour to  probe  to  the  utmost  these  griev- 
ances of  which  the  telegraphists  have 
complained.  Now,  there  were  nine 
points  alleged  in  the  Newcastle  Petition, 
and  in  Petitions  that  have  reached  me 
since  from  other  places  ;  and  upon  four 
of  these  points  I  felt  that  I  should  not 
be  acting  fairly  by  the  men  if  I 
allowed  myself  to  hold  out  false  hopes 
that  it  was  at  all  likely  these  demands 
would  be  conceded.  The  first  question  upon 
which  I  felt  it  was  impossible  to  encour- 
age the  Memorialists — was  in  regard  to 
the  request  for  the  abolition  of  clafisifica- 
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tion,  and  I  think  that  the  noble  Lord, 
and  those  who  think  with  him,  are  really 
hardly  as  careful  as  they  should  be  in 
forming  their  conclusions  if  they  encour- 
age members  of  the  Civil  Service  to 
think  that  what  has  been  from  the 
outset  a  cardinal  principle  of  Civil 
Service,  is  likely  to  be  modified  in  the 
case  of  telegraphists  or  any  other  par- 
ticular branch  of  the  Postal  Service.  I 
am  assured  by  those  most  competent  to 
form  a  judgment  on  the  subject  that 
the  abolition  of  classification  in  the 
Telegraph  Service  would  entail  an  addi- 
tion to  the  expenditure  of  not  less  than 
£990,000  a  year  at  the  maximum  — 
that  is  to  say,  an  additional  million — 
including  changes  that  would  have  to  be 
made  in  the  Postal  Service,  for  Members 
must  see  that  we  must  place  the'  two 
branches  on  the  same  footing  as  Mr. 
Fawcett  placed  them.  There  would  be  a 
claim  for  equality  it  would  be  impossible 
to  disregard.  If  the  position  of  the  one 
branch  is  immensely  improved,  it  will  be 
impossible  to  refuse  consideration  of 
demands,  though  founded  on  very  in- 
sufficient grounds  from  the  other  branch, 
which,  up  to  the  present  time,  has 
occupied  its  position  with  reasonable  con- 
tentment, and  has  made  no  such  claim. 
This  demand  is  the  largest,  but  there 
are  others  which  I  could  not  hold  out 
any  hope  would  be  conceded.  The 
second  demand  which  cannot  be  enter- 
tained is  the  demand  concerning  the 
annual  increment  of  the  pay  of  junior 
officers.  At  present  the  increment  is 
Is.  6d.  in  the  weekly  wages,  and  the 
Petitioners  are  anxious  that  it  should 
be  raised  to  2s.  Those  who  support 
this  demand  need  to  be  reminded 
that  these  telegraphists  entered  the  ser- 
vice of  the  State  on  well-understood 
and  recognised  conditions.  In  their 
Petitions  they  gravely  state  that  they  are 
prevented  from  performing  what  they 
Call  "  the  duties  of  manhood,"  because 
their  pay  is  so  poor.  What  they  mean 
is  that  they  are  not  able  to  enter  the 
state  of  matrimony  eight  or  nine  years 
before  an  ordinary  member  of  the  middle 
class  would  think  of  undertaking  the 
burden  of  a  family.  Of  course,  I  should 
be  very  glad  if  all  these  deserving  men, 
excellent  servants  of  the  State,  were 
receiving  much  larger  incomes,  just  as  I 
should  be  very  glad  if  any  hon.  Member 
in  this  House  were  enjoying  double  his 
present  income.     But  the  Government 


must  consider  what  are  the  terms  on 
which  these  telegraphists  entered  the 
service  of  the  State,  and  it  is  a  lifctle  hard 
that  after  these  people  have  entreated  to 
be  admitted  to  the  Service,  we  should  be 
told  that  those  terms,  after  they  have 
been  freely  accepted,  are  inadequate  and 
insufficient — nay, almost  sivage  and  bar- 
barous in  their  results.  Tliose  who  take 
up  this  question  are  hardly  treating  the 
State  fairly.  It  is  easy  to  throw  stones 
at  the  State,  but  the  duties  of  the  Govern- 
ment are  not  confined  to  tho  manifestation 
of  pure  benevolence  towards  individuals. 
There  are  five  points  as  to  which  I  have 
informed  the  Newcastle  Petitioners  that 
I  shall  be  glad  to  obtain  the  best  advice 
available,  and  see  if  anything  can  be  done 
in  regard  to  them.  ,  These  five  points  do 
not  include  the  burning  "  dinner  "  ques- 
tion, which  arises  in  London  only  ;  but  I 
shall  be  glad  to  consider  whether  I  can 
include  in  the  purview  of  the  Depart- 
mental Committee  any  fresh  point  of 
that  kind  raised  by  the  London  Memo- 
rialists as  soon  as  I  shall  have  seen  their 
Petition.  It  is  impossible  to  pledge 
myself  as  to  what  points  may  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  Departmental  Committee 
until  I  have  the  Memorial  before  me. 

♦Earl  COMPTON  :  I  cannot  quite 
understand  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
reply  on  this  matter.  I  am  distinctly 
informed  that  the  particular  Petition  to 
which  reference  has  already  been  made, 
and  many  other  Petitions,  have  been  sent 
in  the  last  three  or  four  years  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  from  the  Central 
Telegraph  Office.  There  was  also  a  docu- 
ment setting  forth  the  views  of  the  senior 
male  and  female  clerks  of  the  first  and 
second  class  in  the  Telegraph  Department. 
I  cannot  believe  thiat  all  these  have 
escaped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
notice. 

•Mr.  RAIKES  :  Of  course,  there  have 
been  previous  Petitions  in  former  years 
presented  to  myself  and  ray  predecessors 
in  office.  In  fact,  I  may  say  that  few 
months  ever  pass  without  the  presenta- 
tion of  some  Petition  or  Memorial  from 
the  Telegraph  Staff.  But  I  am  referring 
now  to  the  Memorial,  which,  I  under- 
stand, is  ready  for  presentation,  which 
has  not  yet  reached  me,  and  which  I 
only  know  of  because  I  have  been  asked 
to  receive  a  deputation,  who  propose  to 
present  the  Memorial. 

♦Eabl  COMPTON  :  I  did  not  allude  to 
that.       1     referred     to     the    Petitions 
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showered  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself  £knd  his  predecessors  as  to 
these  grievances.  They  all  contain  the 
same  prayer. 

♦Mr.  RAIKES  :  The  noble  Lord  refers 
to  previous  Petitions,  and  I  to  a  parti- 
cular Petition.  There  is  another  point  the 
noble  Lord  has  alluded  to  just  now  to 
which  I  must  call  attention.  A  printed 
pamphlet,  purporting  to  present  the  case 
of  the  senior  and  junior  telegraphists  in 
the  Central  Office,  was  said  to  have  been 
brought  to  the  notice  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission on  the  Civil  Service.  Will  it  be 
believed  that  the  first  opportunity  I  have 
had  of  seeing  that  document  was  this 
very  morning,  when  it  reached  me 
through  the  post  ?  It  was  supposed  in 
the  Department  that  some  statement  was 
made  to  the  Civil  Service  Commission, 
and  we  feel  that  we  should  like  to  have 
an  opportunity  of  studying  it.  I  have 
been  unable  before  to  obtain  a  copy  of 
that  Memorial,  and  I  have  not,  of  course, 
been  able  to  give  it  any  consideration. 
In  fact,  it  has  been  sprung  upon  the 
Department  at  the  last  moment. 

•Earl  COMPTON  :  It  is  in  the  same 
spirit,  and  contains  precisely  the  same 
points  as  have  been  raised  in  all  the 
previous  Petitions. 

•Mr.  RAIKES:  The  noble  Lord  referred 
to  it  just  now  as  if  I  must  have  seen  it,  but 
I  had  not  until  this  morning.  It  is  likely 
that  there  would  be  a  family  resemblance 
between  this  and  pravious  Memorials, 
for  they  all  contain  demands  for  more 
money  and  less  work.  The  precise  contents 
of  the  document,  however,  are  not  yet 
known  to  me.  In  the  Report  of  the 
Royal  Commission  there  is  no  indication 
of  the  contents  of  the  pamphlet,  and,  as 
far  as  I  know,  there  is  no  proof  of  the 
statement  that  the  Royal  Commissioners 
received  it;  they  certainly  have  expressed 
no  opinion  upon  it.  It  is  part  of  the  series 
of  spring  guns,  man-traps,  and  sudden 
surprises  which  make  this  subject  one  so 
difficult  to  deal  with.  I  will  now 
tell  the  House  what  are  the  five  points 
which  I  have  referred  to  the  Depart- 
mental Committee.  The  first  is  as  to  the 
sufficiency  of  present  wages.  The  de- 
mand of  the  Petitioners  is  for  a  maximum 
of  £200.  I  felt  it  right  to  inform  the 
Memorialists  that  I  could  not  hold  out 
the  hope  of  granting  this,  but  I  would 
consider  how  far  the  present  rate  is 
sufficient ;  the  second  is  the  request  of 
the  Petitioners  that  all  overtime  should 
£arl  Compton 


be  paid  for  at  the  rate  of  one  and  a 
quarter ;  the  third  is  the  demand  that  all 
Sunday  work  should  be  paid  for  as  over- 
time ;  the  fourth  is  the  demand  that 
sorting  clerks  and  telegraphists  of  10 
years'  or  less  service  should  receive  three 
weeks'  annual  leave,  and  that  those  of 
more  than  10  years'  service  should  have 
one  month  ;  and  the  fifth  is  the  request 
that  full  pay  should  be  allowed  during 
absence  from  duty  through  sickness. 
All  these  points  are  being  sifted  by  the 
most  competent  tribunal  I  could  appoint, 
and  upon  it  I  liave  a  gentleman  repre- 
senting the  Treasury.  I  think  it  ex- 
tremely desirable,  if  possible,  (ihat  I 
should  be  fortified  with  a  unanimous 
Report  of  the  Committee  before  request- 
ing the  Treasury  to  take  any  action.  I 
had  decided,  before  these  questions  were 
raised  in  the  agitated  form  in  which  they 
have  recently  been  presented  to  the 
public,  that  there  were  three  principal 
requirements  of  the  Service  which 
merited  special  consideration.  The  most 
important  of  these  concerns  the  position 
of  the  superior  officers  of  the  Telegraph 
Department.  The  noble  Lord  has  referred 
to  what  he  has  heard  from  Liverpool  this 
morning.  Only  a  fortnight  ago  I  ob- 
tained the  sanctipn  of  the  Treasury  to  a 
considerable  improvement  in  the  position 
of  these  officers  at  Liverpool.  The  con- 
sequence is  that  about  40  promotions 
have  been  made  on  the  Telegraph  StafE 
of  that  office.  There  are  now  one  Chief 
Superintendent  rising  from  £400  to 
£500  by  increments  of  £20  a  year ;  one 
Superintendent  from  £310  to  £400  by 
£15  a  year;  four  Assistant  Superinten- 
dents of  the  first  class  rising  from  £260 
to  £310  by  annual  increments  of  £10 ; 
eight  of  the  second  class  from  £200  to 
£260  by  annual  increases  of  £10 ;  one 
Assistant  Female  Supervisor  rising  &om 
£80  to  £105  by  £5  a  year.  Liverpool  is 
the  largest  and  most  important  provincial 
office ;  but  it  is  intended  to  take  Man- 
chester, Glasgow,  Birmingham,  and  other 
large  towns  in  order.  Careful  inquiry 
will  be  instituted,  not  in  any  slapdash 
fashion,  or  with  a  mania  for  uniformity, 
to  ascertain  the  needs  of  the  dilEerent 
offices ;  but  Liverpool  is  as  yet  the 
only  place  where  a  change  has 
been  given  efEect  to.  I  trust  it  will 
be  seen  that,  although  I  have  not 
been  able  to  give  any  countenance  to  the 
proposal  for  the  abolition  of  classification, 
which  would  in  effect  be  the  abolition  of 
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promotion  by  merit,  I  have  not  been 
slack  in  giving  effect  to  the  real  require- 
ments of  the  Service,  and  that  in  advance 
of  the  demands  made  upon  me.  I 
sympathise  with  the  case  brought  forward 
by  the  noble  Lord  with  regard  to  the 
hours  of  duty.  But  I  am  obliged,  as 
the  head  of  any  Department  would  be, 
to  consider  first  the  exigencies  of  the 
Service.  Reasonable  care  will,  of  course, 
bs  taken  to  prevent  cases  of  hardship. 
It  would  be  a  scandal  if  the  servants  of 
the  State  were  exposed  to  hardships 
which  might  easily  ba  prevented.  But, 
as  everybody  knows,  the  Telegraph  Ser- 
vice is  necessarily  exposed  to  great 
fluctuations,  in  which  occasional  cases  of 
hardship  are  inevitable.  And  I  am 
sure  that  it  will  not  be  believed  that  the 
Department  is  indifferent  to  the  hard- 
ships inflicted  upon  individuals.  I  can 
assure  the  noble  Lord  that  everything 
shall  be  done  which  I  can  do  to  diminish 
any  undue  pressure.  I  regard  the 
passage  quoted  from  Mr.  Fawcett's 
scheme  as  the  recognised  principle  of  the 
Department,  that  two  days'  work  should 
not  exceed  16  hours,  and  that  no  day 
should  exceed  11  hours.  The  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  can  bear  witness  to  the 
importunity  with  which  I  have  urged 
additions  to  the  staff.  But  these  questions 
are  complicated  by  the  considerations  to 
which  the  noble  Lord  has  very  fairly 
referred,  namely,  that  the  men  who  are 
complaining  of  overwork  are  not  ex- 
tremely in  favour  of  additions  to  the 
force,  because  it  diminishes  their  oppor- 
tunities of  adding  to  their  salaries  by 
overtime.  The  noble  Lord  would  be 
surprised  if  he  knew  how  great  has  bsen 
the  increase  of  the  staff  during  the  last 
few  years.  As  regards  the  dinner  hour 
in  London,  I  do  not  see  any  great  hard- 
ship if  men  whose  hours  are  from  2  to 
10  are  requested  to  dine  before  they 
come  on  duty.  They  are  allowed  time 
for  refreshment  between  5  and  6,  and 
it  is  enough  if  these  men,  who  can  hardly 
expect  a  life  of  luxury,  are  enabled  to 
enjoy  reasonable  comfort.  I  admit  the 
exceptional  character  of  the  Submarine 
staff,  who  have  special  claims  on  the 
consideration  of  the  Department.  They 
were  handed  over  to  the  Government, 
which  had  bat  an  imperfect  knowledge 
of  their  position  in  their  former  employ- 
ment. 1  have  had  the  pleasure  of  meet- 
ing a  deputation  of   these  clerks,   and 


have  told  them  that  though  I  cannot 
promise  the  largo  gratuities  to  their 
widows  which  the  companies  granted, 
yet  I  hope  to  improve  their  position. 
Then  the  noble  Lord  referred  to  the 
Cardiff  branch  of  the  subject,  and  upon 
this  I  in  no  way  wish  to  shirk  discussion. 
The  claims  put  forward  on  this  point  are,  I 
think,  about  the  most  nonsensical  with 
which  I  have  become  acquainted.  But 
the  hon.  Member  who  has  special  charge 
of  this  part  of  the  subject  is  not  now  in 
his  place,  and  I  think  it  would  be  unfair 
to  him  to  attempt  now  to  make  a  general 
statement  on  this  branch,  and  for  the 
moment  I  pass  over  it.  The  only  other 
matter  I  need  refer  to  is  the  Circular 
issued  from  the  Treasury  under  the 
Government  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian.  The  responsibility  for 
that  Circular  rests  with  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  and  the  quotation 
which  has  been  made  from  it  to-night 
is  the  first  I  have  ever  heard  of. 
Whilst  I  think  that  the  language  used 
in  that  Minute  is  of  rather  too  uncompro- 
mising and  peremptory  a  character,  1 
cannot  but  think  that  it  would  be  a  bad 
thing  for  the  Civil  Service  if  its  mem- 
bars  were  constantly  to  be  bringing  their 
grievances  before  Parliament.  I  believe 
that  in  the  great  Republic  across  the 
water,  which  we  are  always  being  called 
upon  to  imitate,  every  inhabitant  of  the 
district  of  Columbia  is  disfranchised. 
Although  that  would  be  a  very  drastic 
measure  to  apply  in  any  other  country 
in  the  world — and  we  must  remember 
that  Washington  is  only  an  oflBcial  centre 
— it  shows  that  American  politicians 
recognise  the  danger  which  arises  in 
cases  like  the  present.  I  hope  that  after 
the  statement  which  I  have  been  able  to 
make  this  evening  the  House  will 
recognise  the  claim  of  every  Government 
that  it  shall  not  interfere  with  matters 
of  Departmental  administration,  except 
where  it  thinks  fit  to  censure  the 
Minister  in  charge.  So  long  as  a  Minister 
occupies  his  position  at  the  head  of  a 
Department  he  ought  to  be  allowed  to  con- 
duct it  in  his  own  way.  I  venture  to 
hope  that  the  House  will  leave  questions 
of  this  sort  in  the  hands  of  those  who 
are  directly  and  primarily  responsible  for 
them,  in  the  belief  that  the  grievances 
of  the  servants  of  any  Department  are 
not  likely  to  lack  careful  consideration 
and,  I  believe,  just  and  fair  treatment. 
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(7.32.)  Sib  A.  BORTHWICK  (Ken- 
sington, S.)  :  I  will  only  detain  the 
House  a  few  moments  while  I  explain 
the  Amendment  which  I  have  placed  on 
the  Paper,  namely — 

"That  this  House,  while  anxious  that  all 
public  servants  should  receive  fair  and 
adequate  -remuneration,  regrets  the  increasing 
tendency  to  invoke  the  direct  interposition  of 
Parliament  between  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment and  the  Civil  Service  *' 

That  Amendment  is  fully  justified 
by  the  speeches  which  have  been 
delivered  this  evening,  especially 
that  of  the  noble  Lord.  The  noble 
Lord,  indeed,  has  assumed  that  I  put  my 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  in  some  spirit 
of  hostility  to  the  telegraphists.  That  is 
in  no  way  the  case.  I  yield  neither  to 
the  noble  Lord  lior  any  other  Member  in 
my  admiration  for  the  general  body  of 
public  servants,  or  my  appreciation  of 
their  merits,  and  of  the  way  in  which 
they  perform  their  duties.  So  much  is 
that  the  case  that  I  have  taken  on 
several  occasions  the  course  of  inquiring 
carefully  into  a  grievance,  and  bringing 
it  before  the  notice  of  the  legitimate 
authority ;  and  whenever  I  have  done 
that,  I  have  generally  succeeded  in 
having  the  grievance  redressed.  My 
objection  to  the  Motion  lies  in  its  enor- 
mous breadth.  The  noble  Lord  assumes 
that  the  present  position  of  the  tele- 
graphists is  unsatisfactory,  and  that  their 
grievances  are  just  and  require  redress. 
I  should  have  sympathised  most 
cordially  with  him  if  he  had  adduced 
any  one  distinct  grievance,  but,  instead 
of  that,  when  the  noble  Lord  came  to 
speak  on  the  grievances,  they  ranged 
over  every  possible  matter  of  duty,  pay, 
classification,  promotion,  bread  and 
butter,  and  matrimony.  The  object  of 
my  Amendment  is  to  declare  that  the 
House  is  not  competent  to  deal  with  so 
many  subjects  at  once ;  and  we  have  now 
heard  it  fully  explained  by  the  Post- 
master General  how  not  only  should  we 
have  been  wrong  in  dealing  with  those 
subjects,  but  that,  after  spending  last 
night  in  every  kind  of  cheeseparing  over 
the  Estimates,  we  should  now  be  voting 
away  £1,000,000  of  public  money  if  we 
supported  the  noble  Lord.  The  answer 
of  the  Postmaster  General  seems  so 
satisfactory  that  I  can  hardly  doubt  that 
the  noble  Lord  will  withdraw  his  Motion. 
For  my  own  part,  any  sentimental 
difficulty  in   opposing  the  Motion    has 


been  entirely  obviated  by  the  clear  and 
masterly  statement  of  the  Postmaster 
General,  and  I  sliall,  therefore,  instead  of 
moving  ray  Amendment,  support  the 
Government  in  giving  a  direct  negative 
to  the  noble  Lord's  Motion. 

♦(7.36.)  Me.  PRITCHARD  MORGAN 
(Merthyr  Tydvil) :  In  the  absence  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  CardifE  I  conceive 
it  to  be  my  duty  to  call  attention  to  what 
took  place  in  CardilE  last  August.  Cer- 
tain telegraphists  complained  of  the 
length  of  hours  they, had  to  work,  and 
went  on  to  state  some  of  their  grievances, 
and  the  consequence  was  that  six  new 
postal  clerks  and  eight  ordinary  clerks, 
together  with  a  Postmaster,  were  added  ■ 
to  the  staff.  A  letter  was  written  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Postmaster 
General,  complaining  that  the  clerks  had 
been  punished  for  simply  complaining 
that  they  had  not  been  paid  for  overtime, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  admitted 
that  they  had  been  so  punished  by 
removal  to  other  places.  Public  atten- 
tion was  first  called  to  the  matter  in  the 
Weateini  Mail,  which  was  a  strong 
supporter  of  the  Government.  The 
excitement  in  the  matter  had  been 
intense,  and  the  Mayor  and  other  influ- 
ential people  had  taken  great  interest  in 
the  question,  feeling  that  the  clerks  had 
been  very  badly  used.  1  hold  in  my 
hand  a  telegram  asking  me  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  moderate 
requests  of  the  hard  workers  in  the 
Cardiff  office.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man admitted  that  while  they  were  on 
sick  leave,  under  the  certificate  of  a 
Government  doctor,  one-third,  at  least,  of 
their  pay  was  deducted.  These,  men,  too, 
have  to  work  eight  or  10  hours  without 
any  chance  of  getting  food,  which  is  a 
far  worse  position  than  that  of  a  sailor, 
soldier,  miner,  or  even  a  prisoner  in  his 
cell.  I  think  arrangements  might  bt 
made  by  which  some  of  the  grievances 
might  be  remedied. 

Sib  L.  PLAYFAIR  (Leeds,  South): 
I  only  intend  to  say  a  few  words.  1  am 
extremely  glad  to  have  heard  the  fair 
speech  of  the  Postmaster  General  and 
the  concessions  which  he  has  promised. 
The  officers  for  whom  the  appeal  has  been 
made  are,  as  we  all  know,  a  body  of  most 
efficient  and  meritorious  men,  who  have 
always  done  their  work  with  great  zeal 
for  the  Public  Service.  There  is  a  great 
difficulty  in  ascertaining  whether  .the 
rates  of  pay  in  such  offices,  where  special 
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knowledge  is  required,  really  represent 
a  &ir  remuneration,  and,  therefore,  it  is 
very  necessary  that  whenever  there  are 
grievances  they  should  be  well  formu- 
lated in  order  that  the  Department  may 
inquire  fully  how  far  they  are  just  or 
unjust.  The  Postmaster  General  has 
told  us  that  he  has  already  appointed  a 
Departmental  Committee  to  inqidre  into 
the  alleged  grievances,  and  I  think  my 
hon.  Friend  would  be  well  advised  if  he 
takes  this  concession  in  the  spirit  in 
which  it  has  been  ofEered  and  to  ac- 
cept the  inquiry  which  I  am  sure,  with 
my  knowledge  of  Departmental  in- 
quiries, will  be  fair  and  just  to  the 
Telegraph  Service,  and  if  he  does  not 
press  this  Motion  to  a  Division  until,  at 
least,  he  finds  what  is  the  result  of  the 
inquiry. 

(7.45.)  Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Ferma- 
nagh) :  I  only  desire  to  say  that  the  dis- 
satisfaction which  exists  amongst  the 
telegraph  clerks  of  this  country  is  very 
considerably  shared  by  the  telegraph 
operators  throughout  Ireland.  I  have 
received  communications  from  telegraph 
operators  in  many  parts  of  Ireland,  ex- 
pressing the  hope  that  Irish  Members 
will  co-operate  with  the  noble  Lord 
in  his  endeavour  to  obtain  the 
redress  of  their  grievances,  and 
I  am  convinced  that  if  the  noble  Lord 
goes  to  a  Division  he  will  be  followed  by 
the  majority  of  the  Irish  Members.  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  demands  of  the 
telegraph  operators  are  perfectly  reason- 
able, and  that  the  statement  of  the  Post- 
master General  is  anything  but  satis- 
factory. Indeed,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man appeared  to  me  to  assume  a  tone  of 
antagonism  all  through  his  speech  to  the 
complaints  of  the  telegraphists.  Irish 
Members  have  no  desire  that  any  but 
real  grievances  should  be  put  forward, 
and  some  of  the  grievances  enumerated 
by  the  noble  Lord  are  undoubted.  For 
instance,  it  must  be  impossible  for  the 
Postmaster  General  to  explain  how  it  is 
right  and  proper  that  the  telegraph 
clerk  in  London  receives  pay  for  operating 
on  Sunday,  while  the  telegraph  operator 
in  Ireland  receives  no  pay  for  Sunday 
labour..  I  will  not  go-  into  other  matters, 
but  simply  add  that  many  people  in 
Ireland  are  completely  at  one  with  the 
noble  Lord,  and  that  I  hope  he  will  go 
to  a  Division. 


(7.47.)  Dr,  tanner  (Cork  Co., 
Mid)  :  I  sincerely  trust  the  noble  Lord 
will  go  to  a  Division.  Several  Irish  Mem- 
bers have  come  from  Ireland  specially  to 
support  the  noble  Lord  in  the  Division 
Lobby.  I  have  come  here  now,  at  con- 
siderable inconvenience,  to  support  the 
just  claims  of  the  telegraphists.  No- 
where can  you  find  a  more  eflBcient  class 
of  men  than  the  telegraph  operators  in 
Cork.  Sunday  after  Sunday  these  men 
are  kept  at  work  in  consequence  of  the 
ne&rious  administration  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  ["  Oh,  oh  ! "]  Yes,  I  say 
there  is  infemous  misgovemment  in 
Ireland;  and  the  major  portion  of  the 
messages  sent  across  the  wires  in  Ireland 
on  Sunday  relate  to  the  suppression  of 
public  meeting  in  Ireland,  and  to  every- 
thing that  is  antagonistic  to  the  popular 
opinion  of  the  country.  We  think  that 
when  these  men  are  doing  Her  Majesty's 
work  they  should  be  paid.  It  is 
disgraceful  the  way  these  men 
are  treated,  and  I  want  some  definite 
assurance  from  the  Postmaster  General 
that  their  grievances  will  be  redressed 
unless  this  is  given ;  and  if  the  noble  Lord 
withdraws  his  Motion  I  hope  some  of 
our  friends  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House  will,  at  any  rate,  put  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  the  trouble  of  a  Divi- 
sion. 

(7.50.)  Tlie  House  divided  :— Ayes 
103;  Noes  142.— (Div,  List,  No.  50.) 

FIARS  COURTS  IN  SCOTLAND. 
(8.3.)     Mr.  M.  J.  STEWART   (Kirk- 
cudbright) :  I  beg  to  move — 

'*  That  it  is  desirable  that  the  constitution 
and  proceedings  of  Fiars  Courts  in  Scotland 
should  be  reformed  so  as  to  obtain  a  better  and 
more  uniform  system  of  striking  com  and 
other  averages  than  at  present  prevails;  and 
that  other  agricultural  produce  should  be 
included  in  the  prices  struck  by  the  Fiars 
juries,  especially  meat  and  dairy  produce,  with 
H  vieve  to  annually  coUecc  and  publish  the 
same  in  an  efficient  form." 

It  is  of  great  importance  that  there 
should  be  a  just,  intelligible,  and  fixed 
procedure  for  ascertaining  the  money  to 
be  paid  by  commutation.  The  modes 
of  striking  fiars  are  dilEerent^  inconsistent, 
and  contradictory,  and  their  process  is 
loose,  inefficient,  and  incorrect.  I  may 
explain  to  the  House  that  under 
the  old  Act  of  Parliament  fiars 
were  struck  on  nine  articles^  namely, 
wheat,  barley,  here,   oats,   peas,  beans. 
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rye,  oatmeal,  and  malfc.  Some  of  these 
are  obsolete,  and  I  should  like  to  substi- 
tute for  here  and  rye,  for  instance, 
meat,  cheese,  wool,  and  potatoes.  Let 
me  very  briefly  put  the  House  in 
possession  of  the  origin  of  this  question, 
because  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  many 
hon.  Members  are  unacquainted  with 
either  the  origin  or  the  practice  of  fiars. 
The  word  "  fiars  "  is  derived  from  the 
French  word  feurs.  The  old  definition 
of  striking  the  fiars  is — 

'*The  ascertaining  and  fixing  by  judicial 
authority  the  ayerage  prices  of  the  different  kinds 
of  grain  in  each  county,  of  a  specific  crop  and 
year,  and  the  prices  thus  held  to  be,  legally 
ascertained  and  determined  become  the  rule 
and  rate  of  payment  in  all  transactions  where 
money  is  substituted  for  grain  at  fiars  prices." 

It  was  deemed  important  several 
hundred  years  ago  to  ascertain  in  a  legal 
manner  the  value  of  victuals,  rents,  and 
feu  duties,  payable  to  the  Crown.  At 
one  time  the  value  was  ascertainable  by 
the  SherifE  of  the  Court  of  Exchequer, 
and  at  another  period — in  Reformation 
times — it  was  ascertainable  in  the  Com- 
missary and  Consistorial  Courts."  One 
old  statuta  bearing  on  the  subject  was  one 
relating  to  the  stipend  of  the  clergy.  It 
was  passed  in  1584.  But  there  was 
even  a  statute  passed  in  1564.  In  those 
early  days  no  jury  had  to  be  summoned, 
but  the  Sheriff  was  the  sole  arbiter  on 
the  evidence  given  by  the  witnesses,  and 
many  are  inclined  to  resort  to  that  tri- 
bunal at  the  present  day.  The  Act  of 
Saderunt,  which  regulated  the  proce- 
dure of  Fiars  Courts,  was  passed 
in  1723.  Some  may  object  to  that  Act 
as  not  bsing  a  regular  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. Mr.  Erskine  says  of  such  Acts 
that  they 

**  Are  not  law  in  the  strict  sense  of  the  word, 
because  they  nre  not  created  by  the  supreme 
power,  but  the  obligatory  force  is  as  strong  as 
if  they  had  the  express  sanction  of  Parliament." 

Under  the  Act  of  Sederunt  15  men 
serve  on  the  jury,  by  whom  the  prices 
are  struck.  Eight  of  these  are  heritors 
or  proprietors,  and  they  have  to  meet 
between  the  4th  and  the  20th  of  February. 
One  objection  to  this  system  is  that  the 
time  of  year  at  which  the  prices  are 
taken  is  most  inopportune,  becaus3 
between  the  Ist  of  November  and  the 
20th  of  February  it  is  difficult  to  say 
that  any  good  grain  will  find  its  way  into 
the  market.  In  that  period  farmers 
Mr,  M.  J.  Stewart 


only  rush  bad  grain,  or  grain  that  will 
not  keep  well,  into  the  market.  Then, 
again,  it  is  very  near  Candlemas  rent 
time,  and  that  operates  in  the  getting  rid 
of  the  grain  which  the  farmer  may  be 
compelled  to  sell  in  order  to  pay  his 
rent.  In  that  way,  therefore,  the 
clergy,  who  depend  on  this  system 
for  their  stipends,  get  the  worst 
average.  The  evil  might  be  avoided 
by  the  period  being  made  as  late 
as  April  or  May,  and  then  the  greater 
part  of  the  grain  will  be  sold,  and  in 
consequence  a  fairer  average  taken.  I 
may  say,  in  passing,  that  the  two  parties 
whose  interests  are  most  at  stake  in  this 
matter  are,  first  of  all,  the  tenant  farmer , 
and  next  the  clergy.  The  system  operates 
very  harshly  on  the  stipends  of  parish 
ministers.  It  is  impossible  that  they 
can  feel  satisfied,  because  in  many- 
counties  only  one  fiar  is  struck, 
and  they  are  entitled  by  the  48th  of 
George  III.  to  have  the  stipend  paid  on 
the  highest  fiar.  When  only  one  fiar  is 
struck  in  the  county  it  is  impossible  to 
say  that  that  is  the  highest  average  of 
the  price  of  corn  in  the  county.  A|!^ain, 
in  some  counties  it  is  practically  impos- 
sible to  get  together  as  many  as  eight 
heritors  to  form  a  jary.  Many  proprie- 
tors at  that  period  of  the  year  have  left 
their  Northern  homes  and  come  South. 
It  would  be  better,  in  my  opinion,  to  have 
a  new  arrangement  respecting  the  jury, 
and  one  which  would  not  give  the  pro- 
prietors an  overwhelming  majority  on 
the  jury.  There  is  a  great  grievance 
felt  as  to  the  mode  in  which  witnesses 
are  summoned.  They  are  brought  from 
all  parts  of  the  country,  and  very  often 
have  very  little  to  say.  They  stand 
about,  practically,  all  the  day  idle.  The 
producer  gives  an  account  of  the  grain 
on  his  farm.  The  dealer  is  called,  and 
his  evidence  is  welcomed  because  he  can 
speak  of  many  transactions,  and  very 
often  gives  his  views  of  the  same  c}ai» 
of  grain  as  the  producer  has  just  givea 
evidence  of. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present, 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 

after  Eight  o*olock 

till  To-morrow. 
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HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  16th  April,  1890, 


ORDERS  OF   THE  DAY. 

RATING  OF  MACHINERY  BILL.-<No.  6.) 
SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

•Mb.  WINTERBOTHAM  (Gloncester, 
Cirencester) :  Before  I  proceed  with 
my  argument  in  favour  of  the  Second 
Beading  of  this  Bill,  I  should  like  to  say 
how  unworthy  I  feel  to  occupy  this 
position  in  the  presence  of  hon.  Members 
who  have  taken  up  the  question  for 
years  past,  and  how  I  feel  my 
inability  to  do  it  justice.  It  is 
identically  the  same  Bill  as  the  measure 
which  has  been  introduced  on  three 
occasions,  in  1887  by  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Sir  B. 
Samuelson),  in  1888  by  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Manchester  (Sir  W. 
Houldsworth),  and  in  1889  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Tomlinson). 
I  think  I  may  say  that  I  speak  for  the 
textile  manufacturers  at  all  events,  and 
for  manufacturei*s  generally  through- 
out England.  The  Chambers  of  Com- 
merce havd  unanimously  petitioned  the 
House  in  favour  of  the  measure,  and 
Resolutions  in  its  favour  have  also  been 
passed  at  the  Trades  Union  Congress. 
I  believe  I  shall  be  able  to  show  the 
House  that  it  is  a  Bill  which  afEects  not 
merely  the  employers  of  labour,  but  the 
industrial  classes  throughout  the  country 
generally.  The  grievance  complained  of 
is  that  gradually — owing  to  successive 
legal  decisions — the  interpretation  of  the 
Rating  Law  has  been  considerably  altered, 
with  the  result  that  one  by  one 
owners  and  users  of  machinery  have  boen 
attacked  all  over  the  country  by  the 
Rating  Authorities,  until  in  self-defence 
they  feel  themselves  obliged  to  appeal 
to  Parliament  for  redress.  In  Scotland 
the  same  attack  has  been  made,  but 
effectually  resisted,  and  no  machinery 
in  Scotland  has  ever  been  rated,  or 
is  now  attempted  to  be  rated.  I 
think,  therefore,  that  I  shall  have 
the     solid     support    on    thiei     occasion 

VOL.  CCCXLIII.    [xraBD  sbbibs.]  \ 


of  the  Scotch  Members  in  passing  this 
Declaratory  Bill,  which  only  proposes  to 
leave  the  ]skW  in  England  precisely  on  all 
fours  with  what  it  is  at  present,  and  has 
always  been,  in  Scotland.  I  might  rest  our 
demand  solely  upon  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  of  this  House  which  sat  in 
1887,  but  I  am  afraid  that  it  is  my  duty 
to  go  a  little  more  into  detail. 
I  am  quite  aware  that  the  leading 
lawyers  have  been  arguing  the  question 
before  the  Courts  for  many  years, 
but  I  would  ask  the  House  not  to  attach 
too  much  weight  to  the  views  they  have 
taken  in  regard  to  the  interpretation 
of  the  law,  but  rather,  as  the  House  of 
Commons  is  above  all  the  Courts, 
to  put  the  law  on  such  a  footing 
that  in  future  the  Judges  will  bo  able  to 
interpret  it  ill  accordance  with  the 
common  sense  of  the  community.  First 
of  all,  let  me  ask  what  is  the  Rating 
Law  under  which  local  rates  are  levied 
in  this  country  ?  They  are  levied 
under  the  43rd  Elizabeth,  c.  2,  which 
directs  the  overseers  "  to  collect  rates 
from  land,  houses,  and  coal  mines." 
That  is  one  reason  why  it  is  proposed  coal 
mines  should  be  exempted  from  the 
operation  of  the  pressnt  Bill,  namely,  that 
they  are  the  one  industry  specially  in- 
cluded in  the  first  Act  dealing  with  the 
question.  Other  Acts  were,  13  and 
14  Charles  IL,  c.  12,  "An  Act  for  the 
Better  rebef  of  the  Poor,"  the  6th  and 
7th  William  IV.,  c.  96,  known  as  the 
Parochial  Assessment  Act,  and  by  which 
"rent"  was  made  the  test  of  rateable 
value.  Since  then  we  have  had  a 
Declaratory  Act,  3  &  4  Victoria,  c. 
89,  renewed  annually  since  1840,  by 
which — 

**  Overseers  have  been  prohibited  from 
taziDg  any  inhabitants  of  the  township  or 
parish  in  respect  of  any  profits  arising  from 
stock- in- trade  or  other  property.** 

This  Declaratory  Act  states  in  the  Pre- 
amble  that  it  is-  an  Act  to  exempt  from 
liability  to  be  rated,  to  the  relief  of  the 
poor,  stock-in-trade  and  other  property, 
and  it  further  instructs  the  Overseers 

<'  That  it  shall  not  be  lawful  for  them  to 
rate  people  upon  such  stock-in-trade  and  profits 
in  future.'* 

This  is  the  Rating  Law — and  upon  that 
Rating  Law  the  rating  has  been  conducted 
since  1840,  and  the  owners  of  machinery 
have  till  recent  years  been  able  to  watch 
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•with  comparative  indifference  attempts 
made  to  widen  the  area  of  rating.  It 
was  not  until  recent  years  that  any 
encouragement  was  given  to  Hating 
Authorities  to  rate  the  machinery  and 
appliances  of  ordinary  manufactures. 
This  brings  me  to  the  story  of  the 
decisions  of  the  Courts.  The  first  and 
second  cases  quoted  before  the  Committee 
were,  prior  to  the  Act  of  1840,  passed  in 
consequence  of  these  and  similar  attempts 
to  rate  personalty.  It  was  in  1769  a 
question  of  rating  a  room  containing 
cotton  machinery  driven  by  a  small 
water  wheel,  the  whole  premises  being 
rented  for  36  guineas  a  year,  came 
before  the  Courts,  when  the  Judges 
ruled  that  there  was  attachment  to  the 
hereditament,  and  the  whole,  being  one 
entira  rent,  was  rateable.  The  second 
case  occurred  in  1836 — in  re  Guest — in 
regard  to  iron  machinery  used  in  iron 
works,  when  the  decision  was, — 

"  That  all  real  property  must  be  rated  accord- 
ing to  its  actual  value,  combined  with  the 
machinery  attached  to  it." 

Four  years  later  the  declaratory  Act,  3  &  4 
Victoria,  was  passad.  In  1849,  in  the 
case  of  the  Southampton  Dock  Company, 
Lord  Campbell  based  his  decision  entirely 
upon   the  question  of   attachment. 

**  This  is  a  rate  upon  the  buildings  to  which 
these  machines  are  attached,*'  &c. 

In  the  case  of  the  North  Staffordshire 
Railway  in  1860,  a  step  appears  to  have 
been  taken  in  the  direction  of  straining 
the  law  a  little  further,  and  it  was 
decided  that  certain  things  should  be  re- 
garded as  irremovable — articles  attached 
to  the  freehold  were  clearly  rate- 
able— and  such  things  as  turntables  and 
weighing-machines  standing  on  founda- 
tions specially  built  for  them.  The 
decision  in  this  case  was — 

**  Where  things,  though  capable  of  being  re- 
moved, are  yet  so  far  attached  that  they  were 
intended  to  remain  permanently  connected  with 
the  purposes  of  the  undertaking,'* 

should  be  taken  to  be  things  liable 
to  increase  the  rateable  value  of  the 
property.  So  far  it  will  be  seen  that 
attachment  was  the  point  which 
governed  all  these  rulings.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Staffordshire 
(Mr.  S.  Hill),  in  his  evidence  before  the 
Select  Committee,  admitted  that  up  to 
1860  attachment  was  the  test;  and  that 
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in  the  case  of  "  Walmsley  v,  Milne,'*  hay- 
cutters,  corn-cutters,  and  grindstones, 
the  two  first  were  held  to  be  rateable, 
but  the  latter  was  not.  After  that 
year  (said  the  hon.  Member)  a  series 
of  cases  arose  connected  with  di&rent 
articles — as,  for  instance,  the  looms  of  a 
mill,  which  were  discussed  in  a  technical 
way,  andj  Baron  Parke  held,  in  "  Halle- 
well  V.  Eastwood,"  that — 

*'  Before  machines  became  attached  they  were 
mere  chattels." 

That  is  the  principle  of  the  present 
Bill.  From  1849  to  1886  the  question 
of  attachment  was  looked  upon  as 
the  ratio  of  rateable  value,  and  then 
the  Courts  (said  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Staffordshire)  began  to  return 
to  less  technical  rules.  I  altogether  dis- 
agree with  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  my 
contention  is  that  by  all  these  earlier 
decisions  it  is  only  anything  that 
is  part  of  the  mill  and  attached  to 
it  that  could  be  rated  ;  and  in  a  case  heard 
in  1866  before  Lord  Chief  Justice  Cook- 
burn,  Mr.  Justice  Lush,  and  Mr.  Justice 
Blackburn,  it  was  laid  down 

"That  whenever  a  thing  became  so  far  a 

Sart  of  the  premises  that  it  would  pass  by 
emise,  it  was  capable  of  being  rated.*' 

In  this  case  of  a  gas  works,  the  retorts, 
steam  engines,  and  gas  purifiers  were 
instanced, 

"  Because,  without  them,  the  premises  would 
be  worthless  for  the  purposes  for  which  they 
were  erected." 

I  come  now  to  1878,  when  it  was 
that  the  first  decision  was  given  which 
seriously  alarmed  manufacturers.  Up 
to  the  shipbuilding  case  "Lang  v. 
Bishop  Wearmouth,"  and  the  case  of 
the  Tyne  Boiler  Company,  there  had  been 
no  such  attempt  to  attach  the  tools  and 
the  machines  of  manufacturers ;  and 
it  was  in  the  Bishop  Wearmouth  case 
that  Lord  Cockbum  for  the  first  time 
introduced  a  new  principle.  He 
said  that  certain  machinery  was  essen- 
tially necessary  for  shipbuilding  premises, 
and  must  be  taken  as  intended  to  re- 
main permanently  attached  to  them  as 

"  Long  as  the  premises  were  applied  to  ship- 
building purposes.** 

These  were  new  and  most  dangerous 
words.  No  one  would  dream  of  the 
retorts  and  purifiers  'Of  a  gas  works 
changing    han^s   with    the   premises — , 
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I  the  retorts  and  purifiers  ar>  the  gas 
works,  but  it  is  quite  different  in  the 
case  of  shipbuilding  works.  In  the  latter 
case  all  the  personaUj  might  ho  sold 
off,  and  the  yard  and  elieds  let  to  another 
tenant,  who  might  introduce  entirely 
different  machinery  of  a  more  modern 
character,  or  more  suitable  to  the  tenant's 
.^  means  and  trade  -  In  1885  the  deci- 
^L  sion  in  the  Tyoe  Boiler  case  was  given, 
H  and  it  has  been  productive  of  infinite 
^V  trouble  and  annoyance  to  manufacturers 
^V  generally,  as  well  as  having  baen  a  great 
source  of  profit  to  the  legal  profession. 
The  woi'ds  of  the  Judges  in  tho  case 
differ  slightly,  but  none  of  them  vaiy 
very  much.  The  Master  of  the  Holla, 
Lord  Esher^  whose  judgment  has  been  so 
often  quoted,  held  that  things  which 
were  on  tho  premises  were  liable  io  be 
rated  when  the}''  were  there  for  the 
purpose  of  making,  and  did  make,  the 
premises  fit  to  carry  on  a  particular 
trade.  If  thia  be  so,  what  becomes  of 
our  old  friends  annexation,  attachment, 
or  adaptability  ?  All  these  requii-craents 
ara  gone,  and  the  pure  naked  thing 
remains  that,  wherever  machinery  is 
on  premises,   and   makes    the  premises 

tfit  for  the  purposes  for  which  they  are 
being  usad,  it  is  liable  to  lie  I'ated !  If  this 
principle  holds  good,  why  not  rate  the 
books  in  a  barrister^s  chambers  because 
they  are  on  premises  for  the  purpose  of 
being  used  for  the  business  of  a  Imrristar. 
K  The  hoD.  Member  for  Staffordshire 
H  demurred  to  tfiat  view,  becxmse 
hs    said      that      the      business     of     a 

I  barrister  could  ba  carried  on  anywhere  ; 
but  I  should  like  to  know,  if  be  took  bis 
books     t<:>     chambers     in    Whitechapel, 
how   many   clients   would    follow   him? 
There  is  not  a  single  ti*ade  or  prnfession 
— even  a  bootmaker's  or  a  bt\rber's  shop 
— which     this  decision    of   Lord  Esher 
would  not  sweep  into  the   rating  net ! 
The  declarat<3ry  Act  of  1840  s:iys  that  no 
personalty  shall  be  nxted,  and  no  one  will 
doubt    that    machinery     is    per-^onalty. 
^^  Certainly   the   manufjicturers   object    to 
^■have   their  p:;rsonalty  rated  unless  you 
™nre  going  to  rate  personalty  everywhere. 
Lord  Justice?  Ltndley,  one  of  the  Judges 
who  tried  the  Tyne  Boiler  ca«e,  gave  a 
Judgment     less     sweeping     than     that 
Lof   Lord  Esher,  and  his  remarks  show 
I  that     there     was     some    difference    of 
lopinion  upon  the  point.     He  said — 


* '  That  nothiDg  -win  incladed  ia  the  nature 
of  macbinery  which  would  be  mere  loci  a 
machinery  and  which  would  not  pasa  to  a 
tea  ant  to  whom  the  works  were  demiaed/' 

That  is  the  same  point  we  lay  down 
in  this  Bill,  but  the  Judgment  quoted  is 
always  that  of  Lord  Esher  and  not 
of  Lord  Justice  Lindley.  Our  Bill  leaves 
it  perfectly  clear  that  everything  in  the 
mill,  for  the  purpose  of  making  it  a  mill, 
as  distinguished  from  a  warehouse, 
is  riiteable  ;  but  that  everything  put  in 
by  the  tenant  or  occupier  for  the  pur- 
pose of  carrying  on  a  particular  t/-ado 
is  not  rateable.  In  his  evidence  before 
the  Select  Committee  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Staffordshire  said — 

"  He  did  not  Apprehend  from  the  deciiion  in 
the  Tyne  Boiler  cflae  that  any  movable 
miichiDery  could  bo  rated;  *' 

but  Mr.  Myers,  of  Preston  (Questions  r>75 
to  578),  and  Mr.  Marshall  (726),  two 
experienced  valuers  for  rating  purposes, 
took  an  entirely  different  view,  holding 
that  under  the  Tyne  Boiler  deci*:ion  all 
machinery  could  be  rated,  Mr.  Marshall 
added  (730)  tliat  to  act  upon  this  decision 
would  "  more  than  double  "  the  rating  of 
mills.  The  bon.  Member  for  Stafford 
shire,  before  the  Select  Committee, 
said^ 

**  That  it  was  neeesaary  to  look  to  the  mode  ia 
which  machinery  was  annexed/'  (Quetition  67.) 

If  the  macliines  were  not  annexed,  and 
werd  without  a  special  foundation,  then 
they  were  merely  chattels  and  were  not 
rateable.  But  that  is  tho  principle  of 
our  Bill  The  hon.  Member  went  on  to 
say  that  if  maehiues  were  there  for  the 
carrying  on  of  the  works,  they  must  bj 
regarded  as  pfirt  f^f  the  realty,  and  as 
such  were  liable  to  W*.  ratcrl.  Of  cout^e 
all  machinery,  all  a[>pliaticca,  and  all 
tools  would  be  on  premisi-s  for  the 
carrying  on  of  the  works,  fur  what  other 
purpose  could  it  be  there?  The  hon. 
Member  was  asked  whether,  apart  alto- 
gether from  the  question,  whether  the 
machinery  was  attached  to  the  building 
it  would  not  be  rat/eable  simply  because 
it  formed  pirt  of  the  essential  means  of 
carrying  on  a  particular  business,  and 
his  answer  was — 

*•  I    think  not:    the     machinGry    muat    be 
connected    witK    the    building,    a od  specially 
adapted  to  the  business  carried  on  in  it/* 
Y  2 
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In  question  113,  he  was  asked — 

**  I  think  we  may  take  ib  to  be  your  opinion 
that  there  should  be  some  adaptation  of  the 
premises  as  an  essential  element  in  the 
matter  ?  " 

And  the  answer  was,  "Certainly/*  He 
went  an  to  say — 

<<  Both  conditions  are  necessary  and  mnst 
co-exist/* 

In  reply  to  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Manchester,  he  said  (I  refer  to  Ques- 
tions 75,  76,  and  77) 

*<  The  new  spinning  mules  were  put  in  the  mill 
for  the  purpose  of  the  works  being  carried  on 
in  the  way  they  were  being  carried  on ;  '* 

and  yet  he  declares,  in  Answer  79, 
that  they  should  not  be  rateable  !  The 
opinion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man at  that  time  was  that  the  two 
CDnditions  I  have  referred  to  should  be 
eo-3xistent,  and  in  reply  to  296  he  de- 
clares that  one  without  the  other  is  not 
enough.  And  if  I  can  show  him — as  I 
can — that  one  of  those  two  conditions  has 
been  entirely  dropped,  in  a  subsequent 
case,  I  claim  the  fulfilment  of  the  promise 
he  made  before  the  Committee,  namely, 
that  if  the  Rating  Authorities  did  act  in 
that  manner,  he  would  re-consider  his 
judgment  as  to  the  necessity  of  the 
Daclarfctory  Act.  I  have  alluded  to 
annexation  aad  adaptability  of  the 
premises  to  the  machinery  and  the 
machinery  to  the  premises.  This  has  all 
been  dropped,  legal  hair-splitting  having 
brushed  it  all  away.  What  I  desire  to 
bring  out  is  the  uncertainty  of  the  law  as 
it  at  present  stands.  How  can  business 
men  make  their  arrangements  with  the* 
law  in  this  uncertain  state  1  If  at  this 
moment  I  had  to  erect  a  mill  giving  em- 
ployment to  500  or  600  hands,  I  should 
assuredly  think  twice  or  thrice  before 
doing  so  in  England.  I  should  consider 
whether  it  would  not  be  advisable  to 
cross  the  border.  The  law  in  Scotland  is 
clear  and  understandable.  No  machinery 
is  rated  there  ;  and  after  the  decision  of 
Lord  Fraser,  I  think  no  attempt  will  be 
made  to  rate  it.  Well,  is  such  a  state  of 
things  good  for  the  English  oparatives  or 
manufacturers  ?  Across  the  Channel,  in 
countries  under  the  Code  Napol^n, 
premises  used  for  industrial  pusposes  are 
sp2cially  exempted  from  rating.  The 
Bill  does  not  propose  this ;  it  Vfould  be 
most  unfair  to  do  so ;  but  what  I  want 
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to  point  out  is,  that  those  great  industries 
on  which  the  well-being  of  the  working 
classes  of  this  country  so  much  depend 
are  far  better  circumstanced  in  Scotland 
and  on  the  Continent  than  in  England. 
I  cannot  help  thinking  that  I  have  said 
enough,  as  regards  the  legal  decisions,  to 
show  that  the  state  of  the  law  is  irregular 
and  uncertain,  and  requires  alteration.  I 
point  out,  further,  as  proving  this 
irregularity  in  practice,  that  lace-making 
machinery  is  not  rated  at  Nottingham, 
whilst  it  is  rated  at  Chard,  and  that 
machinery  is  rated  at  Sheffield,  Hudders- 
field,  and  Sunderland,  which  is  entirely 
exempted  at  Kidderminster  and  three- 
fourths  of  Manchester.  Before  the  Select 
Committee  Mr.  Dalgleish  described  the 
system  of  rating  practised,  and  my 
own  experience  bears  out  his  testimony. 
Machinery  is  not  rated  at  anything  like 
its  value,  but  a  compromise  is  effected. 
A  rate  is  decided  upon  by  the  Bating 
Authority,  and  the  manufacturer  is 
threatened  that  if  he  does  not  pay,  legal 
proceedings  will  be  instituted.  He  pays 
his  £300  or  £400  extra  rating  rather 
fight,  and  the  Assessment  Committee  is 
satisfied.  Sometimes,  if  he  is  a  strong 
man,  he  refuses  to  pay,  and  threatens 
in  his  turn  to  fight  a  battle  in  the  Law 
Courts,  and  then  he  is  often  left  alone. 
But,  in  the  case  of  the  small  manufac- 
turer, usually  when  he  is  threatened 
with  an  action  he  pays  without  further 
resistance.     This  witness  says — 

*^  The  appeals  have  been  very  few.  There  have 
been  hundreds  and  hundreds  of  cases  of  appeal 
to  the  Assessment  Committee,  but  those  have 
only  been  friendly  arrangements,"  &c. 

Evidence  was  given  before  the  Com- 
mittee showing  that  machinery  is  often 
valued  at  such  a  low  sum  as  will  not  justify 
the  manufacturer  in  going  to  the  cost  and 
risk  of  an  appeal.  The  Birmingham 
people  are  a  law  unto  themselves.  The 
Birmingham  system  is  not  to  rate 
movable  machinery,  but  to  rate  every- 
thing, fixed  and  movable,  at  50s.  pjr 
horse-power.  That  is  a  very  rough- 
and-ready  way  of  arriving  at  a  result, 
but  it  is  exceedingly  unequal  in  its  opera- 
tion. A  witness  from  Birmingham  was 
asked  before  the  Committee  whether  the 
machinery  was  rated  on  the  nominal  or 
the  real  horse-power,  and  he  replied  that 
the  rating  was  on  the  nominal  power,  and 
that,  as  eyeryone  knows,  is,  in  modem 
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engines,  very  difEerent  to  the  real  horse- 
power, which  may.  be  double  or  more. 
The  witness  was  asked  why  the  Birming- 
ham people  started  the  idea  of  50s.  per 
horse-power,  and  he  said  it  was  on  a 
Judgment  of  Lord  Denman's  in  1837. 
Their  system  really  means  that  one  manu- 
facturer might  have  expensive  delicate 
lace  or  jewellery  machinery,  and  another 
manufacturer  a  brick-making  machine, 
the  former  representing  a  value  of 
;fi20,000,  and  the  latter  a  value  of 
J&200,  and  yet  both  be  rated  on  the 
horse-power  !  I  come  now  to  the  latest 
case  of  all — the  Chard  case — being  tried 
in  the  Appeal  Court  this  day.  In  that 
case  the  Rating  Authorities  were  repre- 
sented by  Mr.  Balfour  Browne,  Q.C.,  who 
is  well-known  to  many  Members  of  this 
HouBe.  It  was  a  particularly  hard  case. 
I  have  already  said  that  Nottingham  lace 
machinery  is  not  rated  at  Nottingham. 
The  people  in  this  case  had  moved  down 
into  a  country  district  from  Nottingham. 
Everyone  will  agree  that  it  is  a  great 
blessing  for  a  country  district  to  have 
employment  for  the  women  and  children, 
and  that  the  taking  of  a  disused  mill 
confers  enormous  benefit  by  giving 
the  women  and  young  people  a  chance 
of  obtaining  employment,  and  thus 
diminishing  the  general  sum  of  pau- 
perism. Mr.  Castle  was  called  in, 
and  valued  the  building  at  £4,300,  the 
fixed  machinery  at  £1,500,  and  the  lace 
machinery  at  £23,226,  so  that  if  the 
rating  had  been  conducted  in  accordance 
with  that  valuation,  the  mill  would  have 
been  rated  at  five  times  the  value  of  the 
hereditament,  or  at  £29,000  instead  of 
£5,800.  Mr.  Balfour  Browne,  in  opening 
the  case,  said  the  question  was  not 
whether  the  machinery  was  rateable, 
because  clearly  it  was  not,  but  whether 
the  machinery  should  be  taken  into 
account  in  fiixing  the  value  of  the  build- 
ings and  manufactory.  He  argued  that 
the  factory  was  no  good  for  the  purpose 
intended  without  the  machinery.  Why 
did  he  not  go  a  stop  further  and  say  it 
was  no  good  without  the  material?  I 
do  not  see  where  the  line  is  to  be  drawn. 
The  Chairman  of  Quarter  Sessions  was 
afraid  he  smelt  a  rat  with  regard  to 
agricultural  machinery.  It  occurred 
to  him  that  if  lace  machines  were 
necessary  for  carrying  on  a  lace 
"fewstory,  ploughs  and  harrows  were  neces- 


sary for  agricultural  operations.  He, 
therefore,  asked  whether  the  value  of  a 
farm-shed  would  be  enhanced  if  ploughs 
and  harrows  were  put  in  it.  Mr. 
Balfour  Browne  replied  No,  because  the 
shed  was  only  for  the  purpose  of  holding 
something  used  on  the  farm,  "whilst  the 
lace  factory  would  be  bought  and  sold  as 
a  lace  factory  with  all  the  machinery  in 
it."  That  is  not  correct.  Nine-tenths  of 
the  textile  factories  of  England  are, 
without  any  structural  alterations  what- 
ever, just  as  well  fitted  to  manufacture 
silk  as  cotton,  cotton  as  wool,  and  wool 
as  hemp.  Mr.  Castle,  in  cross-examina* 
tion,  explaining  how  he  had  valued  the 
mill,  mstide  a  very  singular  slip.  He  said 
this  was  the  first  case  of  any  importance 
he  had  taken  since  the  Tyne  Boiler  case, 
but  in  recent  times  he  had  included 
similar  machinery  in  his  valuation,  **  up- 
less  stopped  by  the  Assessment  Com- 
mittee." That  is  what  I  believe  is 
the  fact,  that  Assessment  Committees, 
in  the  great  majority  of  cases  through- 
out the  country,  have  refused  to  allow 
that  to  be  done.  As  to  the  general  practice 
being  in  conformity  with  our  Bill,  the 
evidence  was  overwhelming.  Mr.  Thomas 
Leng,  the  Controller  of  Rating  in  Lanca- 
shire districts,  stated  so.  (201,  212,  274, 
275.)  Mr.  Myles  Preston  distinctly  said 
so  (360  to  366,  372,  373),  and  so  did  Mr. 
Marshall  (685-6,  <kc.)  In  fact,  the  evi- 
dence on  the  point  was  almost  unanimous. 
As  to  the  enormous  increase  of  assessment 
which  would  ensue  if  the  Tyne  boiler 
case  were  carried  out  logically  the 
evidence  again  was  clear.  One  witness 
says  (Q.  220)  it  would  drive  certain  trades 
out  of  the  country  altogether,  and  that  it 
would  raise  the  assessment  of  cotton  mills 
by  125  per  cent.,  so  that  a  cotton  mill 
now  rated  at  £3,000  would  be  rated  at 
£7,500.  Mr.  Marshall  says  "  (729,  730)  it 
would  more  than  double  the  rating ; "  and 
Mr.  Leng,  Mr.  Myers,  and  Mr.  Marshall 
all  agreed  that  they  would  have  to 
alter  their  system  of  rating  altogther  if 
the  Tyne  Boiler  decision  was  to  be  carried 
out.  Mr.  Marshall  (634  to  936),  and  Mr. 
Myers  (634,  635),  admitted  that,  in 
logical  sequence,  agricultural  implements 
would  have  to  be  rated.  Now,  Sir, 
manufacturers  demand  nothing  but 
justice.  They  demand  that  the  law  shall 
be  oa  it  always  has  been  here,  and  as  it 
is  in  Scotland.  But  they  tell  you,  frankly, 
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that  if  you  are  going  to  rate  chattels 
they  will  insist  on  the  same  principle 
being  applied  to  every  bit  of  personalty 
throughont  the  country  Then^  Sir^  I  come 
to  that  glorious  Scotch  decision.  It  sweeps 
away  all  the  flimsy  pretences  under  which 
manufacturers'  tools  and  implements  have 
been  rated  in  this  country.  The  case  is  that 
of  the  North-British  Railway  Company, 
and  Lord  Fraser  delivered  a  moat 
righteous  judgment,  in  which  he  knocked 
on  the  head  the  contention  that  the  pre^ 
cedent  set  in  the  English  cases  was  good 
law  and  should  be  followed,  and  said  that 
the  only  machinery  that  con  Id  betaken  into 
account  was  that  wliich  was  so  fixed 
that  it  could  not  be  detached  without 
destinicilun  to  itself  and  injury  and  des- 
truction to  the  building.  I  have  shown 
the  House  that  the  first  principle  of  the 
Rating  Acts  is  to  avoid  taxing  personalty* 
like  personalty  of  the  trader,  what  is  it 
but  the  implements  of  his  trade,  his  tools, 
and  his  machines.  If  you  tax  them  you 
w i H  h a ve  t o  tax  a  1 1  pe rsonal ty  alike.  You 
will  als:)  have  to  withdraw  the  millions 
you  now  give  as  contributions  from  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  in  aid  of  loe^il 
taxation,  becaiLs^  thos:*  aids  are  give  a  lis 
tlie  contribution  from  personalty,  and 
because  of  local  taxation  being  levied  on 
realty.  You  will  also  destroy  the  last 
argument  so  often  used  (rightly  or 
wruno;ly)  in  defence  of  the  differen- 
tial Death  Duties.  Now,  what  is  the 
opposition  to  this  Bill  ?  We  are 
opposed,  of  4!Ourse,  by  overseers, 
who  naturally  want  to  make  the  net  as 
wide  as  they  can,  and  to  screw  up  the 
assessments  where  they  can.  There  are 
some  landowners,  no  doubt,  and  sona© 
Railway  Directors,  but  not  all,  us  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stirlingshire  (Mr.  J.  Bolton) 
has  written  to  me  expressing  regret  that 
he  cannot  come  to  support  the  Bill 
this  afternoon.  There  may  be  among 
onr  opponents  some  lawyers  who  think 
it  a  good  thing  to  leave  the  law  in  its 
present  unsettled  state^  so  as  to  cause  a 
plentiful  crop  of  litigation.  I  do  not 
think  the  Honse  will  take  the  same 
view.  Then  we  have  the  usual  counsels  of 
procrastination.  Tliere  is,  on  the  Notice 
Paper,  a  Motion  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Heneage),  which  is  nothing  but  a 
Motion  of  procrastinat  ton .  But  this  is  too 
serious  a  matter  for  delay.  The  traders  of 
the  country  refuse  to  wait,  We  shall  be 
Mr.   WinUrboUiam 


happy  to  entertain  any  suggestions  for 
amendment.  We  hc»pe  the  Govorinnent 
will  not  oppose  us,  and  we  will  gladly 
acceptfrom  them  any  Amendments  which 
do  not  affect  the  principle  of  the  Bill  ;  but 
procrastinate  we  will  not.  If  you  wish 
for  a  new  system  of  taxation  let  wealth 
be  taxed,  and  not  industry.  Tax 
the  honey  when  the  baes  have  made 
it — but  do  not  stop  the  making  of  the 
honey  by  taxing  the  liees.  Tax  the 
golden  egg  when  it  is  laid,  if  you  like, 
but  do  not  kill  the  goose  that  lays  it. 
I  appeal  to  the  House  to  pass  the  Bill. 
Tlie  traders  of  this  country  look  with  the 
greatest  interest  to  what  the  House 
will  do  in  this  matter;  for  my  own 
part,  though  a  manufacturer,  I  would 
not  have  taken  part  in  forwarding 
this  legislation  if  I  did  not  believe  that 
the  interests  of  labour  were  more  bound 
up  in  it  than  even  those  of  the  manufac- 
turers. Any  extra  tax  on  industry  must 
rebound  on  the  wages  of  the  employed. 
It  is  true  that  the  division  of  profits,  as 
between  capital  and  labour,  are  often  un- 
fair. But  that  is  not  the  question 
here.  The  question  is  whether,  if  you 
handicap  the  eaniings  of  manufacturer^^, 
you  will  not  diminish  the  earnings 
of  all  classes  engaged.  Any  tax  on 
industry,  I  repeat,  must  re-act  on  wages. 
You  cannot  leave  industry  too  free,  and 
I  appeal  to  the  House  to  remove  this 
special  taxation  from  the  manufacturing 
interests  of  the  country,  and  to  give  fair 
play  at  a  time  when  many  of  them  are 
subject  to  severe  competition.  I  beg  to 
move  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
ti  me ." — (Mr.  Win  Urhoth  a  m. ) 

•(1.35.)  Sir  W.  HOULDSWORTH 
(Manchester,  N.W.)  :  I  am  quite  sure  the 
House  must  recognise  the  very  great 
ability  and  clearness  with  which  the 
arguments  in  support  of  this  Bill  have 
been  stated  by  my  hon.  Friend  who  has 
just  sat  down  J  and  I  should  not  have 
intervened  in  the  debate  except  for  two 
reasons.  In  the  first  place,  I  was  a 
member  of  the  Committee  which  eon- 
aidercd,  a  few  years  ago,  what  was  prac- 
tically the  same  Bill  as  the  one  now 
before  the  House  ;  and  in  the  second 
place,  the  Bill  refers  to  a  subject  and  to 
circumstances  which  are  of  vital  import- 
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ance  aad  interest  to  the  great  industries 
of  this  country,  eajjeciaUy  those  in  the 
"arth  of  England.  I  will  endeaTOur  to 
mmarise,  iu  as  short  a  manner  as  I 
n,  the  main  arguments  why  legislation 
ems  to  be  necessary,  and  will  say  at 
oncjj  that  tliis  Bill  is  an  honest  attempt, 
after  very  careful  cuDSideration^  to  pro- 
vide a  remedy  for  what  we  think  is  a 
grievance.  At  the  same  time,  I  am 
quite  sure  that  the  majority,  if  iinfc  all  of 
those  who  support  the  Bill,  and  who  liave 
framed  and  eonsidered  it,  are  perfectly 
prepared  to  consider  any  suggestions  or 
Amendments  which  may  be  made  con- 
sistent Tvitli  the  principles  wliich  form  the 
baais  of  the  measure,  I  tidmit  it  is  a 
most  complicated  and  difficult  question, 
and  I  doubt  whether  any  Bill  could  be 
framed  which  would  cover  the  whole  of 
the  question  of  rating.  Therefore,  it  is 
quite  possible  that  whatever  Act 
is  pasised  by  this  House  there 
will  ba  certain  exceptions  to  be 
made.  Already  there  are  excap- 
tions  iu  the  general  law  of  rating, 
as,  for  instance,  in  the  cas©  of  gas  and 
water  works  and  other  industries,  and  so 
there  may  have  to  be  other  exceptions. 
The  three  reasons  which  influenced  those 
who  have  supported  the  Bill  are  these :  In 
the  first  place,  the  uncertainty  of  the 
law  with  regard  t>  rating;  secondly, 
the  gross  inequalities  which  exist 
throughout  the  country  in  the  atlminis- 
tratiou  of  this  law — inequalities  due 
very  much,  no  doubt,  to  the  uncertainty 
of  the  law — and,  in  the  third  place, 
the  gradual,  and,  I  think  I  may  say, 
insidious  ex  tensions  which  have  been  made 
of  recent  yeai'S  to  tlie  law  as  it  stands, 
based  ujKin  judicial  decisions.  Whether 
these  decisions  support  the  extensions  or 
not  may  be  an  open  question,  but  at  any 
rate  they  have  been  made,  and  the 
time  has  arrived  when  some  effort  must 
be  made  to  put  this  question  on  a  clear 
and  equal  footing.  The  evidence  before 
the  Committee  fully  proved  the  uncer- 
tainty of  the  law.  We  had  before  us  a 
considerable  number  of  experts,  who  are 
supposed  to  have  studied  wliat  the  law 
is,  and  yet  it  will  be  found  by  anyone 
who  takes  the  trouble  to  read  the  evi- 
dence, that  no  two  of  the  witnesses 
agreed  as  to  wliat  the  principle  of 
the  law  was.  I  will  only  give  three 
specimens  of  these  difierencesof  opinion. 
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In  the  first  place,  we  had  placed  before 
us  the  judicial  decision  in  the  Bishop 
Woarmouth  case.  The  forn\  of  that  de- 
cision was  this : — 

*^  Til  at  in  estimating  the  rat'ible  value  of 
premises  ui»ed  as  a  manufactory,  machinery  and 
plant  pkcod  therein  for  the  purposo  of  making 
them  lit  as  premiaes  for  such  roacbiaery  are  to 
be  taken  into  account  as  enhancing  ihe  value  of 
the  hentditamentd*  although  they  are  not 
phystcully  attached  to  the  premisea." 

Whatever  that  judgment  really  means 
in  the  estimation  of  Rating  Authorities, 
it  means  that  all  machine ry»  of  whatever 
cliaraeter,  whether  it  be  small  or  large, 
must  be  rated,  and  we  know  that  certain 
iliitiog  Authorities  have  taken  that  as 
their  text,  and  acted  thereon.  Then  vfB 
come  to  the  valuable  opinion  of  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
StaSordshire  (Mr,  Staveley  Hill).  He 
did  not  back  up  this  view  of  the  law. 
He  took  another  principle »  namcl3%  that 
there  must  be  adaptation  in  the  premises 
in  which  the  machine  stands,  or  some  con^ 
nection  with  them  and  the  machine, 
before  that  machine  can  be  rated.  But 
he  went  so  for  as  to  siy  that,  even  if  an 
ordinary  lloor  be  altered  from  wood  to  con- 
crete for  the  purpose  of  a  single  machine,  a 
machine,  which  otherwise  wnuld  not  b? 
rateil,  then  became  rateable,  although  not 
attached  in  any  way,  and  at  ill  ni(>vabL'. 
I  do  not  think  this  is  a  principle  wliich  eau 
be  sup-K'rted  ly  cummoMsense,  even 
bhougli  it  may  be  supported  by  law%  Iu 
many  eases  within  my  own  knowledge  it 
is  tjuite  common  in  tirepro<  f  fnctories  to 
put  a  wooden  flotir  in  order  that  the  spii:- 
inng  mules^which  he  distinctly  said  iu 
his  evidence  w^tre  not  rateable — may  be 
attiiched  to  that  ilo<>r.  In  that  case  we 
should  have  not  an  adaptation  of  the 
building  such  as  I  think  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  in  his  mind, 
yet  one  which  on  his  principle 
would  render  these  mules  liable 
to  be  rated*  Then  they  had  a  third 
definition  of  the  law  given  to  the  Com- 
mittee, principally  by  Mr»  Edmunds,  the 
London  and  i  North -Western  rating  agent 
He  adapted  a  very  simple  principle.  Ue 
did  not  go  into  the  question  of  whether 
or  not  a  building  was  adapted  to  the 
machinery,  but  said  that  if  a  machine 
was  not  driven  by  any  motive  power  it 
was  not  mteable,  but  if  it  wt.s  so  drive q 
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that  moment  it  became  rateable.  That  is 
another  interpretation  of  the  law  which 
is  put  before  the  Rating  Authorities,  who 
have  therefore  to  grope  about  amongst 
these  various  interpretations.  One  of  the 
most  important  reasons  for  some  action  on 
the  part  of  the  House  is  this  absolute  un- 
certainty of  the  law.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Staffordshire  tried  to 
convince  the  Committee  that  there  had 
not  been  any  change  in  the  law,  and  that 
it  was  perfectly  well  understood;  but 
while  he  may  theoretically  make  out  his 
case,  practically,  when  we  have  to  deal 
with  the  thousand  and  one  circumstances 
in  which  the  industries  of  the  country 
are  placed,  we  shall  find  there  is  not  any 
satisfactory  rule  for  the  Rating  Authori- 
ties to  go  by,  and  that  they  are  be- 
wildered by  the  many  judicial  and 
other  decisions  which  have  been 
given.  The  consequence  is  that  there 
is  an  enormous  inequality  throughout 
the  country  in  the  mode  in  which  these 
assessments  are  made.  The  case  of  Scot- 
land has  been  alluded  to  by  my  hon.  Friend 
opposite,  and  I  would  just  emphasise 
the  statement  that  in  Scotland  there  is  no 
uncertainty  whatever  with  regard  to  the 
law.  It  was  certain  even  before  the 
judgment  of  Lord  Fraser.  There 
is  no  difficulty,  because  they  deal 
with  this  question  solely  with  refe- 
rence to  what  is  or  is  not  heritable.  The 
learned  Judge  said  the  law  of  Scotland 
was  that  the  lands  and  heritages  to  be 
assessed  included  all  machinery  fixed  or 
attached  to  them;  but  that  it  must  be 
fixed  in  such  a  manner  that  it  could  not 
be  detached  from  the  building  with- 
out destruction  to  itself  or  injury 
or  destruction  to  the  building.  That 
is  a  principle  with  which  the  Bill 
is  thoroughly  in  harmony,  although  it 
may  appear  to  be  a  slight  extension. 
There  may  be  heavy  machines  in  addition 
to  engine  boilers  and  shafting,  which  if 
removed  might  destroy  or  disturb  the 
buildings,  and  in  such  cases  my  own  im- 
pression is  that  it  would  be  perfectly  fair 
to  rate  them.  If  words  could  be  devised 
in  Committee  on  this  Bill  which  would 
give  that  additional  extension  I,  for  one, 
would  be  very  glad  to  accept  them.  But 
I  believe  that  the  cases  to  which  it 
would  apply  would  be  very  few  indeed 
throughout  the  country.  I  have  found 
amongst  my  notes  a  quotation  which  I 
Sir  W,  Houldaworth 


have  not  verified  from  the   Irish   Act 
23  Vic,  c.  43— 

<*In  making  the  valuation  of  any  mill  or 
manufactory  or  building  erected  or  used  for 
any  such  purpose  the  Commissioner  of  Valua- 
tion shall  in  each  case  value  the  water  or  other 
motive  power  thereof,  but  shall  not  take  into 
account  the  value  of  any  machinery  therein^ 
save  only  such  as  shall  be  erected  or  used  for 
the  production  of  motive  power." 

That   is   precisely   the    Bill  before   the 
House.     We  have  therefore  a  clear  law 
in    Scotland    and    Ireland.     What    we 
want  is  that  England  also  should  have  a 
clear  law  and  more  equality  in  the  mode 
of  making  .assessments  throughout  the 
country.     At  present  the  law  is  strained, 
and  decisions  have  been  given  which  the 
Rating  Authorities  are  bound  to  use.  We 
want  the  extensions  of  the  law  by  these 
decisions  to  be  stopped.     I  know  that  it 
is  said  that  Lord  Esher's  decision  does 
not  go  as  far  as  some  of  the  Rating  Autho- 
rities contend ;  but  it  is  quite  evident 
that  it  means  one  of  two  things.     Either 
it  means  structural  fitness,  in  which  ease 
heavy  machines  on  a  concrete  floor  will 
not   be    rateable,  or  it  means    that   all 
machines  that   are    necessary    for    the 
trade  which    is    being    carried    on  will 
be  rated.     If  the  latter  is  the  law  then  I 
think  it  is  obvious  it  must  go  very  much 
further   and   include   the    furniture    of 
furnished  houses  as  well  as  the  machinery 
of  certain  industries,  because  the  ques- 
tion  really  is  this — are  premises  to  be 
treated    and     rated     as     furnished     or 
unfurnished  ?      If  Lord  Esher*s  decision 
is     taken     in     the     larger     sense     we 
are      treating     manufactories     as     fur- 
nished  buildings.     There    is   no    doubt 
that  a  very  great  change  has  taken  place 
owing  to  this  decision,  and  therefore  it  is 
not   too   early   for   us   to  call  upon  the 
House  to  put  a  stop  to   the  great   in- 
equalities which  will  take  place  if  it  is  acted 
upon.    In   the   case  of  Manchester  the 
Rating    Authorities     have    refused     to 
change    their    system   or  to   adopt  the 
recent  decisions;  but  the  Chorlton  Union, 
which  is   really  a   part   of  Manchester, 
have  felt  bound — and  nobody  can  blame 
them — to  adopt  those  decisions.      There 
are,  therefore,  two  Rating  Authorities  in 
one  place  acting  on  diametrically  opposite 
principles,  and  competitors  in  the  same 
industries  are  treated  on  principles   en- 
tirely different.     This  is  not  merely  the 
question  of  a  few  pounds.      It  means 
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!%  difference  of  twice  or  tbrice  the 
amount,  and,  as  in  the  Chard  case, 
even  five  times  the  araounfc  of  the 
assessment.  These  unequal  burdens  on 
competitors  are  manifestly  unfair.  V€*ry 
strong  evidence  was  given  by  all  the 
Rating  Authorities  thatfchey  entirely  dis- 
approve theski  new  decisions,  and  they 
have  delayed  putting  them  into  opera- 
tion. But  that  cannot  go  on  very 
much  longer.  They  are  bound  to  the 
whole  of  the  ratepayers  to  follow  the 
declared  law,  and  the  Select  Committee 
was  told  that  they  are  only  waiting  to 
sae  what  is  th^  fate  of  this  Bill  before 
deciding  how  th(?y  will  act.  If  this  Bill 
ia  thrown  out  then  there  is  no  doubt 
thes>  Authorities  will  take  immtdiflte 
action,  and  there  will  be  a  complete  revo- 
lution in  the  system  of  rating  throughout 
tbo  country.  There  will  probably  be  an 
immense  amount  of  litigation  unlcBS 
St^ttlements  are  made,  simply  by 
deciding  upon  a  money  value  which 
those  who  are  assessed  will  accept.  This 
will  not  be  a  s^fttlement  upon  principle  ; 
and  a  more  unsatisfacti^ry  mode  cannot 
be  found  thaTi  that  of  negotiations  of 
this  character  between  occupiers  and 
thg  Assessing  Authorities.  I  trust, 
therefore,  that  the  Government  will 
accept  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill,  On  every  ground  they  ought 
tp  do  so,  I  think  they  will  clearly  see 
the  urgent  call  for  legislatiou.  The 
promoters  of  the  Bill  are  not  so  absolutely 
enamoured  of  their  own  work  that  they 
believe  no  improvement  can  be  miuie.  1 
would  be  glad  if,  after  the  Second 
Reading,  a  sufficient  time  were  given 
before  going  into  Committee,  so  that 
the  Amendments  might  be  carefully  con- 
sidered, I  am  sorry  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  is 
unable  to  be  present ;  because  as  far  back 
aa  June,  1878,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
who  was  not  then  a  Member  of  the 
Government,  called  attention  to  this 
subject,  and  he  used  these  words — 

'*  There  was  no  doubt  that  machinery  not 
attached  to  the  freehold  was  sahject  to  rating 
in  some  places  and  not  ia  others,  whilst  by  a 
Tooent  decisioQ  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice 
(the  Bishop  Wearmouth  case)  all  machinery, 
even  tboti^^h  it  be  not  taxed,  was  liable  to  be 
mted.  By  the  law  a  man  would  be  liable  to  be 
aaaefcsed  not  on  rent  alone,  but  on  the  valuation 
of  all  his  machinery/' 

lu  reply   to    Mr*   Ritchie,  Mr,   Sclatep 


Booth,  then  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  said  the  question  of 
rating  vn\a  not  germane  to  the  Bdl  then  be- 
fore the  House,  but  he  would  be  very 
glad  to  settle  the  question  of  the  rating 
of  machinery^  as  well  as  of  coal  mines  and 
of  schools,  and  such  questions  should  find 
their  place  in  a  new  Rating  Bill,  which 
he  should  not  be  reluctant  to  introduce 
if  he  found  it  jx^ssible.  So  there  was  a 
promise  from  a  Conservative  Govern- 
ment in  1878  that  they  would  look  into 
the  matter  and  dtal  with  it.  We  have 
waited  for  12  years,  the  grievance  ia 
getting  worse,  and  cases  of  complaint 
are  arising  throughout  the  whole 
country.  I  do  trust  the  Government 
will  give  their  support  and  sym- 
pathy to  this  attempt  at  legislation. 
X  do  not  believe,  after  the  inquiry  made 
by  the  Committee,  and  the  consideration 
they  gave  to  the  Bill,  that  it  would  be 
possible  for  a  Government  Bill  to  depart 
very  far  from  the  lines  of  the  measure 
now  before  us,  though  1  do  not  say  that 
it  may  not  be  impmved  by  Amendments, 
I  commend  the  Bill  to  the  consideration 
of  the  House',  and  urge  the  House  to 
coDsider  it  as  an  attempt  to  deal  with  a 
serious  grievauce,  which  ought  to  find  a 
remedy  in  legislation. 

^(2.20.)  Mil.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grims- 
by) :  I  rise  to  move  the  Amendment 
which  stands  in  my  name,  and  I  have  to 
thank  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  Williams)  for  allowing  me 
precedence  on  tbis  occiision,  and  for  his 
promise  to  second  my  Motion.  I  should 
not  have  taken  any  part  in  this  debate 
if  it  had  not  been  for  the  statement* 
widely  spread,  that  this  Bill  has  in  its 
support  the  authorit}^  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee  of  1887.  I  demur  very  strongly 
to  that  statement,  It  is  quite  true,  as 
I  will  show,  that  the  Bill  of  1887, 
introduced  by  the  houi  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Banbury  (Sir  Bernhard 
Sarauelson),  was  amended  by  that  Com- 
mittee, but  it  was  not  until  quite  the 
end  of  the  proceedings  of  tlie  Committee, 
and  after  they  had  passed  Resolutions 
not  in  consonance  with  the  Amendments 
t^  the  BilL  I  quite  agree  with  the  bon. 
Member  for  the  Cirencester  Division 
(Mr.  Winterbofcham)  it  is  most  desirable 
that  this  question,  and  many  other 
(questions  connected  with  assessment 
and  ratings   should  be  dealt  with^  but 
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what  I  object  to  is  this  question  in 
connection  with  machinery  being  taken 
apart,  while  other  questions  are  left 
untouched.  We  have  been  told  of  a 
promise  of  a  Rating  Bill  made  12  years 
ago,  and  after  this  long  period  the 
promise  remains  unfulfilled,  but  if  this 
Bill  passes  this  Session,  it  will  tend  still 
further  to  defer  the  fulfilment  of  that 
promise.  I  object  to  losing  the  leverage 
that  this  question  of  the  rating  of 
machinery  gives  us.  I  have  always 
considered — I  am  not  going  into  the 
subject  now — ^that  the  read  solution  of  the 
whole  rating  question  was  that  a 
revised  property  and  income  tax 
assessment  should  be  taken  as  the 
basis  of  all  rates,  and  I  beheve  it  will 
eventually  come  to  that.  But  I  do 
object  to  dealing  with  the  question  in 
this  fragmentary  manner.  This  Bill 
has  the  support  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cirencester,  but  it  is  a  curious  fact  that 
he  is  the  only  Member  out  of  the  six 
who  '  back  it  who  was  not  a  Member  of 
that  Committee.  I  am  quite  ready  to 
admit,  with  him,  that  the  whole  question 
of  rating  is  unsatisfactory,  but  that  was 
exactly  the  point  that  was  taken  up  by  the 
Committee  in  1887,  when  they,  having 
heard  all  the  witnesses,  sitting  for  nearly 
two  months,  and  having  adjourned  for 
over  six  weeks  to  consider  their  lie  port, 
came  to  an  unanimous  decision  to  pass 
three  Resolutions,  the  first  of  which, 
generally  stated,  was  to  the  effect  that 
the  state  of  the  law  was  unsatisfac- 
tory, and  especially  with  regard  to  the 
rating  of  machinery;  and  then  they 
went  on  to  declare,  in  the  words  of  my 
Amendment,  that  they  believed  the  Bill 
afforded  a  basis  for  an  equitable  system 
of  assessment  in  cases  of  industries 
depending  mainly  upon  fixed  motive 
power;  and  then  the  Committee 
expressed  the  opinion  that  the  difficulties 
of  defining  a  satisfactory  principle  of 
valuation  for  the  purpose  of  assessment 
generally  were  so  great  as  to  render  it 
desirable  that  the  matter  should  be  dealt 
with  as  part  of  a  comprehensive  scheme 
of  local  taxation.  Now,  that  was  the 
opinion  of  the  Select  Committee,  and  it 
was  not  until  a  fortnight  after,  and  that 
when  but  a  few  Members  were  present, 
all  more  or  less  interested  in  the  Bill 
under  discussion,  and  by  a  majority  of 
two,  they  decided,  instead  of  reporting 
Mr.  Henecige 


the  Bill  without  Amendments,  th^t  they 
would  take  up  the  Bill  and  amend  it.  It 
was  amended,  and  sent  down  to  the 
House,  more  or  less,  in  its  present  shape. 
I,  therefore,  say  the  Bill  has  no  authority 
from  that  Select  Committee  whatsoerer, 
and  that  is  only  the  expression  of  the 
opinion  of  a  minority  of  the  majority, 
for  only  six  voted  for  the  BUI 
in  its  amended  shape  out  of  a 
Committee  of  13.  I  believe  if  it  had 
been  understood  in  June  thatthis  measure 
was  to  have  been  dealt  with  in  Commit- 
tee, it  would  have  come  down  here  in  a 
very  different  shape.  But  we — many  of 
us — believed  that  the  Resolutions  passed 
were  passed  in  absolute  good  faith  ;  and 
that  the  Committee  were  convinced,  not 
so  much  on  the  distinct  legal  decisions 
given  from  time  to  time,  as  that  there 
would  be  the  greatest  difficulty  in  dealing 
with  this  question  alone,  api^  from  the 
general  question  of  rating.  This  Bill 
must  stand  upon  its  own  merits  and  not 
on  the  authority  of  that  Committee. 
The  whole  system  of  rating  is  an 
anomaly,  and  the  method  of  valuation 
differs  in  districts  in  the  same  county, 
and  why,  I  ask,  should  machinery  alone 
be  dealt  with  ?  We  are  told  that  over- 
seers are  only  waiting  for  guidance  in 
regard  to  machinery ;  but  they  are 
waiting  for  guidance  just  as  much  upon 
other  subjects  besides  machinery.  We 
are  told  the  Bill  is,  more  or  less,  identical 
with  the  Bill  of  1887,  and  that  was 
founded  on  the  fear  of  increased  assess- 
ments arising  out  of  the  decision  on  the 
Tyne  Boiler  Works  case,  confirmed  by 
the  Queen's  Bench.  We  have  a^so  had 
the  Chard  case  quoted,  and  the  opinion 
of  Mr.  Balfour  Browne.  I  prefer  to  take 
the  opinion  of  the  Master  of  the  Rolls, 
and  the  other  learned  Judges.  The 
Master  of  the  Rolls  distinctly  repudiated 
the  idea  that  at  any  time  there  was 
a  right  to  limit  the  machinery 
rateable  to  either  "fixed,"  "attached," 
or  "annexed."     He  said — 

**  Things  which  are  on  the    premises,  all 
which  are  there  for  the  purpose  of  making  and 
make  them  (t.«.  the  premises)  fit  as  premis 
for   the  particular  purpose  for  which  they  are 
used,  ought  to  be  taken  icto  account." 

We  have  been  told  that  the  other 
learned  Judge  (Lord  Justice  Lindlty) 
did  not  go  so  far  as  the  Master  of  the 
Rolls,   but    we    heard    nothing    at   all 
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abcmt  Lord  Justice 
eurred  in  the  decision  and  declared 
was  founded  on  **  good  sense  "  and  *'  good 
law/-  We  are  fortunate,  1  think,  in 
Laving  go<id  sense  and  good  law  going 
liand  in  hand  in  this  matter.  There  is 
one  p4->int  upon  which  this  Bill  differs 
from  the  Bill  of  1587,  and  that  is  in  the 
preamble.  The  preamble  in  the  Bill  of 
1887 — I  am  speaking  from  recollection, 
I  have  not  the  Bill  before  me — referred 
most  distinctly  to  the  Statute  of  Queen 
Elixalioth  for  the  relief  of  the  poor,  by 
which  all  property  locally  situated  and 
producing  profit  was  made  niteable  in 
h  fiarish,  and,  therefore,  it  was  ad- 
itt^td  tliat  machinery  ought  to  be  taxed 
on  the  same  principle  as  land,  coal  mines, 
and  other  pruparty,  under  that  Act.  At 
that  time,  it  should  be  remembered, 
agriculture  borj  the  whole  burden  of 
local  taxation,  for  it  waa  the  only  in- 
dustry of  the  country,  but  as  soon  as  coal 
mining  became  a  great  industry,  mines 
were  tared.  In  1 769,  on  a  decision  in 
*'  King  v:  Hogg,"  a  house  and  machine 
rented  together  were  adjudged  txD  be  rated 
together.  In  1836  ironworks  and 
machinery  were  adjudged  to  be  rated  to 
their  actual  value  by  a  deLisiou  in  the 
case**  King  r.  Guest,*'  Again*  in  1848 
in  the  case  **  Queen  r.  Southampton," 
machinery,  though  movable,  was  ad- 
judged tu  be  rateable  if  so  far  attached 
as  to  be  appendages  essential  to  its 
working,  and  increasing  the  value  of  the 
premisL^s,  These  are  examples  vi  legnl 
icisions  based  on  the  Statute  of  Eliza- 
th,  that  property  should  pay  according 
to  its  ability.  There  was  another  case 
decided  in  1866,  *H^ueen  v.  Lee,"  in  which 
gasworks  were  concerned,  and  the  rate- 
abUity  of  machinery  which  would  pass 
to  a  new  tenant,  and  was  necessary  for 
the  production  of  gas,  was  declared  to  be 
judged,  not  by  the  degree  of  annexation, 
but  whether  it  was  part  of  the  premises. 
I  think  it  will  \m  found,  also,  that  in  the 
case  of  a  ship-yaiHil,  '*Lavy  t\  Weii*mouth," 
187S,  a  steam  hammer  and  certain  tools 
were  held  to  be  rateable  on  the  same 
principle  as  in  the  decision  of  "Queen  v. 
Lee/'  What  was  the  decision  of  Justice 
Lash  in  the  case  '*  Queen  v,  Lee  1  ^' 
In  "  Reg.  t\  Lee "  Mr.  Justice  Lush 
said — 

*'  1  apprehend  that  the  premises  to  be  rated 
rre  to  be  taken  as  they  are,   with  all  their 


fiLlings  and  appliances,  by  which  the  owner  has 
adapted  them  to  a  particular  use,  and  which 
would  pass  as  part  of  the  premiaea  by  a  demiae 
of  them  to  a  tenant/' 

Chief  Justice  Cockburn  concurred  that 
the  machinery  should  be  essential  to  the 
adaptation  of  the  premises  to  a  particular 
use,  Tlierefore,  I  venture  to  say  that  in 
all  these  judgments  the  question  raised 
has  been  whether  there  was  any 
machinery  which  brought  in  profit  to  its 
owner,  and  where  it  was  adapted  for  the 
particular  business  of  that  owner  it  has 
always  been  held  that  it  was  liable  to  be 
rated.  1  recollect  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Kingswinford  Division  of  Stafford- 
shire stating  before  the  Select  Committee 
that,  in  his  opinion,  the  law  was  not 
altei^d  in  any  way  by  these  decisions.  I 
think  he  went  somewhat  further,  and 
said  the  Bill  would  not  i^estrict  the 
amount  of  machinery  at  present  rate- 
ably  assessed.  It  is  my  opinion,  how- 
ever, that  the  Bill  will  restrict  the 
machinery  which  is,  and  has  been  for  a 
long  time,  assessed  to  the  rates,  and 
unless  this  is  its  purpose  I  cannot  under- 
stand why  it  hiis  been  introduct'd*  As 
the  law  now  st4xnds,  I  hold  that  the  dicta 
of  the  Judges  has  Ix^eu  perfectly  consis- 
tent, and  I  iim  buuud  to  say  thiit  if, 
instead  of  taking  certain  answers  given 
in  evidence  by  the  valuers  before  the 
Committee,  the  whole  tenour  of  their 
remarks  is  considered^  you  will  had  that 
they  are  more  or  Itsa  in  o^reemt^ut 
with  the  decisions  of  the  Judges. 
The  evidence  of  Mr.  Myers  has  been 
alluded  to  ;  but  the  sum  tot :d  of 
it  all  is  that  when  he  valued  a  general 
principle  was  laid  down  in  regard  to 
machinery  that,  whether  it  was  attached 
or  not,  if  it  was  specially  adapted  for  the 
business  it  waii  liable  to  rating.  The 
question  of  standing  for  the  machinery 
forms  a  vital  paH  of  the  Bill.  The  word 
you  have  to  watch  in  it  is  "  fijced,"  or,  as 
a  witness  before  the  Committee  put  it, 
*-*  bolted  down."  The  Committee  were 
informed  that  a  great  quantity  of  most 
valuable  machinery  is  not  bolted  down 
or  fixed  at  all,  but  it  stands  by  its  own 
weight  on  specially  prepared  beds.  We 
have  been  told  that  the  present  law  leads 
to  much  litigation,  but  this  Bill,  if 
passed,  will  lead  to  a  great  deal  more,  for 
it  will  raise  many  fresh  difficulties,  I 
repeat  that  the  Judges,  and  the  Rating 


SB? 


Eating  of 


{COMMONS} 


Machinery  Bill, 


638 


Anthorities,  are  all  more  or  less  in  agree- 
ment as  to  the  law,  and  the  real  difficulty 
in  the  matter  is  that  there  is  a  difference 
of  action  among  those  whose  business  it 
is  to  make  the  assessment.  What  did 
Mr.  Marshall  say  ?  He  defines  rateable 
mLachinery  as  machinery  bolted  down, 
and  when  pressed  he  included  •  cranes 
and  machinery  walled  in.  As  to  the 
Tyne  case,  all  he  said  was  that 
the  decision  went  a  little  further 
than  the  Bishop  of  Wearmouth  case* 
All  the  valuers  called  before  the  Com" 
mittee  seemed  at  first  much  frightened 
at  the  decision  in  the  Tyne  case,  but  their 
fears  soon  disappeared.  The  agent  of 
the  London  and  North- Western  Railway 
Company  straightforwardly  told  the  Com- 
mittee he  did  not  consider  that  the 
decisions  in  either  the  Tyne  boiler  case 
or  the  Bishop  Wearmouth  case  had 
extended  the  rateable  assessment  of 
machinery.  This  was  the  opinion  of  a 
man  well  versed  in  rating  questions  in 
lialf  the  counties  of  England.  Therefore, 
I  repeat  that  the  Judges  and  Bating 
Authorities  are  more  or  less  in  agreement 
as  to  the  law ;  the  real  difficulty  is  the 
difference  of  action  amongst  those  whose 
business  it  is  to  make  the  assessment. 
Is  there  not  just  as  much  difference  of 
opinion  and  action  in  regard  to  other 
matters  than  machinery  that  came  under 
the  cognisance  of  the  Assessment 
Authorities?  What  we  want  is  a 
comprehensive  Valuation  Bill,  which 
would  settle  these  matters  once  for  all, 
whereas  the  effect  of  the  Bill  now  pro- 
posed would  be  to  delay  the  introduc- 
tion of  such  a  measure.  I  contend,  also, 
that  this  Bill  is  strongly  opposed  to  the 
tendency  of  modern  legislation,  which 
has  been  to  extend  rather  than  to 
restrict  the  area  of  rating.  In  recent 
years  the  principle  has  been  extended  in 
many  directions  to  mines,  sporting  rights, 
underwood,  lunatic  asylums.  Crown 
lands,  and  advertising  walls,  and  why 
should  the  House  now  retrace  its  steps 
in  respect  to  one  subject  alone,  and 
relieve  from  rating  that  which  has 
hitherto  been  subject  to  it  ?  Moreover, 
it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  others 
will  have  to  pay  the  rates  from  which 
the  owners  of  machinery  are  sought  to 
be  relieved.  Upon  whose  shoulders  will 
they  fall  ?  Are  the  small  ratepayers  in 
the  country,  the  agricultural  labourers, 
Mr.  H9neag4 


or  the  small  shopkeepers  in  the  towns 
better  able  to  bear  them  than  the  large 
manufacturer?  I  object  altogether  to 
this  rating  being  taken  off  the  manufac- 
turer by  this  partial  Bill,  without  know- 
ing exactly  on  what  other  shoulders  it 
will  fall.  I  think  the  Select  Committee 
were  perfectly  right  when,  after  many 
weeks*  consideration  of  the  evidence 
brought  before  them,  they  decided  that 
the  question  was  one  to  be  dealt  with, 
not  in  a  fragmentary  way,  but  by  a  com- 
prehensive Bill  of  local  taxation,  and  I 
hope  the  debate,  if  it  has  no  other  effect, 
will  hasten  the  introduction  by  the 
Government  of  the  Valuation  Bill  which 
they  have  distinctly  promised.  I  should 
like  to  know  how  hon.  Members  who 
voted  for  that  Resolution  in  the  Commit- 
tee can  justify  their  support  of  the  Bill 
on  this  occasion,  seeing  that  it  only 
partially  alters  the  law,  and  does  not 
deal  with  the  main  question.  I  certainly 
think  the  present  Bill  is  unnecessary, 
mischievous,  and  unjust  to  the  smaller 
ratepayers  in  the  country  and  in  the 
towns,  and  that  it  would  greatly  militate 
against  the  chances  of  that  reform  in 
valuation  assessment  which  taxation 
reformers  have  desired  for  many  years. 
For  these  reasons  I  object  to  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill,  and  I  beg  to  move  the 
Amendment  which  stands  in  my  name, 
and  which  embodies  the  decision 
unanimously  arrived  at  by  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  *'  That  "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  this  House,  whilst  believing  that  the  Bill 
affords  a  basis  for  an  equitable  system  of 
assessment  in  cases  of  industries  depending 
mainly  upon  fixed  motive  power,  is  of  opinion 
that  the  difficulties  of  defining  a  satisfactory 
principle  of  valuation  for  the  purpose  of 
assessment  generally  are  so  great  as  to  render  it 
desirable  that  the  matter  should  be  dealt  with 
as  part  of  a  comprehensive  scheme  of  local 
taxation," — [Mr,  Uenectgej) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

(2.43.)  Mr.  POWELL  WILLIAMS 
(Birmingham,  S.)  :  I  had  given  notice  to 
move  the  rejection  of  the  Bill,  but  when 
I  learned  that  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Grimsby  had  been  a  Member  of  the 
Select  Committee  on  the  subject  I  felt 
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no  difficulty  in  giving  way  to  him  and 
contenting  mysslf  with  seconding  the 
Amendment.  The  hon.  Member  for 
East  Gloucestershire  has,  in  a  very 
effective  spaech,  described  at  great  length 
the  anomalies  of  the  present  system ;  but 
the  task  was  unnecessary,  and  I  think  he 
was  a  little  killing  the  skin,  for  certainly 
no  hon.  Member  in  any  part  of  the 
House  will  deny  that  great  anomalies 
do  exist.  Nor  does  any  one  say  that 
those  anomalies  should  not  be  remedied, 
and  that  there  should  not  be  uniformity 
throughout  the  Kingdom  in  relation  to 
this  question  of  rating.  But  this  Bill 
seeks  to  give  uniformity  in  the  wrong 
direction.  It  is,  in  my  opinion,  a  Bill  for 
the  relief  of  manufacturers,  without  any 
consideration  whatever  for  those  who 
will  suffer  if  that  relief  is  granted.  It 
has  been  said  that  the  decisions  which 
have  been  given  in  relation  to  the 
subject  are  steps  in  the  wrong  direction, 
and  that  it  is  proposed  by  the  Bill  to 
remedy  this.  It  has  also  been  said  that 
the  decisions  are  doubtful ;  but,  having 
read  the  decision  in  the  Tyne  Boiler  case, 
I  confess  that  it  seems  to  me  to  be  per- 
fectly clear  and  to  afford  ground  for 
practical  action.  Some  reference  has 
been  made  to  the  judgment  delivered  by 
Lord  Justice  Lindley  in  that  case,  and 
the  hon.  Member  seems  to  think  that 
that  judgment  does  not  altogether 
coincide  with  the  judgment  previously 
delivered  by  the  Master  of  the  Rolls. 
But  Lord  Justice  Lindley,  towards  the 
end  of  his  Judgment,  said — 

'*  It  seems  to  me  that  the  ^true  test  is  that 
which  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  endeavoured  to 
lay  down." 

So  you  have  a  clear  meaning  in  the 
judgment  of  the  Master  of  the  Bolls, 
and  Lord  Justice  Lindley  agrees  with 
it,  and  places  his  authority  behind 
it.  This  question  has  been  argaed 
technically  in  the  House  already,  and  I 
should  like  to  argue  it  practically.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  Cirencester  Division 
said  the  effect  of  the  decision  in  the 
Tyne  Boiler  case  would  be  to  double  the 
rating  of  mills,  and,  further  on  in  the 
cours3  of  his  speech,  he  cited  the  Chard 
case,  and  showed  to  what  an  enormous 
extent  the  rating  of  a  particular  mill 
there  would  be  raised  in  the  event  of 
this  decision  being  pressed  to  its  logical 


outcome.  I  admit  that;  but  the  hon. 
Member  left  altogether  oat  of  sight  the 
relief  which  would  be  afforded  to  the 
other  ratepayers,  and  this  is  the  most 
important  element  to  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration. The  present  Bill  proposes  to 
exempt  from  rating  all  machinery,  except 
fixed  motive  power,  and  I  ai^i  told  that 
under  its  provisions  shafts,  wheels,  and 
drums  will  be  exempted.  How  would 
such  a  provision  affect  the  great  city,  a 
division  of  which  I  have  the  honour 
to  represent.  It  would  undoubtedly 
diminish  the  present  rating  valu3  of 
Birmingham  to  the  extent  of  £25,00 D  or 
£30,000.  Something  has  been  siii  of 
the  practice  adopted  in  Birmingham. 
Well,  I  am  not  careful  to  defend  that 
practice.  But  it  does  not  profess  to  be 
an  accurate  system.  The  plan  adopted 
there  is  an  arrangement  or  compromise, 
which  has  been  acted  upon  without 
dispute,  as  between  the  Bating  Authority 
and  the  manufacturers  whose  machinery 
is  rated.  Undoubtedly  the  system  has 
been  productive  of  good  practical  results. 
Each  nominal  horse-power  is  taken  at 
£2  10s.  per  horse  per  annum,  and  that 
is  believed  to  include  the  value  of  the 
fixed  or  unfixed  or  removable  machinery 
which  is  worked  from  the  engine  so 
rated.  It  is  believed  that  the  system 
has  worked  fairly  well  in  the  interests  of 
all  concerned.  If,  by  passing  this  Bill, 
the  rating  value  of  Birmingham  is 
reduced  by  £25,000  or  £30,000  the 
burden  will,  of  course,  fall  upon  the 
shopkeepers  and  householders.  This 
means  that  a  sum  of  about  £8,000,  now 
paid  in  the  rates  by  the  manufacturers 
of  Birmingham,  will  be  levied  on  the 
other  contributors  to  the  rates.  I  main- 
tain that  that  is  a  step  entirely  in  the 
wrong  direction,  and,  if  adopted,  it  would 
inevitably  lead  to  an  increase  of  rents  to 
small  occupiers.  By  the  introduction  of 
machinery  you  make  employment  more 
scarce,  yet  you  are  asked  to  exempt  from 
rates  that  machinery,  and  to  put  heavier 
burdens  on  the  people,  who  find  it  more 
difficult  to  get  employment  because  of 
tha  use  of  the  machinery.  I  believe  the 
result  in  the  case  of  Birmingham  would 
be  to  throw  an  extra  l|d.  rate  on  the 
already  overweighted  shopkeepers,  and, 
on  their  behalf,  I  protest  against  the 
proposal.  The  Motion  which  I  have  put 
on   the   Paper  is  directed   against  the 
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principle  of  the  Bill»  wliicli,  I  think,  is  a 
wronc^  principle.  In  my  opinion  it  is  a 
principle  which  a  Hadical  Housed  of 
Commons  wonJd  not  be  disposed  to  accept. 
In  the  United  States  of  Amenca  not 
only  honse  property  and  rent,  but  also 
chattels  are  rtited,  and  unqueationably 
the  tendency  of  tilings  is  in  that  direc- 
tion here.  If  this  Bill  passes  some- 
thing will  l>e  done  to  contradict  the 
principle,  and,  therefore,  I  hope  the 
House  will  accept  the  Amendment 
moved  by  my  right  hon.  Friend. 

*(2.5a)  Mr.  MOWBRAY  (Lan- 
cishire,  Prestwich) ;  As  a  member 
of  the  Select  Committee,  I  desire  to  say 
a  few  words  in  reply  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Grimsby. 
It  is  perfectly  true,  as  he  has  told  ns, 
that  a  Resolution  was  passed  in  the 
Committee  to  the  effect  that  it  was 
desirable  that  this  matter  should  be 
dealt  with  as  a  comprehensive  scheme. 
But  another  Resolution  was  also  e^irrieti 
with  equal  unanimity  to  the  effect  that 
it  was  clear  tliat  the  system  acted  upon 
by  valuers  varied  in  different  parts  of 
the  country,  and  they  recommended 
fresh  legislation  on  the  subject.  The 
Committee  also  unanimously  passed  a 
Resolution  that,  in  the  meantime,  it  was 
desirabk*  that  the  Rating  Authorities 
ahould  not  depart  from  their  present 
system.  The  system  of  assessment  has  since 
tlintbeen  materiallyalt;^redby  the  valuers 
a^d  Rating  Authorities,  and,  therefore, 
apart  frjm  aaytliing  else,  we  are  jus- 
tified ill  pressing  the  importance  of  this 
subject  upon  the  House.  Although  we 
vated  for  tb?  Resjkitionof  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Grimsby  in 
1 887,  yet  in  1 890  we  are  no  nearer  a  cora- 
preheustve  solution  of  the  question  than 
wj  were  in  1887.  Judging  from  the  favour- 
able chi'ers  with  which  the  speeches  of 
hon.  Members  have  been  received  to-day, 
in  favour  of  the  Bill,  I  venture  to  thiiik 
that  the  feeling  of  the  House  is  against 
an  Amendment  of  the  procrastinating 
character  moved  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  only  point  which 
the  House  has  to  consider  is  this.  We 
are  not  asking  for  any  special  exemp- 
tion of  machinery  from  liability  Li 
rating.  We  are  only  asking  in 
this  Bill,  that  the  principle  which  is 
believed  by  the  majority  of  valuers  to 
Mr,  Powdl  WUliams 


govern  rating  shall  be  declared  by  this 
House  to  be  the  law  of  the  land.  It  is  not 
a  preposterous  proposition  that  it  is  the 
duty  of  this  House  to  make  the  law  of  the 
land  clear  and  intelligible.  In  spite  of  the 
very  able  arguments  and  evidence  of  the 
hon,  and  learned  Member  for  Stafford- 
shire, the  Rating  Authorities  are  still  in 
very  much  doubt  as  to  what  are  the 
true  principles  to  be  deduced  from  the 
decisions  of  the  Judges,  This  Bill  lays 
down  clear  and  definite  directions,  which 
no  Rating  Authority  will  have  very  much 
difficulty  in  putting  into  force.  We  have 
been  told  that  the  law  has  not  been 
altered  by  recent  decisions.  I  am 
perfectly  ready  to  admit  that,  if  you  like, 
but  I  say  that  the  pi-actice  will  he 
altered,  and  in  support  of  that,  I  refer  to 
the  evidence  given  before  the  Committee 
of  the  Hou.se  of  Commons  by  ^ir, 
Myers,  of  Preston,  Asked  whether,  in 
the  Bishop  Wearmouth  case»  looms  ha" 
not  been  considered  furniture,  he 
plied — 

**YeB,  I  quite  agree  with  that. 

'*  From  tbut  you  would  judge  that  they   did 

not  intend  to  include  looms,  would  you  not  ?  ** 

"  Yoi,  ceptainly,'* 

So  much  for  the  law  laid  down  in  tho 
Bishop  Wearmouth  case. 

^*  But  your  opinion  is,  is  it  not,  that  und 
the  Tvne  boiler  ca«e  they  would  be  bouad  I 
include  looms  ?' 

What  is  his  answer  to  that  1 — 

"  And  all  similar  machiaos  ? 
^*Yes,    and    all    BimiUr    macbinea  —  mules, 
carding  machines,  would  all  have  to  come  Isu** 

Then  he  was  asked  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Stirlingshire  whether,  if  the  decision 
in  the  boiler  case  were  carried  out,  it 
would  not  require  that  everything  should 
be  included— 

*»Ye«;  that  is  my  belief," 

That  is  exactly  tho  evidence  which  was 
given  by  almost  e?ery  witness  who  came 
before  the  Committee.  Whether  the 
law  has  been  altered  or  not  does  not 
matter,  lieeause  there  is  no  doubt  what- 
ever that  the  views  of  the  people  who 
act  under  that  law  have  been  altered,  an 
that  is  what  we  have  to  deal  with.  ThI 
Rating  Autliorities  are  altering  their 
principle  of  assess  me  nt,  and  what  will 
be   tlie   result  ?      That    we   shall    hai? 
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heavy  and  expensive  appealsi  at;  great 
cost  to  tlie  Rating  Authorities,  and  at 
great  (vjst  to  the  people  upon  whom 
these  new  rates  are  placed.  It  19  our  duty 
as  Bepresentatives  of  the  couBtituencieB 
to  do  what  we  can  to  prevent  this 
accession  of  costs,  and  to  put  the  law 
upon  a  plain  and  intelligible  footing,  and 
that,  I  belie ve^  is  done  by  the  Bill  before 
the  House.  One  word  with  regard  to 
what  has  been  said  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Birmingham.  I  do  not  want  to  go 
into  the  system  of  rating  in  Birmingham, 
beyond  saying  tliat  it  S3ems  that  Bir- 
mingham has  made  a  law  of  its  own, 
which  is  not  laid  down  by  the  learned 
Judges.  It  is  not  the  law  as  enforced  in 
other  parts  of  the  country.  Although 
Birmingham  may  ba  perfectly  well 
satisfied  with  the  Law  of  Rating  as  it  at 
present  exists,  I  venture  to  remind  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  his  constituents  will 
find  their  position  very  materially  altered 
in  many  cases  if  the  decision  in  the 
Tyne  Boiler  case  is  put  into  opemtion. 
With  regard  to  what  he  said  about 
throwing  on  the  general  ratepayers  of 
Birmingham  a  burden  now  borne  by 
raanufacturing  industries,  I  do  not  know 
how  far  that  may  be  true  of  Birming- 
ham, but  as  regards  industries  in  other 
parts  of  the  country,  the  practice  has  not, 
up  to  now,  been  to  rate  machinery  in  the 
way  in  which  it  will  bo  rated  in  future 
if  this  Tyne  Boiler  ease  is  carried  out. 
The  change,  if  it  is  madL%  will  press  very 
heavily,  not  only  upon  the  manufacturing 
industries,  but  upon  the  working  classes 
who  are  employed  in  those  industries- 
You  may  say  what  you  like  with  regard 
to  diminishing  the  rates  of  other  people  ; 
but  if  you  put  this  additional  125  per 
cent,  on  txj  the  mills  of  Lancashire,  you 
will  go  far  to  impose  a  burden  which  the 
industry  is  unable  to  bear.  I  would  re- 
mind the  House  that  if  you  put  a  burden 
of  that  kind  upon  a  particular  industry 
the  tendency  will  inevitably  be  to  drive 
the  trade  over  the  border  or  into  foreign 
countries.  If  you  stop  the  m^ills  of 
Lancashire  you  will  not  only  take  money 
out  of  the  pockets  of  the  wealthy  classes 
of  that  region,  but  you  will  deprive 
working  men  nf  their  labour  and  drive 
them  to  the  workhouse,  where  they  will 
be  a  greater  burden  to  the  other  rate- 
payers tlian  anything  that  would  fall 
upon  them  by  reason  of  any  definition  of 


the  law  such  as  this  Bill  proposes.  I 
venture  to  trust  that  the  House  will  not 
be  misled  by  the  arguments  whicli  have 
been  adduced  to  it^  and  that  it  will 
support  the  Second  Reading  of  thia 
Bill. 

♦(3.12.)  Me.  MATHER  (Lancaahire, 
S.E.,  Gorton):  Sir,  the  constituency  which 
I  have  the  honour  to  represent  is  one 
especially  interested  in  this  question.  I 
have  been  asked  to  represent  the  feel- 
ings of  large  manufacturers,  and  I  de- 
sire to  say  a  few  words  in  relation 
to  the  Bill  which  lias  been  introduced 
by  my  hon.  Friend.  We  are  not  dis- 
cussing the  abolition  of  a  tax.  There 
has  been  hitherto  a  comparatively 
uniform  practice  throughout  the  country, 
and  the  rating  of  premises  devoted 
to  manufacturing  industries  has  hitherto 
been  on  a  certain  fixed  principle. 
That  principle  has  been  recently  inter- 
fered with^  and  certain  alterations  have 
been  made  during  the  Itmt  three  or  four 
years.  And  there  has  arisen  in  the 
minds  of  manufacturers  generally 
thronghout  the  country  that  eventu* 
ally  all  m^achinery  employed  for  manu- 
facturing pur^)Ose8  is  henceforth  to  be 
taxed  in  the  same  way  as  machines 
that  are  fixed.  It  is  thought  that 
system  will  bo  followed  after  the  decision 
in  the  Tyne  Boiler  case.  In  my  own 
constituency  the  chief  industry  is  that 
of  engineering  and  machine  making, 
although  there  are  some  textile  manu- 
facturers in  that  district  Owing  to  the 
decision  in  the  Tyne  Boiler  case  this 
new  practice  is  beginning  to  spread  very 
rapidly  ;  it  is  becoming  the  actual  fact 
with  regard  to  the  industry  with  which 
I  am  connected,  namely,  that  everything 
connected  with  the  premises  in  which 
these  manufactures  arc  carried  on,  even 
to  the  smallest  tool  fixed  to  the 
bench,  or  lying  on  the  bench,  is 
already  tiixed  by  the  assessors  of  that 
district.  And  the}^  hold  that  the  justifi- 
ciition  of  that  course  is  to  be  found  in 
the  decision  in  the  Tyne  Boiler  case.  If 
that  is  to  be  the  interpretation  of  the 
law,  I  would  ask  any  sensible  man  where 
are  we  to  stop?  What  industry  will 
escape  from  this  terrible  enactment, 
which,  I  ventni-e  to  say,  has  nothing 
whatever  to  do  witli  the  wealth  or 
poverty  of  the  manufacturers,  but  simply 
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is  a  qnestion  of  justice.  The  industries 
of  this  country  are  not  carried  on  solely 
for  the  benefit  of  certain  gentlemen  who 
call  themselves  employers  or  mannfac- 
tarers.  They  are  carried  on  for  the 
benefit  of  the  whole  conntry,  and  the 
working  classes  are  more  intimately 
connected  with  those  industries  than 
perhaps  any  oth^r  class  of  the  community. 
Take  my  own  works,  in  the  town  of 
Salford,  which  is  practically  one  with 
Manchester.  I  have  a  pretty  considerable 
engineering  establishment  in  Salford, 
and  I  pursue  my  business  with  perfect 
immunity  from  all  those  taxes.  But  at 
Openshaw,  only  two  or  three  miles  away, 
my  competitors  are  taxed  down  to  the 
smallest  machine  tools.  This  is  a  gross  in- 
justice which  would  not  be  tolerated  for  a 
moment  were  there  not  some  strange 
ambiguity  about  the  law  which  neither 
Judges,  assessors,  or  valuers  understand. 
It  is  evident  to  those  who  have  read  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  that  confusion 
becomes  worse  confounded  as  the 
witnesses  are  examined  at  greater  and 
greater  length.  If  you  want  to  get  at 
the  state  of  confusion  in  which  the  Com- 
mittee found  itself  you  have  only  to 
refer  to  the  Resolution  which  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Grimsby  (Mr. 
Heneage)  has  brought  under  our  notice. 
I  do  urgently  appeal  to  the  House  to 
take  this  matter  into  consideration  as 
quickly  as  possible.  The  prevalent 
custom  throughout  the  country  is  that 
premises  for  manufacturing  purposes 
shall  be  valued  according  to  the  purposes 
for  which  it  is  intended.  An  exception, 
owing  to  the  uncertainty  of  the  law,  is  the 
case  of  the  works  to  which  I  have  alluded 
at  Openshaw.  Those  works  are  taxed  to 
the  smallest  machine,  and  yet,  during 
the  next  three  months,  the  whole  of  the 
machinery  could  be  sold  by  auction  and 
adapted  to  the  purposes  of  some  other 
business  or  manufacture,  thus  showing 
that  the  walls,  and  roofs,  and  windows, 
with  engine  power,  are  alone  absolutely 
essential  to  the  carrying  on  of  any  par- 
ticular trade  in  those  premises.  Indeed, 
it  is  almost  impossible  to  conceive  a  case, 
except  such  as  p.  gas  works  or  some 
such  industry,  where  a  special  kind  of 
structure  has  to  be  incorporated  with 
the  machinery,  where  this  observation 
does  not  apply.  Empty  any  one  of  the 
cotton  mills  of  Lancashire  of  its  looms 
Mr,  Math.er 


and  spindles,  and  it  would  be  capable  of 
being  used  for  some  other  purpose.  I 
have  a  large  building,  which  was  formerly 
used  as  a  woollen  mill  in  my  own  works, 
and  it  is  most  admirably  adapted,  with* 
out  the  shghtest  alteration,  to  the 
purposes  of  a  machine  shop.  You  gee, 
consequently,  how  we  get  landed  in 
serious  difficulties  when  we  consider 
that  the  value  of  certain  premises  is 
enhanced  simply  because  of  the  character 
of  the  machinery  which  it  contains.  I 
should  like,  for  a  moment,  to  allude  to 
what  has  been  said  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Grimsby  in  relation 
to  the  question  of  relieving  wealthy 
manufacturers  and  capitalists,  at  the 
cost  of  other  ratepayers,  who  are  well 
able  to  take  care  of  themselves  and 
who  have  always  plenty  of  money.  In 
my  opinion  the  history  of  the  manufac- 
tures of  this  country  proves  the  very 
opposite  of  this;  at  any  rate,  in  the 
North  of  England,  with  which  I  am 
acquainted,  the  manufacturers  pursue 
their  business  with  the  desire  to 
maintain  their  industry  and  give  their 
employes  the  largest  amount  of  work  at 
the  highest  rate  of  wages  they  can 
possibly  pay.  The  whole  history  of  the 
industries  of  Lancashire  and  Yorkshire 
goes  to  show  that  employers  feel  the 
greatest  pride  in  the  continual  promotion 
of  the  interests  of  their  workpeople,  so  as 
to  enable  them  to  live  in  better  houses, 
and,  as  far  as  possible,  to  attain  a  greater 
amount  of  happiness  in  their  everyday 
life.  But,  if  owing  to  the  peculiar  in- 
terpretation put  upon  the  law,  the  manu- 
facturers are  to  be  subjected  to  a  greater 
burden  than  heretofore  —  a  burden 
which,  perhaps,  may  not  be  imposed 
on  competitors,  say,  in  an  adjoining 
county — then  I  say  that  such  a  course  is 
unjust,  and  contrary  to  the  true  spirit  of 
the  law ;  and  that,  whatever  may  be  the 
prosperity  of  the  individual  manufacturer, 
or  body  of  manufacturers,  they  have  a 
right  to  see,  and  are  bound  to  see,  that 
such  legislation  is  passed  as  will  make 
the  burdens  imposed  on  the  industries  of 
this  country  just  and  uniform,  and  as 
will  remove  such  inequalities  as  are  now 
complained  of.  The  only  desire  of  the 
manufacturers,  whether  engaged  in  the 
production  of  textile  fabrics,  the  manu- 
facture of  iron,  the  bleaching  of  calico,  op 
in   any  other  industry,  is  to  do   equal 


«37 


Rating  of 


{April  16,  1890} 


Maehinery  BUL 


63S 


I 


justice  to  bIL     If   this   House  declares 
that  all  implements  and  tools  shall   be 
taxed   we   shall   have   no   complaint   to 
make  ;  but,  at  the  present  moment,  that 
is  not  the  ease.     The  case  of  Birming- 
ham is  not  in  any  way  a  representative 
one.     There  they  absolutely  traverse  the 
law,  and  say  they   have  nothing  to  do 
with     valuing     tnachinory,     boilers,    or 
engines,   but   simply  take   engines  of  a 
certain  horse-power,  on  which   50s.  per 
annum  has  to  be  paid.     The  practice  of 
Birmingham  is  not  in  conformity  with 
the  law,  and  does  not  affect  the  state  of 
things    in    operation    elsewhere,    under 
which,   over   an   area  of   probably   five 
square  miles,  we  have   some   manufac- 
turers  taxed  to  the   uttermost   extent, 
while   others   in    the   same    locality  are 
entirely  exempt     This  Bill  will  in  no 
way  interfere  with  the  entire  question  of 
valuation  being   dealt  with  at  a  subse- 
Mjuent  period  ;  but  we  say  that,   in  the 
meantime,  the  grievance  to  which  atten- 
tion is  being  called  to  a  certain  extent 
paralyses  the  industry  of  the  North  of 
England.     I  trust,  therefore,  the  House 
will  take  the  matter  into  its  serious  con- 
Bideratit)n    to-day,    and   consent    to    the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,     Wlien  the 
Bill  gets  into  Committee  the  House  can 
imp*J6e  such  safeguards  as  will  prevent 
various   interests   which   have    hitherto 
been   protected   from   being  injuriously 
affected  by  the  operation  of  the  measure. 
As   the    matter  stands  at  present  it  is 
quite  clear  that  there  is  danger  that  the 
industries  of  the  North  will  be  interfered 
with   in   a   manner    wholly   inimical   to 
their    best   interests,  and  the  House   is 
now  asked  to  hasten  to  alleviate  an  evil 
which    has    already  given    rise   to   the 
greatest  discontent. 

•(3.25.)  Mb.  H.  S.  WRIGHT  (Notting- 
ham) :  Sir,  I  represent  a  town  which, 
aLmost  more  than  any  other,  is  affected 
by  this  Bill,  and  I,  therefore,  feel  it  neces- 
sary to  ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House 
while  I  briefly  state  the  opinion  of  the 
N^ottingham  manufactarers  in  regard  to 
this  question.  This  is  a  subject  of  vital 
importance  to  the  trade  of  Nottingham. 
The  trade  of  that  place  is  already  suffi- 
ciently handicapped  by  foreign  competi- 
tion, although  their  movable  machines 
— used  in  the  lace  and  hosiery  trades — 
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are   at   present   not  rated ;    but  if  this 
Bill    is   not  passed,  and  it  is   rendered 
liable   to  this  rating  of  maciiinery,  the 
trade  of  Nottingham  will  be  driven  out 
entirely.      I  would  point  out  that,   in- 
stead of  this  Bill  bringing  hardship  upon 
the    working  men,    the   extra   burdens 
that   will    otherwise    be    imposed    will 
assuredly  have   the  effect  I  have  stated, 
and  the  result  will  be  that  the  working 
men  of  Nottingham  and  the  thousands 
of  girls  employed  in  the  factories,  will 
lose  their  preseiit  employment,  while  ruin 
and  suffering  will  be  brought  home  to 
them  and   their   families.     The  case   of 
Birmingham  has  Ijeen  alluded  to,  but  we 
do  not  want  to  follow  the   lead  of  Bir- 
mingham in  tliis  matter.     Birmicghani 
is  very   good    with   regard    to  Imperial 
matters,  but  we  are  not  inclined  to  follow 
it  in  the  matter  of  rating,  as  to  which  it 
seems  to  be  altogether  an  anomaly,    Thg 
Nottingham  Chamber  of  Commerce  sup- 
ports   this   Bill.     A    few    weeks    ago  I 
attended   a  meeting  of    the   Associated 
Chambers  of  Commerce,  held  in  London, 
and   at   that   meeting   a  resolution  was 
proposed  in  favour  of  this  measure.    That 
resolution  was  carried  without  a  single 
dissentient  voice.     What,  I  ask,  will  be 
the  result  if  the  House  refuses  to  pass 
this  Bill  ?    Where  will  the  line  be  drawn 
i n  future  ?     At  sewing  mat^hines  pe rhaps  ? 
But  thero  are  different  kinds  of  '*  sewing  " 
machines.      There   are   the  gawing   and 
mowing   machines   used   in   agriculture, 
and  I  would  warn   hon.   Members  repre- 
senting agricultural  constituencies  that  if 
movable  matrhines  como  to  be  rated,  it 
will  soon  be  their  turn  to  have  burdens 
imposed  on  the  scientific  implements  of 
agriculture.     This  Bill  is  merely  a  defin- 
ing Bill — a  settling  Bill — and  contains 
no  innovation  or  alteration  of  the  law  as 
forme rly  interpre  fced .     It  simp ly  proposes 
the  adoption   of   the  old  principle  tbat 
what  is  fixed  to  the  premises  shall  be 
rated,  but  that  what  is  removable  shall 
not    be   rated*     We   want    this    matter 
settled   without  any  further  delay,  and, 
for  ray  part,  I   have  great  pleasure  in 
voting  for  the  Second  Reading  of   this 
Bill. 

♦(3.28.)  MB.STAVELEYHILLCKings- 
winford)  :  I  do  not  intend  to  enter  on  a 
long  speech  in  answer  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cirencester  (Mr.  Winterbotham), 
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still  lei3S,  to  use  his  own  expression,  do  I 
intend  "  to  wallow  in  any  legal  discus- 
sion.'' I  desire,  as  briefly  as  I  am  able, 
to  lay  before  the  House  my  views  on  the 
question  which  we  have  to  decide.  The 
matter  which  has  been  put  before  the 
House  as  the  reason  for  bringing  forward 
this  Bill  is  simply  this :  Doubts  have 
arisen  as  to  how  fear  machinery  is  to  be 
taken  into  consideration  in  the  process  of 
rating,  and  it  is  this  point  with  which 
the  Bill  proposes  to  deal :  But,  what- 
ever may  be  the  object  of  the  Bill, 
it  must  necessarily  be  the  consequence 
that  if  this  measure  is  passed  a  con- 
siderable quantity  of  machinery  will  be 
exempted  from  the  area  of  rateability,  and 
the  rates  formerly  paid  in  respect  of  the 
mdchinery  so  rated  must  fall  on  other 
kinds  of  property.  It  was  on  this  point 
that  Mr.  Clark  spoke  with  reference  to 
Birmingham.  Birmingham  has  been 
spoken  of  as  having  a  law  to  itself, 
but  if  we  only  look  and  see  what 
is  done  in  Birmingham,  in  regard 
to  rating,  there  is  no  such  thing  as  a 
Birmingham-created  law,  but  Birming- 
ham has  taken,  as  I  think,  a  very  ex- 
cellent way  of  rating  machinery.  Instead 
of  taking  the  value  of  the  machinery  at 
its  cost  or  its  structural  value,  and 
putting  upon  it  7^  per  cent.,  the  assess- 
ment has  been  mswie  at  the  rate  of 
50b.  per  horse  power,  so  that  the 
rateable  value  of  a  100  horse-power 
machine  would  be  £250  a  year,  instead  of 
going  to  the  trouble  of  finding  out  the 
capitel  value  and  getting  7i  per  cent, 
upon  it,  and  this  figure  includes  all  the 
machinery  worked  by  the  power.  By  this 
means,  so  far  from  exempting  machinery 
the  rate  is  raised  on  machinery,  as 
Mr.  Clark  has  shown  in  his  evidence. 
The  value  of  the  machinery  is  put  at  a 
higher  rate,  he  says,  if  taJcen  at  50s. 
per  horse-power  than  if  taken  at  7J 
per  cent,  on  the  market  value.  Mr. 
Clark  being  asked  as  to  the  result  if 
the  Bill  passed,  said  that  £5,300,  from 
which  the  owners  of  machinery  would  be 
freed,  would  have  to  be  spread  over  the 
whole  rateable  value  and  that  £5,000 
represented  about  a  penny  rate. 

Mr.    POWELL   WILLIAMS  :  In  the 
parish  oi  Birmingham  ? 

♦Mr.  STAVELBYHILL:  Yes,  in  the 
parish  of  Birmingham.    So  then  it  comes 
Mr,  Stavdey  Hill 


to  this  upon  the  witness's  showing,  that 
£5,000  taken  out  of  the  area  of  rateable 
value,  this  liability  from  which  you 
release  the  larger  machine  owners  would 
fall  upon  the  smaller  men.  You  cannot 
get  out  of  that. 

♦Mr.  WmTERBOTHAM  :  Will  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  state 
whether,  from  the  evidence,  I  am  not 
right  in  saying  the  difference  would  be 
between  6s.  7d.  and  6s.  8d.  to  all  the  rate- 
payers? 

♦Mr.  STAVELEY  HILL :  It  may  be 
so  as  a  matter  of  calculation,  but  it  does 
not  so  appear  in  the  evidence.  It  would 
come  to  an  increase  of  the  rates  aU  over 
the  parish  of  Birmingham  to  the  extent 
of  a  penny  or  three  half-pence.  Now, 
that  being  so,  what  is  put  forward  as  the 
reason  for  this  Bill  ?  It  is  suggested 
that  the  Bill  gives  effect  to  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee  of  the 
House,  which  considered  the  question  in 
1887,  notwithstanding  which  recommen- 
dations it  is  said  Eating  Authorities  are 
seeking  by  harassing  litigation  to  further 
increase  the  burden  upon  the  use  of 
machinery.  Now,  first  of  all  in  that 
Committee,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Grimsby  (Mr.  Heneage) 
has  said,  every  witness  and  the  answer 
to  every  question  made  the  prospect  of 
the  Bill  more  hopeless,  until  at  last  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Banbury 
(Sir  Bernhard  Samuelson)  appeared  to  be 
willing  to  give  up  his  Bill,  and  to  accept 
the  Resolution  now  put  forward  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Grimsby.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Mowbray)  rather  altered 
the  actual  state  of  things  by  reading  the 
Resolutions  in  a  different  order  to  that  in 
which  they  were  passed.  The  first  Resolu- 
tion acknowledged  the  difficulties  arising 
from  there  being  no  definition  of  the  rating 
practice,  and  upon  that  followed  the 
Resolution  put  forward  now  as  an  Amend- 
ment that  there  should  be  a  general 
system  and  a  general  Rating  Bill  brought 
in  to  alter  the  whole  state  of  things. 
If  we  are  to  take  the  authority  of  the 
Committee,  it  certainly  was  not  in 
favour  of  the  Bill;  for  the  further  exami- 
nation of  the  Bill  stood  over  for  three 
weeks  or  a  month. 

♦Mr.  MOWBRAY:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  will   find    that   the 
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Kosolufcinn  was  passed  on  June  28th,  and 
on  the  5th  Jtily  the  right  hoiL  Gontleman 
the  Member  for  Grimaby  moved  that  the 
Bill  should  be  reported  mthout  amend- 
ment. That  was  negatived  by  a  con- 
Biderable  majority  in  the  Committee. 

^I*Mb.  TOMLINSON  (Preston) :  And  the 
""Committee    reported    tkat    the    Bill,  as 
amended,    would   meet   the  case  of   in- 
dustries depending  mainly  upon  motive 
power. 

♦Mr.  STAVKLEY  HILL:  On  the  28th 
June  the  Resolution  was  passed,  and 
July  5th  was  the  next  meeting,  when  the 
right  hou.  Gentlemen  the  Meml^er  for 
Grimsby  moved  that  the  Bill  be  reported 
without  amendment.  This  was  negatived 
by  six  to  four.  Those  hon.  Members 
who  have  just  risen  to  correct  mo  were 
energetic  supporters  of  the  Bill  and 
dcsinms  of  going  on  with  the  Amend- 
ments. 


♦Mr.  MOWBRA.T :  1 
put  to  us  that  if 


recollect  that  it 
was  put  to  us  that  if  we  reported  the 
.Bill  without  amendment  it  was  tanta- 
ftount  to  spying  that  the  Bill  should  not 
proceeded  with  during  the  Session, 
Therefore^  in  voting  against  the  Resolu- 
tion^ we  were  in  fn  vour  of  discussing  and 
amending  the  Bill  befoi*e  returning  it  to 
the  House. 

♦Mr.  HENEAGE:  My  Motion  was 
founded  on  the  understanding  implied  in 
the  other  Resolutions,  that  the  Bill 
should  not  proceed  further,  lb  was  a 
formal  Resolution,  and  I  regret  that  it 
waa  negatived. 

*Mr.  STAVELEY  hill  :  In  our  \new 
it  was  negatived  by  a  small  majority  at 
a  meeting  when  many  of  us  were  absent, 
for  we  had  ceased  to  take  any  interest 
in  the  Bill  at  all.  Now,  the  next  sugges- 
tion in  this  Memorial  which  has  been 
circulated  by  the  promoters  of  this 
Bill  is  that  the  Bill  will  assimilatti 
the  system  in  England  to  the  setthnl 
practice  in  Scotland.  But  that  is  not 
the  fact,  as  the  evidence  -will  'show. 
The  evidence  of  Messrs.  Nesbit  and 
Munro  will  show  that  it  is  by  no  means 
a  settled  practice  in  Scotland.  Mr. 
H'esbit  sfiid  it  would  be?  a  good   thing  to 

et  a  proper  definition  of  machinery  fixed 
or  attached,  and  that  it  was  a  general 
feeling  among  assessors  that  what  is  held 
to  be  heritage  in  success  ion  should  be 
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further  defined,  and 
was  much  diiference  of  opinion.  Mr. 
Munro,  in  hia  evidence,  said,  in  the 
interest  of  machine  owners,  the  Bill  waa 
undoubtedly  most  desirable,  I  do  not 
propose  to  go  at  length  into  the  com^ 
ments  upon  my  evidence  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Winter- 
botham);  but  let  me  say,  shortly,  that 
the  case  lor  the  Bill  is,  that  there  is 
doubt  with  reference  to  the  present  con- 
dition of  the  Rating  Law.  It  is  said  there 
have  been  consider-able  changes  effected 
by  the  decision  in  the  Tyne  Boiler  cfise. 
Now,  I  do  not  know  that  it  is  very  compli- 
mentary to  the  three  learned  Judges  in 
the  Court  of  Appeal  to  suppose  that  they 
have  altered  the  law.  We  are  generally 
accustomed  to  suppose  that  learned  Judges 
are  not  the  men  who  wilfully  go  against 
the  law  as  enunciated  in  a  series  of  de- 
cisions, and  yet  this  is  put  before  us  in 
argument.  These  decisions  have  Ixjen 
going  on  for  some  three  centuries,  ever 
since  the  passing  of  the  Statute  of  Eliza- 
beth, with  a  certain  developing,  without 
alteration,  until  at  last  in  the  Tyne  case 
and  in  the  Bishop  Wearraonth  case,  we 
are  said  to  have  three  bad  Judges  altering 
tlie  law.  The  law  as  laid  down  by  Lord 
Esher  and  those  who  sat  with  him,  that 

**ThingB  which  are  on  the  pr^miaea  to  be 
rated  for  the  purpose  of  makia^,  aad  do  make, 
the  pr<3mi»ea  tit  for  the  purpose  for  which  they 
are  used  oiiffht  to  be  taken  into  account  in 
aBcertaining  the  rateable  value  of  such  pre- 
misefi." 

This  is  said  to  be  an  alteration  of  the 
law ;  but  my  hon.  Friends  may  re* 
member  the  decision  of  Lord  Chief 
Justice  Cockburn,  which  cannot  be  di£- 
tinguishtd  from  the  law  as  laid  down 
by  the  Master  of  the  R-oUs  to  the  effect 
that  so  long  as  machineiy  was  kept  in 
position,  and  added  to  the  value  of  the 
freehold  premises,  it  ought  to  be  paid 
f(n%  It  is  SMd  again  that  advantage 
has  lieen  taken  of  the  Wearmouth  case 
and  the  Tyne  Boiler  case  decisions,  by 
valuators  to  go  up  and  down  the  coun- 
try harassing  ratepayers  by  litigation 
and  raising  jxiints  that  are  only  profitable 
to  surveyors  and  Uiwyers.  This  was 
the  prophecy  made  shortly  after 
the  Tyne  Boiler  case  was  decided,  but 
the  prophecy  has  not  been  fulfilled.  Let 
me  for  a  moment  call  attention  to  the 
special  Report  of  the  Committee,  for  it 
'4  2 
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rather  places  the  Bill  in  a  dilEerent 
position  to  that  in  whicsh  it  has  been 
placed  by  those  who  have  introduced  it. 
When  the  Committee  had  gone  through 
the  whole  of  the  eyidence,  then,  without 
going  into  the  question  whether  the  law 
had  been  altered  by  recent  decisions,  the 
Committee  declared  their  opinion  that 
the  system  acted  upon  by  valuators  had 
varied  considerably,  and  the  practice,  in 
the  absence  of  legislation,  would  in  many 
cases  be  materially  afEected  in  the 
future.  Then  the  Committee  went  on 
to  express  the  opinion  that  the  Bill 
would,  if  amended,  meet  the  case  of 
those  industries,  depending  mainly  upon 
fixed  motive  power ;  and  the  Committee 
agreed,  therefore,  to  report  the  Bill  as 
amended  to  the  House.  Well,  but  is 
there  no  question  to  be  raised  on  the 
definitions  in  the  new  Bill  ?  It  is  very 
well  to  say  that  words  may  be  altered 
or  introduced  in  Committee,  but  we  must 
give  those  who  framed  the  Bill  the  credit 
for  having  made  choice  of  the  best  words 
they  could  use,  and  no  doubt  they  have 
taken  the  best  advice  they  could  avail 
themselves  of.     The  Bill  says — 

"  From  and  after  the  passing  of  this  Act  in 
estimating  for  the  purpose  of  assessment  to 
the  rates  upon  property  rateable  to  the  relief 
of  the  poor,  the  annual  value  of  the  machineiy 
in  this  section  specified  upon  such  tenement  or 
premises  shall  be  taken  into  consideration; 
that  is  to  say — first,  water  wheels,  steam,  gas, 
air,  and  electric  machines,  steam  boilers,  and 
all  other  fixed  motive  powers,  and  the  fixed 
appurtenances  thereof ;  secondly,  shafts, 
wheels,  drums,  and  other  fixed  power 
machinery  which  transmits  the  action  of  motive 
power  to  other  machinery,  fixed  or  loose." 

Are  these  words  sufficient?  Is  no 
question  to  be  raised  as  to  the  meaning 
of  the  expression  "  fixed  appurtenances 
thereof  and  fixed  motive  power?"  I 
venture  to  say  that  no  words  in  the 
Statute  of  Elizabeth  or  any  Act  passed 
since  are  more  difficult  of  construc- 
tion. You  are  going  by  this  Bill  to 
discharge  from  the  rates  all  cranes, 
weigh  -  bridges,  and  machines  of  that 
character.  Is  that  fair  ?  Is  it  fair  that 
the  owner  of  a  small  engine  should  be 
rated  upon  that,  but  not  the  man  with 
a  weighing-machine,  out  of  which  he 
makes  considerable  profit  ?  The  Bill 
will  inflict  great  injustice  on  the  small 
ratepayers.  Then  we  have  been  told  of 
the  Chard  case,  where  disused  premises 
were  being  fitted  with  machinery  by  a 
Mr,  JStaveley  Hill 


manu&cturer  to  the  great  adyaptBge  d 
the  people  in  the  district,  but  that  the 
owner  was  harassed  by  the  imposition  oi 
rates  on  this  maclunery.  The  hos. 
Member  for  Cirencester  read,  with 
great  unction,  the  argument  addressed 
to  Quarter  Sessions  by  counsel  whose 
ability  I  do  not  for  a  moment 
doubt,  who  was  engaged  on  behalf  of 
the  Rating  Authority.  But  surely  this 
argument  of  counsel  is  not  to  be  taken  as 
indicative  of  the  way  in  which  judgment 
will  go,  and  the  case  has  not  yet  been 
decided  by  a  Divisional  Court,  and  H 
may  perhaps  be  carried  to  the  Court  of 
Appeal,  and  even  to  the  House  of  Lords. 
It  shows  the  absolute  poverty  of  my 
hon.  Friend's  resources  in  regard  to 
finding  evidence  of  the  hostility  of  Rating 
Authorities  towards  machinery  owners 
that  this  is  the  single  case  to  which  he 
has  directed  attention.  Though  I 
have  been  quoted  at  considerable  lengthy 
and  though  I  could  find  a  good  deal  to 
answer  under  this  part  of  the  able 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ciren- 
cester, I  will  not  trouble  the  House 
further.  I  hope  the  Bill  will  not  be 
carried,  for  I  hold  the  view  that  the  area 
of  xateability  should  not  be  limited,  and 
those  who  can  afEord  to  pay  should  not 
be  free  from  their  liability. 

*(3.50.)  Mr.  OLDROYD  (Dews- 
bury)  :  I  do  not  think  there  is  much 
force  in  the  observation  that  my  hon. 
Friend's  pointed  reference  to  the  argu- 
ment of  the  counsel  in  the  Chard  case 
indicates  the  poverty  of  his  resources, 
but  rather,  I  think,  we  may  infer 
poverty  in  the  resources  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentlemaa  opposite.  The  im- 
portance and  the  danger  of  the  argument 
of  the  learned  counsel  referred  to  lies  in 
the  fact  that  after  using  that  argument 
he  had  the  decision  of  the  Court  in  his 
favour.  I  will  only  detain  the 
House  a  few  minutes  while  I  ex- 
press my  determination  to  support  the 
Bill  on  the  ground  that  it  is  an  attempt 
by  legislation,  and  in  the  form  of  a  De- 
claratory Bill,  to  remove  from  the 
industries  of  this  country  what  all 
Members  will  agree  is  detrimental  to  the 
industrial     interests — the      uncertainty 
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which  now  overhangs  them.  I  wish  to 
disclaim  the  insinuation  which  is  made 
by  some  hon.  Members  that  this  Bill  is 
brought  in  as  an  attempt  on  the  part  of 
manufacturers  to  evade  the  legitimate 
charges  that  ought  to  be  made  upon 
them  for  local  purposes.  I  do  not  urge 
that  manufacturers  generally  ought  to  be 
ragarded  as  occupying  that  elevated 
place  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Gorton  (Mr.  Mather)  has  assigned  to 
them,  but  they  are  free  from  liability  to 
any  just  charge  of  an  attempt  to  evade 
legitimate  obligations.  No  doubt  the  his- 
tory of  legal  decisions  has  shown  a  gra- 
dual extension  of  the  area  of  rateability ; 
and  the  tendency,  following  on  the 
decision  in  the  TyuQ  Boiler  case  and 
indicated  in  the  action  of  the  valuator 
in  the  Chard  case,  is  to  carry  out  the 
extension  to  the  bitter  end.  I  support 
the  Bill  because  it  is  a  Daclaratory  Bill, 
and  not  one  for  altering  what  I  conceive, 
to  be  the  intention  of  Parliament.  It 
is  a  Declaratory  Bill  with  the  purpose 
of  limiting  that  over-widening  of 
the  area  of  rateability  which  has 
resulted  from  successive  decisions  of 
Judges.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Grimsby  (Mr.  Heneage)  says 
that  in  the  evidence  of  the  witnesses 
before  the  Committee,  and  in  the  action 
of  the  Eating  Authorities,  there  is  more 
or  less  of  uniformity,  and  I  may  agree 
with  him,  but  in  the  sense  that  there  is 
more  of  the  less  and  little  of  the  more. 
There  is  in  the  evidence  an  extreme 
divergence  of  opinion  as  to  what  is  and 
what  is  not  rateable.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  finds  underlying  the  Bill  the 
principle  of  taking  off  from  those  now 
rated  a  large  portion  of  their  liability.  I 
repudiate  that  argument  altogether. 
The  intention  of  the  Bill  is  not  to  declare 
off  from  rateability  that  which  is  now 
liable,  but  to  guard  against  the  increasing 
liability  which  seems  to '  be  threatening 
us  in  the  future.  The  hon.  Member  for 
South  Birmingham  (Mr.  Williams)  has 
referred  to  the  fact  that  in  that  city  a 
successful  plan  has  been  adopted  which 
avoids  all  litigation  by  assessing  the 
motive  power,  including  machinery, 
at  50s.  per  horse-power.  Will  it 
be  surprising  to  the  hon.  Member 
to  know  that  in  Yorkshire,  without 
pretending  to  assess  machinery  in  that 
way,  that  is  the  very  charge  made  so 


that  all  the  arguments  used  as  to  the 
immense  difference  between  Birmingham 
and  other  districts  come  to  nothing ! 
It  has  been  said  that  the  exclusion  of 
machinery  would  raise  the  rates  in  Bir- 
mingham from  6s.  8d.  to  6s.  9d. ;  but  the 
fact  is,  that  the  adoption  of  the  assess- 
ment of  50s.  per  horsa  power,  as  in 
Yorkshire  and  other  districts,  would 
cause  the  continuance  of  the  rates  ex- 
actly as  they  are  now.  It  appears 
to  me  that  the  incidence  of  the  teuuEition 
under  the  plan  adopted  in  Birmingham 
must  be  very  unequal,  becauss  there 
must  be  a  great  difference  in  the  value 
of  machinery  adapted  to  different  pur- 
poses, and,  in  some  cases,  you  will  have 
heavy  and  inexpensive  machinery  in- 
cluded at  the  same  rate  as  delicate  and 
intricate  machinery  in  other  cases.  It  is 
quite  clear  that  limitations  and  defini- 
tions are,  more  or  less,  attended  with 
difl&culty,  but,  notwithstanding  tho  argu- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
who  has  just  spoken,  the  Bill  defines  by 
an  easy  and  feasible  method  what  shall  be 
the  limits  of  rateability,  and,  I  think, 
these  limits  are  fixed  on  the  general  prin- 
ciple that  freehold  inheritances  shall  be 
assess  3d,  and  that  machinery  and  chattels 
shall  be  exempted.  In  the  case  of  In- 
surance Companies,  this  discrimination 
is  made  between  the  inheritance  and 
machinery  and  chattels.  The  line  of 
demarcation  in  the  Bill  follows  that  laid 
down  in  Section  5  of  the  Bills  of  Sale 
Act,  1878,  where  all  that  is  to  be 
regarded  as  part  of  the  heritage  is  set 
out  and  described  in  three  classes,  and 
the  division  in  that  Act  is  identical  with 
the  terms  of  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House.  It  is  a  happy  coincidence  that 
the  Bill  of  Sales  Act,  which  draws  a  limit 
between  what  are  chattels  and  what  is 
attached  to  the  heritage,  should  be 
identical  in  terms  to  the  delimitation 
which  is  proposed  in  this  Bill.  I  think 
that  if  the  Bill  be  defeated  and  the 
practice  with  which  we  are  now 
threatened  on  the  part  of  the  Rating 
Authorities  is  continued,  we  shall  not  be 
able  to  stop  even  at  the  very  broad  line 
which  is  laid  down  by  the  Tyne  Bailer 
cas3.  We  shall  never  arrive  at  any 
principle  until  we  decide  that  all 
chattels  shall  be  rateable,  because  it 
seems  to  me  that  if  in  the  case  of  a  mill 
the  machinery  in  it  is  to  b3  rateable,  so 


647 


Raiing  of 


{COMMONS} 


Machinery  BtU,  648 


in  the  case  of  a  restaurant  or  hotel  all  the 
appointments  onght  also  to  be  rateable, 
and  in  the  case  of  a  residence  all  the  fur- 
niture, and  in  the  case  of  a  farm  all  the 
agricultural  and  farming  implements.  It 
has  been  said,  in  opposition  to  the  Bill, 
that  machinery  ought  to  be  made  rate- 
able because  it  reduces  manual  labour. 
If,  by  the  introduction  of  machinery  into 
a  manufactory  employing  1,200  hands, 
200  are  thrown  out  of  employment,  it  is 
hard  upon  the  200,  but  still  the  1,000  are 
greatly  benefited,  inasmuch  as  they  may 
have  their  employment  assured  to  them 
for  a  longer  period  than  they  otherwise 
would.  Those  who  are  practicaUy  ac- 
quainted with  manufacturing  know  that 
the  repair  and  renewal  of  machinery — 
the  keeping  up  with  the  times — is  a 
source  of  very  great  expenditure  and 
diminution  of  profit  to  the  manufacturer. 
It  is,  indeed,  essential  for  the  supremacy 
of  the  industry  of  this  country  that 
the  machinery  used  should  not  have 
added  to  it  any  additional  embargo 
or  burden.  I  hope,  therefore,  this 
Bill  will  be  passed,  and  the  country, 
and  manufacturers  in  particular,  will  be 
relieved  from  the  uncertainty  which  now 
attaches  to  the  condition  of  the  law. 

(4.5.)  Mr.  WALTER  JAMES  (Gatss- 
head) :  As  ths  reprssantative  of  an  im- 
portant constituency  in  the  North  of 
England  which  will  be  largely  affected 
if  this  Bill  passes  into  law,  I  must  say  I 
cannot  quite  see  why  I  should  support 
it.  The  case  relating  to  the  Tyne  has 
been  mentioned  in  the  course  of  the  dis- 
cussion, and  no  doubt  there  has  been  a 
considerable  opposition  from  that  quarter 
to  these  proposals  which  have,  for  many 
years,  been  before  Parliament.  The  Bill 
was  brought  in  last  year,  and  I  thought 
it  my  duty,  at  a  quarter  before  6  o'clock 
one  Wednesday  evening,  to  intercept  its 
further  progress.  I  think  my  action 
caused  some  little  annoyance  to  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Cirencester 
Division  (Mr.  Wintei'botham),  but  I 
imagine  that,  softer  the  great  divergence 
of  opinion  which  has  been  expressed  this 
afternoon  in  regard  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill,  he  will  agree  with  me  that  it  is 
hardly  a  Bill  the  Second  Reading  of 
which  ought  to  be  passed  without  dis- 
Mr.  Oldroyd 


cussion.  The  two  chief  cases  which  have 
been  referred  to  were  not  cases 
prompted  by  the  valuation  of  the  Local 
Authorities ;  but  I  think  that  some 
15  or  .16  years  ago  there  was  a  general 
feeling  in  the  North  of  England  that 
many  of  the  large  manufacturing 
industries  which  had  contributed  so 
much  to  the  prosperity  of  the  district 
had  not  contributed  their  fair  share  or 
quota  to  local  taxation.  Now,  the 
only  point  which  I,  as  a  layman, 
regard  as  of  great  importance  is,  that 
if  you  shift  the  burden  as  suggested, 
you,  to  some  extent,  break  faith  with  the 
Local  Authorities.  These  sums  of  money, 
which  have  been  raised  on  the  security 
of  the  rates,  you  will  take  from  one 
interest  and  give  to  another.  That  ap- 
pears to  me  a  very  important  point,  and 
I  ask  the  Government,  when  they  come 
to  speak  on  the  Bill,  to  give  special 
attention  to  it.  It  is  clear  that  if  you  shift 
the  burden  from  the  shoulders  of  the 
manufacturers  you  put  it,  in  great  part, 
on  the  shoulders  of  the  small  property 
owners.  Take  the  case  of  my  own  con- 
stituency. If  you  diminish  the  rates  you 
add  to  the  wages  of  the  forking  classes. 
That  is  all  very  true,  but  I  hope  the 
House  will  remember  that  there  is  one 
thing  which  is  necessary  to  the  workman 
in  addition  to  his  wages,  and  that  is  his 
home.  These  property  owners  are  the 
owners  of  the  houses  of  the  working 
classes,  and  if  you  burden  the  owners 
with  taxation  you  diminish,  materially, 
the  comfort  and  prosperity  of  the  work- 
ing classes.  The  rates  in  my  constitu- 
ency are  extremely  high — as  much  as  6s. 
in  the  £1,  and  if  the  property  owners 
feel  themselves  burdened  with  increased 
taxation  no  improvement  need  be 
expected  in  the  homes  of  the  people,  and 
the  probability  also  is  that  the  rent  will 
be  increased.  I  do  not  think  that  this  is 
exactly  the  time  for  a  change  of  the 
kind  proposed.  Certainly,  so  far  as  the 
North  of  England  is  concerned,  this  is 
not  the  time  for  the  initiation  of  this 
kind  of  legislation.  If  anyone  will  go 
down  the  T^ne  upon  one  of  the  penny 
steamers  and  notice  the  prosperity  of  the 
districts,  he  will  quite  understand  the 
point  I  am  urging.  I  think  that  the 
aim  of  this  Bill  should  be  taken  into 
account  when  the  whole  question  of 
valuation  comes  to  be  dealt  with  by  the 
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Government.  That  will  be  the  time 
when  this  exceedingly  complicated  ques- 
tion can  most  properly  be  dealt  with  by 
Parliament. 

*(4.10.)  Mr.  STANSFELD  (Halifax)  : 
I  am  sure  the  House  will  admit  that  we 
have  had  a  most  interesting  and  instruc- 
tive debate,  and  it  occurs  to  me  that  the 
time  is  approaching  whftn  we  may  ask 
the  Government  for  some  expression  of 
opinion.  I  cannot  but  express  my  great 
regret  at  the  absence — I  fear  on  account 
of  indisposition — of  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board.  We  know  he 
is  familiar  with  all  these  questions,  and 
we  are  aware  that  he  always  approaches 
questions  of  this  kind  in  a  wise  and 
impartial  spirit.  But  I  am  reconciled  to 
the  fact  of  his  absence  by  the  knowledge 
that  the  Secretary  to  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  is  present,  who  has 
displayed  his  ability  oq  many  occasions, 
and  who  is  backed  up  by  a  Depart- 
ment which  is  second  to  none  in  the 
State  for  its  industry  and  capacity, 
and  which  is  particularly  fitted  to  advise 
upon  legal  points  its  representatives  in 
this  House.  Now,  the  case  for  the  Bill 
is  the  uncertainty  of  the  law.  I  cannot 
agree  with  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Staffordshire  (Mr.  Staveley  Hill)  that 
there  is  no  uncertainty  in  the  law,  nor 
can  I  admit  that  the  judgment  of  Lord 
Esher  in  the  Tyne  case  is  free  from 
doubt  or  difficulty.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Cirencester  (Mr.  Winterbothara)  has 
spoken  with  his  usual  vigour  and  clear- 
■  ness,  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Man- 
chester (Sir  W.  Houlds worth)  has  justly 
urged,  in  support  of  the  Bill,  the 
uncertainty  of  the  law  and  the  still 
greater  uncertainty  in  the  practice.  We 
have  a  superabundance  of  evidence  on 
that  subject.  The  practice  differs,  we 
have  been  told,  in  Manchester  and  in  the 
immediate  neighbourhood  of  Manchester. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Gorton  Divi- 
sion (Mr.  Mather)  told  us  that  within 
four  miles  of  his  works  there  are  manu- 
facturers who  are  subject  to  a  rating 
which  he  escapes,  because  the  Assess- 
ment Committees  interpreted  the  law  in 
different  ways.  That  is  an  inequality 
and  an  injustice  which  ought  to  be 
remedied.      The  hon.  Member  opposite 


(Sir  W.  Houldsworth)  told  us,  and  he 
apparently  spoke  with  authority,  that 
many  Rating  Authorities  are  waiting  for 
the  decision  of  the  House  upon  this 
measure,  and  that  if  the  measure  is 
rejected  the  immediate  consequence  will 
be  a  crop  of  excessive  assessments,  which 
will  lead,  no  doubt,  to  further  in- 
equalities, and  further  injustice  and 
litigation.  Let  me  point  out  to  the 
House  a  practical  inequality.  I  have 
referred  to  it  in  the  case  of  Manchester 
and  neighbourhood.  But  we  know  that 
the  law  in  Scotland  differs  from  the  law 
as  it  is  being  interpreted  and  extended  in 
this  country.  The  law  in  Scotland  is, 
practically  speaking,  the  same  as  the 
proposers  of  this  Bill  wish  the  law  in 
England  to  become.  But  we  have  been  told 
by  the  hon  Gentleman  (Sir  W.  Houlds- 
worth) that  he  believes  the  law  in  Ireland 
is  also  of  the  same  character  as  is  now 
desired.  So  far  as  we  are  at  present 
informed  the  fact  is,  that  in  Ireland  and 
Scotland  manufacturers  are  at  an  advan- 
tage, and  will  be  at  a  still  greater  advan- 
tage in  the  future  than  manufacturers  in 
England,  unless  the  Bill  is  passed.  I  do 
not  like  the  notion  of  legislation  by 
judicial  decision.  If  it  is  brought  home 
to  us  that  the  condition  of  the  law  is 
uncertain,  and  works  with  inequality  and 
injustice,  I  maintain  we  are  not  doing 
our  duty  if  we  say  we  will  not  interfere 
in  the  matter,  but  leave  it  to  the  parties 
affecjtcd  to  fight  the  question  out  in  the 
Courts.  The  evil  of  the  present  state  of 
things  is  admitted,  and,  therefore. 
Parliament  ought  to  set  to  work  to  find 
a  remedy.  In  passing,  let  me  say  that 
this  Bill  is  supported  by  a  variety  of 
large  interests  in  different  parts  of  the 
country.  The  hon.  Member  for  South 
Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  P.  Williams),  who 
opposed  the  Bill,  is  understood  to  speak 
in  the  name  of  Birmingham,  but  only 
to-day  I  learned  that  the  Birmingham 
Chamber  of  Commerce  supports  the  Bill. 
Now,  there  are  two  methods  of  dealing 
with  the  evil.  One  method  is  to  pass 
a  general  Bill  laying  down  the  principle  s 
of  rating  applicable  to  all  hereditaments 
or  properties,  and  the  other  is  to  pass  such 
a  Bill  as  this.  I  do  not  think  it  is  worth 
while  entering  in  detail  into  the  question 
of  the  difference  of  opinion  amongst  the 
Members  of  the  Committee  of  1887,  but 
I  think  it  well  to  point  out  that  while 
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my  right  Lon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Great  Grimsby  (Mr.  Heneage)  proposes 
to-day — 

**  That  this  House,  whilst  helieving  that  the 
Bill  affords  a  basis  for  an  eqnitable  system  of 
assessment  in  cases  of  industries  depending 
mainly  upon  fixed  motive  power,  is  of  opinion 
that  the  difficulties  oi  defining^  a  satisfactory 
principle  of  valuation  for  the  purpose  of 
assessment  generally  are  so  great  as  to  render 
it  desirable  that  the  matter  should  be  dealt 
with  as  part  of  a  comprehensive  scheme  of 
local  taxation/' 

In  Committee,  on  the  28th  of  June,  he 
%4naiitted,  in  a  Resolution  he  moved,  that 
it  is  clear  from  the  evidence  that  the 
system  acted  upon  by  valuers  in  diffe- 
rent parts   of    the    country    has  varied 
oonsiderably,   and  that   the  practice   in 
lAany  cases  will  be  materially  affected 
in  the  future.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man recommended    legislation,    and    I 
find    that,    on    the    same     occasion,    a 
i^fotion  was  carried,  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  assent,   that  it  is  desirable 
that,  in  the  meantime,  the  various  Rating 
Anthorities  should  not  depart  from  the 
present  system  of  assessment.     My  right 
hon.    Friend  really   wanted   the  Assess- 
ment   Committees  to  hold  their  hands, 
but  I  want  to  know  how  is  he  to  get 
them  to  hold  their  hands  if   they  get 
hold  of  the  judgment  of  the  Master  of 
the    Rolls.      I     ask     the    Government 
whether  they  are   prepared  to  at  once 
bring  in  a  general  Bill  dealing  with  the 
principles  of  rating  as  applicable  to  all 
the  subject  matter  of  rateability?     I  do 
not   imagine   they    ara.      If     they  are 
not,    I    contend    they    will    undertake 
serious  responsibility  if  they  decline  to 
avail  themselves  of  this  opportunity  of 
legislating   in  this   particular    instance. 
Certainly  I  do  not  see  why  the  Govern- 
ment   should     object     to    the     Second 
Reading  of  this   Bill,  seeing   that  they 
would  retain  absolute  freedom  of  action  in 
Committee.     They  know  perfectly  well 
that  this  is   not  a  Party  question,  and  I 
believe  that,  in  Committee,  we  mty  be 
able  to  shape  the  Bill  so  that  it  will  be 
generally  acceptable,  and  at  the    same 
time  redress  a  considerable  and  growing 
grievance. 

*(4.30.)   The    SECRETARY    to    the 
LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr. 
Long,      Wilts,      Devizes):     The     hon. 
Mr.  Stansfeld 


Member  who  moved  the  Second  Read- 
ing of  this  Bill  expressed  regret  that 
the  task  had  not  fallen  into  abler  hands. 
Similarly,  owing  to  the  regretted  absence 
of  the  President  of   the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  I  may  myself  be  allowed  to 
express  my  own  regret  that  the  task  of 
replying  on  behalf  of  that  Department 
on  this  question  has  devolved  upon  me, 
for  it  is  admitted,  both  in  the  discussioi. 
we  have  had  to-day  and  in  the  evidence 
given  before   the  Select  Committee,  to 
which  reference  has  been  made,  that  this 
is  one  of  the  most  difficult  and  compli- 
cated questions  it  is  possible  to  ask  Parlia- 
ment to  decide.     I  hope  that  if  I  make 
any  reference  to  remarks  that  have  been 
made  in  this  House  or  to  evidence  which 
has  been  given  before  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  the  part  of  the  manufacturing 
interest — which   may  seem  almost  im- 
pertinent as  coming  from  a  man  who  has 
no  practical  experience  of  the  industries 
affected — hon.  Members  will  acquit  me 
of  desiring  to  offer  more  than  legitimate 
criticism  of  the  views  advanced  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  in  relation  to  this 
question.     The    right    hon.    Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down,  and  who  has 
made   one    of    those    fair    and    kindly 
speeches  which  he  is  accustomed  to  make 
in  this  House,  was  good  enough  to  invite 
me  to  tell  the  House  what  the  opinion  of 
the  Department  is  as  to  the  legal  ques- 
tion.    Well,  I  do  not  approach  the  task 
of  giving  expression  to  a  legal  opinion 
with  any  great  amount   of  satisfaction. 
We  have  had  a  legal  argument  to-day, 
and   the   hon.  and   learned  Member  for 
Staffordshire    (Mr.    Staveley   Hill)   has 
given  the  House  the  benefit  of  his  legal 
opinion,  and  told  it  that  the  law  has  not 
been  altered  by  recent  decisions.     The 
opinion  of  the  Department  is  that  there 
has  not  been  a  variation  in  the  law,  but 
that  there  is  evidence  to  show  that  there 
is  some  variation  in  the  application  of  the 
law.     But  what  have  been  the  arguments 
addressed  to  the  House  in  support  of  the 
Second  Reading?    They  have  not  been 
based  upon  grievances  already  existing. 
No  long  list   of   cases  has   been  given 
in    wliich     manufacturers     have     been 
unfairly   rated.    No    manufacturer    has 
ventured    to    say   that    manufacturing 
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Indus  try  lias  been  depressed  m  conse- 
quence of  unfair  or  undue  rating. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Gorfcon 
Diirision  of  Lancashire  (Mr.  Mather)  has 
told  U6  that  the  manufacturers  appear 
here  today,  not  so  much  as  men  of 
basiness,  but  rather  as  philanthropists 
desiritig  the  good  of  those  with 
whom  they  are  couuected.  Well,  I 
am  qutta  certain  erery  word  the 
hon*  Member  said  is  absolutely  true. 
I  am  convinced  that  the  manufac- 
turers desire  that  their  workmen  shall 
in  every  way  be  properly  housed  and 
properly  treated ;  but  still  I  have  a  sus- 
picion that  with  the  manufacturers,  as 
with  the  agriculturists,  the  question  of 
profit  does  sometimes  enter  into  their 
Iculations*  Hon.  Gentlemen  who 
pport  the  Second  Reading  have  not 
iken  of  the  manufacturing  industry  as 
suffering  under  grievances  at  the  present 
time.  What  they  tell  the  House  is, 
that  the  result  of  certain  decisions  is  that 
Assessment  Oom^mitteea  and  Rating 
Authorities  are  about  to  effect  a  change 
which  will  do  great  injary  to  manu- 
facturing industries  in  tbe  future. 
Witnes.?ea  on  the  side  of  the  Rating 
Authorities  said  befoi*e  the  Committee 
1887  that  they  had  not  increased 
le  rates,  but  that  if  Parliament 
did  not  legislate  on  the  subject  they 
would  increase  their  assessments.  But 
now  we  are  in  1890,  and  not  one  of 
the  Gentlemen  who  have  addressed  the 
House,  and  who  are  fully  com  patent  to 
speak  on  the  subject^  has  produced  an 
instance  of  direct-  hardship  or  injustice 
existing  at  present  [**  Oh  I  "]  Well,  1 
have  heard  of  the  Chard  case,  in  which 
it  was  said  that  injustice  was  done.  Wlmt 
has  happened  ?  The  machinery  has  been 
rated,  the  owners  have  appealed,  and  I 
have  just  heard  that  the  appeal  has 
been  over-ruled  to-day*  No  instance  of 
injustice  has  been  alleged.  All  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  ask  the  House  to  believe  is 
that  there  is  a  fear  which  operates  in- 
juriouflly  to  manufacturing  interests,  and 
Ihat  unless  Parliament  interposes  injury 
will  be  done.  Evidence  has  been  adduced 
to  show  that  there  are  different  rules, 
which  operate  differently  in  different 
partB  of  the  country^  and  that,  so  far  as  I 
Lave  been  able  to  tmderstand,iB  the  chief 
x«a8on  which  has  been  advanced  in 
favour  of  legislation.   But  let  me  remind 


the  House  of  what  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Grimsby  told  us 
a  short  time  ago.  He  said  that  this 
question  of  rating  was  by  no  means  con- 
fined t<:>  machinery.  Any  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  examines  the  assessments  of 
his  own  county  will  find  the  most  in- 
comprehensible differences  in  them,  I 
think  there  is  a  great  deal  to  be  said  for 
the  principle  that  if  the  House  is  to  take 
up  this  question  of  assessment  it  ought 
rather  to  deal  with  those  who  are  ad- 
mitted to  be  suffering  under  great  diffi- 
culties than  with  those  who,  to  judge  by 
their  representatives,  cannot  be  regarded 
as  otherwise  than  prosperous.  ["  Oh  !  "] 
An  hon.  Member  behind  me  disputes 
that  statement.  I  have  not  yet 
heard  that  manufacturers,  as  a  rule, 
allege  that  they  are  suffering  from  bad 
times,  or  are  depressed  in  the  same 
degree  as  the  agricultural  interest  all 
over  the  country.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  invited  the  Government  to 
support  the  Sttcond  Reading,  and  assured 
us  that  if  we  do  so  he  will  give  us  his 
personal  assistance  in  improving  the 
Bill.  But  it  would,  undonbt-edly,  be  a 
very  difficult,  if  not  impossible,  task  to 
amend  the  Bill  in  Committee  so  aa  to 
make  it  a  fair  compromis3  between  the 
two  contending  parties.  Speaking  for 
those  not  connected  with  manufactures, 
and  for  the  Government,  I  can  say  that 
they  do  not  desire,  in  the  slightest  degree, 
to  do  anything  unfair  to  the  manu- 
facturing interests,  nor  do  they  wish 
that  the  matter  should  be  turned  into  a 
question  between  town  and  country. 
What  they  desire  is  that  justice  should 
be  done,  whether  to  the  manufacturing 
interests  or  other  interests.  But  the 
differences  between  the  parties  are  very 
acute  and  hardly  reconcilable.  Tbe 
manufacturers  have  laid  down  what  they 
believe  to  bo  the  right  basis  of  rating. 
There  is  a  party,  with  representatives  in 
this  House,  on  the  other  hand,  who  say 
that  the  result  of  the  application  of  the 
definition  of  rating  contained  in  the  Bill 
would  be  tliat  the  manufacturers  would 
get  a  benefit  over  tbe  rest  of  the  com- 
munity. We  have  hoard  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Birmingham  that  in 
Birmingham  the  diffei'ence  would  be  a 
sum  of  £8,000,  which  would  be  an 
increase  to  the  rates  of  upwards  of  2d. 
in  the  £\. 
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Mb.  p.  J.  WILLIAMS :  Over  Id. 
What  I  stated  was  that  the  difference 
would  be  between  £7,000  and  £8,000, 
or  an  addition  to  the  rates  of  about  1  Jd. 
in  the  £1. 

*Mr  LONG :  I  meant  to  say  upwards 
of  l^d.  in  the  £1.  The  evidence  from 
Birmingham  is  sufficient  to  show  that  if 
the  definition  in  the  Bill  is  to  guide  the 
Bating  Authorities,  and  those  Authorities 
are  to  adopt  what  the  manufacturers 
regard  as  the  fair  basis  of  assessment  a 
great  upset  in  the  assessment  of  the 
whole  country  must  result.  It  must  be 
manifest  to  all  that  if  in  Birmingham 
£7,000  or  £8,000  is  written  off  the 
rates,  that  amount  must  be  provided 
from  other  sources.  Hon.  Gentlemen, 
in  supporting  the  Bill,  assure  the  House 
that  concessions  made  to  the  manufac- 
turing interest  will  tend  to  the  benefit 
of  the  industrial  classes,  and  not  to  the 
benefit  of  the  manufacturers.  If  this 
slight  impost,  by  means  of  assessment,  is 
removed  by  the  Bill,  I  have  no  doubt 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  who  are  manu- 
facturers will  give  the  benefit  of  the 
relief  to  their  workpeople ;  but  it  should 
be  borne  in  mind,  at  the  same  time,  that 
if  this  relief  is  granted  to  the  manu- 
facturer, it  has  to  be  met  by  some  other 
class  of  property.  What  would  be  the 
class  of  property  upon  which  the  burden 
would  fall  in  those  particular  districts  ? 
It  would  be  the  property  of  the  indu&lfrial 
classes,  in  whose  interests  the  House  is 
asked  to  pass  the  Bill  as  it  stands.  It 
seems  to  me,  personally,  so  far  as  I  am 
able  to  understand  what  the  legal  rulings 
on  this  question  have  been,  that  the  law 
as  laid  down  by  the  Master  of  the  Rolls 
is  the  law  which  has  been  generally 
accepted  and  acted  upon  ["  No,  no ! "] 
and  which  may  be  justly  described, 
in  the  words  of  Lord  Justice  Lopes,  as 
decisions  which  "  were  founded  on  good 
sense,  and  are  good  law."  Hon.  Mem- 
bers have  appealed  to  the  representatives 
of  the  labour  interests  to  support  the 
measure,  and  they  have  told  us  agri- 
culturists of  the  terrible  things  that  will 
happen  to  us  if  we  do  not  pass  it  One 
hon.  Member  on  the  other  side;has  told  us 
that  unless  a  Bill  of  this  kind  is  passed,  our 
ploughs  and  harrows — and  I  suppose  he 
would  go  on  to  say  our  spades  and  forks 


also — will  eventually  be  rated.  That 
may  or  may  not  be  the  case.  It  will  be 
time  enough  for  us  to  be'alarnied  when  a 
practical  suggestion  is  made  to  carry  that 
out.  So  far,  no  one  has  seriously  con- 
templated that  rating  should  go  down 
to  the  harrow  or  the  plough,  because 
they  are  implements  which  go  to  the 
cultivtition  of  the  farm,  and  &ey  have 
no  relation  to  the  assessment  of  the  ikrm, 
which  is  fixed  on  the  basis  of  rent,  rent 
being  fixed  according  to  the  productive 
power  of  the  land.  A  farm  is  let  as  a 
going  concern,  without  a  plough  or  a 
harrow  on  it.  The  difficulty  in  this 
case  is  to  define  what  are  tenants'  fix- 
tures. That  would  be  the  difficulty  we 
should  have  to  face  in  Committee  on 
this  Bill,  and  we  should  find  it  very  hard 
to  arrive  at  a  compromise  which  would 
be  satisfactory  to  both  parties.  The 
difficulty  seems  to  me  almost  an  insuper- 
able one.  ["No,  no."]  I  am  only 
giving  my  opinion  for  what  it  is  worth. 

♦Mr.  WINTERBOTHAM  :  The  hon. 
Member  is  mistaken.  This  question 
is  settled  every  day.  Fire  Insurance 
Companies  invariably  divide  machinery 
into  two  categories — landlords'  machinery 
and  tenants'  machinery.  The  whole  of 
the  machinery  cannot  be  insured  in  one 
sum. 

*Mr.  long  :  I  hope  that  if  the  Bill  is 
read  a  second  time,  the  difficulty  will  be 
overcome  with  as  much  apparent  ease  in 
the  House  of  Commons.  It  is,  however, 
a  difficulty  which  hon.  Gentlemen  will 
have  to  face,  and  I  think  it  will  be 
very  hard  to  arrive  at  anything  like  a 
compromise  satisfactory  to  the  two  con- 
tending parties.  As  was  pointed  out 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Man- 
chester, who  seconded  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill,  the  question  is  a 
most  complicated  and  difficult  one.  The 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  William  Houlds- 
worth)  told  us  that,  so  far  as  he  is  con- 
cerned, he  should  be  prepared  to  accept 
any  fair  Amendment  which  would  not 
interfere  with  the  real  objects  of  the  BiU. 
That  is  all  very  well  so  far  as  it  goes. 
The  difficulty  will  be  to  arrive  at  what 
are  practical  and  fair  Amendments  which 
would  properly  give  effect  to  the  general 
wish  of  the  House.  It  has  been  alleged, 
and  I  do  not  deny  it,  that  there  is  a  want 
of  uniformity  in  the  practice  with  refer- 
ence to  assessments  all  over  the  countiy* 
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But  it  baa  been  said  by  those  opposed  to 
the  measure  that  the  law  on  the  subject 
is  perfectly  clear  and  has  been  continuous, 
and  that  no  change  has  been  made  by 
any  recent  decision.  It  appears  to  the 
Government  that  there  is  undoubtedly  a 
very  great  divergence  of  opinion  in  the 
House  on  the  merits  of  this  question.  It 
is  a  matter,  however,  which  the  Govern- 
ment think  ought  to  be  decided  by  the 
House  itself.  They  cannot  express  their 
approval  of  it.  Many  are  opposed  to  the 
principle  of  contracting  the  area  of  rate- 
ability  or  to  any  change  which  will  have 
the  etEect  of  throwing  increased  burdens 
on  other  kinds  of  property.  The  Govern- 
ment feel,  however,  that  evidence  has 
been  adduced  pointing  to  a  want  of  uni- 
formity in  the  practice  of  rating,  and  it 
is  for  the  House  to  say  whether  or  not 
Parliament  shall  legislate  at  once  on  this 
portion  of  a  greater  question.  I  hold 
that  if  the  House  deals  with  the  question 
of  assessment  it  should  deal  with  it 
as  a  whole.  If,  however,  the  House 
is  of  opinion  that  legislation  is 
urgently  necessary,  and  accepts  the 
Second  Bicading  of  the  Bill,  then  it 
will  become  the  undoubted  duty  of  the 
Government  to  ask  that  the  next  stage 
of  the  Bill  should  be  postponed,  and  that 
an  opportunity  should  be  given  to  us 
to  consider  what  Amendments  we 
ought  to  propose.  I  shall  support  the 
Amendment  of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  not 
because  I  wish  to  create  or  perpetuate  an 
injustice  which  presses  on  the  great 
manufacturing  industry,  but  because  I 
believe  this  question  of  assessment  should 
be  dealt  with  as  a  whole. 

*(5.0.)  Sir  HENRY  JAMES  (Bury, 
Lancashire)  :  The  view  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  entertain  on  this  ques- 
tion is  that  a  practical  difficulty  has  arisen 
which,  we  think,  ought  to  be  removed. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  has  said  that 
he  declines  to  be  a  party  to  any 
limitation  of  the  liability  to  rating  that 
now  exists,  but  can  the  hon.  Gentleman 
decline  to  be  a  party  to  a  mere  definition 
of  what  ought  to  be  rated?  I  may  be 
told  that  such  evils  as  exist  have  pre- 
vailed for  a  very  long  period,  and  that 
there  is  no  pressing  necessity  for  legis- 
lation. But  I  would  remind  the  House 
how  the  present  praclncal  difficulty  has 
arisen.      In  former    times    the  Eating 


Authorities  had  certain  broad  rules  placed 
before  them  for  their  guidance.  They 
were  told  to  seek  for  that  which  was 
fixed  to  the  freehold,  that  which  is  the 
landlord's  fixture  and  not  the  tenant's, 
and  to  rate  that  which  is  fixed  to  the 
land  and  to  omit  to  rate  that  which  is 
moveable.  These  were  the  principles  on 
which  they  proceeded.  By  degrees,  how- 
ever, those  landmarks  of  the  past  have 
been  encroached  upon,  and  now  these 
encroachments  have  so  much  advanced 
that  none  of  the  landmarks  remain,  and 
fewpracticalmen  are  now  acquainted  with 
the  principles  that  ought  to  guide  them 
in  making  assessments.  The  principle 
that  has  been  laid  down  in  the  case  so 
often  quoted  is,  no  doubt,  legally  sound, 
but  the  difficulty  is  that  it  is  very 
difficult  to  know  how  to  apply  it.  May 
I  ask  the  House  to  listen  to  what 
every  valuer  has  to  bear  in  mind? 
He  is  told  that  he  is  to  rate  things  on 
the  premises  which  are  there  for  the 
purpose  of  making  those  premises  fit  for 
the  particular  work  for  which  they  are 
used.  Valuers  apply  that  principle  in 
different  ways.  While  one  valuer  may 
decline  to  value  anything  which  is  not 
firmly  fixed  to  the  freehold,  another  may 
include  the  vice  upon  a  bench  as  some- 
thing which  makes  the  premises  more 
valuable  for  the  trade  for  which  they  are 
carried  on.  The  result  is  that  one 
system  of  rating  exists  in  one  place,  and 
another  in  another.  The  question  the 
House  has  to  consider  is  whether  or  not 
it  will  deal  with  this  anomalous  state  of 
things,  and  secure  that  there  shall  be 
one  uniform  system  of  rating.  This  is 
a  practical  difficulty  which  must  be  dealt 
with  some  way  or  other.  The  question 
to  be  determined  by  the  House  now  is 
not  whether  cranes  or  weighing 
machines  shall  be  exempted  from  rating. 
This  question  can  be  dealt  with  in  Com- 
mittee when  we  reach  the  sub-section 
which  defines  what  shall  be  the  subject 
of  rating.  But  there  is  no  wisdom  in 
leaving  every  valuer  to  exercise  his  own 
authority  and  interpret  for  himself  this 
somewhat  ambiguous  rule.  These  are 
the  facts  which  have  lead  some  of  us  to 
support  this  Bill.  We  do  not  pledge 
ourselves  to  the  details.  We  ask  simply 
that  the  Legislature  shall  bear  the  res- 
ponsibility of  determining  what  shall 
be    rated     and    that    the   point    shall 
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BOt  be  left  in  that  state  of  tmcertainty 
wluch  is  very  disastrous  to  commercial 
ij^terests. 

(5.8.)  Sir  R.  PAGET  (Somerset, 
Wells)  :  I  object  to  the  Bill  as  a  nibbling 
at  a  very  important  trade  question.  When 
lihe  right  hon.  and  learned  Member 
speaks  of  the  encouragement  afforded  by 
i^iecent  legal  decisions  to  Rating  Authori- 
<J68  to  rate  machinery,  I  venture  to 
think  there  must  be  some  error,  because 
the  dicta  of  the  Judges,  whose  Judgment 
haa  been  quoted,  themselves  afford  a  refu- 
tation of  the  idea.  Eajch  hon.  Member 
who  has  addressed  the  House  in  support 
of  the  Bill  appears  to  have  done  so  from 
a  different  point  of  view.  One  hon. 
Jjlember  told  us  that  the  Bill  was  only  a 
declaration  of  the  existing  law,'  and  that 
it  made  no  change ;  but  another  hon. 
Member  asserted  that  the  Bill  was 
necessary  to  prevent  the  extinction  of 
manxifactories  in  this  country ;  yet  not  a 
single  instance  has  been  alleged  in  which 
the  existing  law,  as  interpreted,  has 
oau^edj  or  is  creating,  any  difficulty  what- 
soever. Of  course,  we  have  had  a  series 
of  gloomy,  forbidding,  and  dreary  pictures 
of  possible  distress  laid  befor3  us  as 
likely  to  arise  if  the  Bill  is  not  allowed 
to  pass  into  law.  But  I  would  like  to 
point  out  that  the  decision  of  which  hon. 
Members  have  made  so  much  was 
delivered  so  far  back  as  the  year  1886, 
and  tiiat  in  the  four  years  that  have  since 
elapsed  none  of  the  difficulties  which 
they  are  prognosticating  have  arisen. 
The  real  object  of  the  Bill  is  that  pro- 
perty which  has  been  declared  to  be 
legally  rateable  should  no  longer  be  rated. 
It  is  a  Bill  which  will  have  the  effect  of 
withdrawing  from  the  area  of  rating 
something  that  is  at  present  liable  to 
rates.  It  is  a  Bill  advanced  by  one 
particular  interest,  and  by  one  class  of 
men  ;  and  it  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
greater  question  of  the  inequality  of 
rating.  Anyone  who  is  acquainted  with 
the  present  system  of  rating  knows  that 
it  is  full  of  inequalities  and  injustices, 
and  that  it  requires  extensive  amend- 
ments ;  and  I  venture  to  lay  down  this 
proposition — that  a  matter  so  intricate, 
so  difficult,  and  affecting  so  many  interests, 
is  one  which  ought  not  to  be  dealt  with 
in  an  accidental,  haphassard  private  Mem- 
ber's Bill,  but  that  it  is  of  sufficient 
importance  to  be  dealt  with  in  a  Qovem- 
Sir  Henry  James 


ment  measure.  It  has  been  argued  as  if 
the  Bill  were  something  entirely  new; 
but,  as  a  fact,  it  has  been  before 
the  House  year  after  year  since 
1885,  and  each  year  it  has  been 
brought  forward  by  one  of  the  leading 
manufacturers.  I  do  not  complain  of 
manufacturers  taking  that  line;  but 
when  we  are  told  that  the  Bill  is  being 
advanced  from  philanthropic  motivOB,  I 
think  we  should  bear  in  mind  what  clasB 
of  property  it  is  designed  to  remove  from 
the  area  of  rating.  Reference  has  been 
made  to  the  fact  that,  unless  the  Bill  is 
passed,  large  mills  might  become  unoccu- 
pied, and  that  our  national  industries 
would  suffer.  I  would  like  to  know  if 
there  are  not  at  the  present  time  large 
areas  of  land  which,  in  consequence  of  the 
inequalities  of  rating,  are  unoccupied  and 
waiting  the  hand  of  the  toiler.  If  the 
aigument  is  applicable  to  manufacturers 
it  is  also  applicable  to  the  case  of  land- 
owners, and  it  only  strengthens  my  point 
that  the  question  is  one  that  should  be 
dealt  with  as  a  whole.  I  contend  that 
the  Bill  cannot,  by  any  possibility,  do  any 
good.  It  will  not  settle  the  law,  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester,  in 
speaking  on  it,  did  not  attempt  to  deny 
that  it  would  require  many  alterations. 
The  Scotch  Law  has  been  quoted ;  but  I 
would  like  to  know  if  the  Bill  will 
assimilate  the  English  with  the  Scotch, 
or  even  with  the  Irish  Law.  I  venture 
to  assert  that  it  will  do  nothing  of  the 
kind.  But  what  it  will  do  will  be  to 
relieve  large  manufacturers  of  a  burden 
which  will  be  thrown  upon  the  poorest 
class  of  householders,  who  are  already 
sufficiently  heavily  burdened.  The  Bill 
will  intensify  existing  injustices  instead 
of  simplifying  or  settling  the  law,  and 
under  these  circums^nces  I  feel 
compelled  to  vote  against  its  Second 
Reading. 

(5.19.)  The  Earl  of  CAVAN  (Somer- 
set, S.)  :  The  hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke 
for  the  Government  said  that  no  case  of 
hardship  had  been  made  out.  Now,  the 
case  of  Chard  has  been  frequently  alluded 
to  in  this  debate,  and  there  undoubtedly 
a  case  of  great  hardship  exists.  A  man 
bought  some  works  for  £4,300  and  also 
paid  £1 ,500  for  the  machinery.  He  then 
put  £23,000  into  the  business  and 
acquired  a  large  quantity  of  new 
machinery    under    the   belief  that   the 
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same  system  of  assessment  would  con- 
tinue, when  suddenlj  he  had  the  new 
assessment  sprung  upon  him.  I  have 
letters  from  three  or  four  other  manu- 
facturers complaining  that  the  new 
assessment  presses  very  hardly  upon 
them.  We  hope  the  House  will  agree 
to  the  Second  Beading  of  this  Bill  not 
only  because  it  deals  with  individual 
cases,  but  because  it  will  enable  manu- 
jbcturers  in  England,  as  in  the  case  of 
Scotland  and  Ireland,  to  know*  what  their 
rating  will  be. 

•(5.21.)  MB.P.S.POWELL(Wigan): 
I  regret  that  time  does  not  permit  me 
to  submit  the  case  of  the  mining  indus- 
tries  with  which  I  have  been  this  day 
intrusted ;  but  I  wish  to  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  in  charge  of  the  Bill  if,  pro- 
viding the  Bill  is  read  a  second  time,  he 
will  in  Committee  exempt  coal  mining 
machinery  from  the  operation  of  bhe 
Bill? 

•Me.  WINTERBOTHAM  :  Certainly, 
Sir. 

(5.22.)  The  House  divided :— Ayes 
239  ;  Noes  87.— (Div.  List,  No.  51.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow. 

SLAVERY  LA.W  AMENDMENT  BILL.- 
(No.  160.) 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING   ACTS   AMEND- 
MENT BILL.— (No.  220.) 
As  amended  considered ;  Amendments 
made;   Bill  read    the    third   time,  and 


DIRECTORS'  LIABILITY  BILL.— (No.  60.) 
Order  for  Committee  read,  and  dis- 
charged. 

Bill  committed  to  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee on  Trade,  &c. 

MOTIONS. 

HATING  AND  VALUATION  (SCOTLAND). 

(5.35.)  Motion  made,  and  Qaestion 
proposed, 

<<  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
consider  the  Iaw  rdating  to  the  rating  and 


valuation  of  the  yarious  kinds  of  property 
subject  to  assessment  in  Scotland,  and  to  r^>ort 
what  amendments  may  be  necessary  therein ; 
that  the  Committee  do  consist  of  Seventeen 
Members ;  that  Mr.  Baird,  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour, 
Mr.  Barbour,  Mr.  Joseph  Bolton,  Mr.  Caldwell, 
Dr.  Cameron,  Sir  Archibald  Campbell,  bir 
Charles  Dal^mple,  Mr.  Hugh  Elliot,  Sir  Archi- 
bald  Orr  E wing,  Mr.  Hunter,  Colonel  Malcolm, 
Mr.  M'Ewan,  The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  Shaw- 
Stewart,  Mr.  Mark  Stewart,  and  M.r.  Edmund 
Robertson,  be  Members  of  Uie  Committee ;  that 
the  Committee  have  power  to  send  for  persons, 
papers,  and  records  ;  that  five  be  the  quorum ; 
that  the  Keport  and  Minutes  of  Evidence  tak^n 
before  the  Select  Committee  of  Rating  and 
Valuation  (Scotland),  in  Session  1888,  be  re- 
ferred to  the  Select  Committee  on  Bating  and 
Valuation  (Scotland)."— (iff.  E,  RoberUoti,) 

Mr.  AKEBS  DOUGLAS  (St.  Angns- 
tine's,  Kent)  :  I  object  on  the  ground 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  ascer- 
tained whether  the  Members  he  has 
named  will  or  can,serve  on  the  Committee, 
it  being  nsual  to  obtain  the  consent  of 
hon.  Members  before  nominating  them. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON :  I  would  point 
out  that  this  is  merely  an  old  Committee 
to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  hinttelf 
assented,  and  to  the  re-appointment  of 
which  I  assume  there  can  be  no  objection. 
Moreover,  the  Lord  Advocate  has  con- 
sented to  the  re-appointment. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P.  B. 
Robertson,  Bute)  :  I  simply  consented 
to  the  re-appointment  of  the  Committee, 
but  not  to  the  inclusion  of  the  sttme 
names  as  on  the  old  Committee. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  May  I  explain 
that  this  Motion  is  precisely  similar  to 
that  of  last  year,  which  was  assented  to 
by  the  Government. 

Mr.  AKERS  DOUGLAS  :  There  is  no 
objection  to  the  appointment  of  the 
Committee  ;  but  there  are  some  of  the 
Members  of  the  old  Committee  who  will 
not  be  able  to  serve  on  this,  because  they 
have  already  been  appointed  to  serve  on 
other  Committees. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON :  Then  I  beg  to 
move  the  first  part  of  my  Motion. 

Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed 
to. 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  consider  the  law  relating  to  the 
rating  and  valuation  of  the  variouB  kinds  of 
property  subject  to  assessment  in  Scotland,  «nd 
to  report  what  amendments  may  be  neoesMurf 
therein. 
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do  consist  of 


Ordered,  That  the  Committee 
seventeen  Members. 

Ordered,  That  the  Report  and  Minutes  of 
evidence  taken  before  the  Select  Committee  on 
Rating  and  Valuation  (Scotland),  in  Session, 
1888,  be  referred  to  the  Select  Committee  on 
Hating  and  Valuation  (Scotland). 

TOWN  HOLDINGS. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Committee  do  consist  of  Nineteen' 
Members ;  That  Mr.  Arthur  Acland,  Mr. 
Amherst,  Mr.  Baumann,  Mr.  Beadel,  Mr. 
Channing,  Mr.  Crilly,  Mr.  Stormonth  Darling, 
Sir  John  W.  Ellis,  Mr.  Elton,  Dr.  Fox,  Mr. 
Lewis  Fry,  Mr.  Knowles,  Mr.  Lawson,  Mr. 
Macartney,  Sir  William  Marriott,  Colonel 
Nolan,  Mr.  James  Kowlands,  Mr.  Seale- 
Hayne,  and  Viscount  Wolmer,  be  Members  of 
the  Committee ;  that  Five  be  the  quorum  ;  that 
the  Committee  have  power  to  send  for  persons, 
papers,  and  records;  that  the  Minutes  of 
Evidence  of  1888  and  1889  be  referred  to  the 
said  Committee." — {Colonel  Nolan.) 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy,  &c.)  : 
1  would  point  out  that  there  is  only  a 
single  Scotch  Member  nominated  on  this 
Committee.  I  therefore  object  to  the 
Motion. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  If  the  hon. 
Member  will  withdraw  his  objection  we 
will  assent  to  the  addition  of  one  or  two 
Scotch  Members. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Does  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman withdraw  his  objection  ? 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  Yes,  Sir. 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  do  consist  of 
Nineteen  Members. 

The  Committee  ^as  accordingly  nominated  of, 
— Mr.  Arthur  Acland,  Mr.  Amherst,  Mr. 
Baumnnn,  ^Ir.  Beadel,  Mr  Channing,  Mr. 
Crilly,  Mr.  Stormonth  Darling,  Sir  John  W. 
Ellis.  Mr.  Elton,  Dr.  Fox,  Mr.  Lewis  Fry,  Mr. 
Knowles,  Mr.  Lawson,  Mr.  Macartney,  Sir 
William  Marriott,  Colonel  Nolan,  Mr.  James 
Kowlands,  Mr.  Seale-Hayne,  and  Viscount 
Wolmer. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  five  be  the  quorum. 

Ordered,  That  the  Minutes  of  Evidence  of 
1888  and  1889  be  referred  to  the  said  Com 
mittee. ^Colonel  Nolan.) 


Betom  presented  accordingly;  to  lie 
upon    the    Table,    and    to  be   printed. 

[No.  125.] 

IRISH  CHURCH  TEMPORALITIES 
FUND. 

Beturn  ordered — 

"  Showing  the  financial  position  of  the  Irish 
Church  Temporalities  Fund  in  the  event  of  the 
Purchase  of    Land   and  Congested   Distrioto 


LAND  PURCHASE  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
Return  ordered — 

**  Of  Advances  and  Repayments  under  *  The 
Irish  Church  Act,  1869,*  and  the  several  Land 
Acts  of  1870,  1881,  1885,  and  1888."— (ifr. 
Arthur  Balfour.) 


(Ireland)  Bill  becoming  Law. 
Balfour.) 


^'-^Mr.  Arthur 


B»eturn  presented  accordingly  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  130.] 

TRUST  COMPANIES  BILL  [LORDS.] 

Bead  the  first  time ;  to  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Monday  next,  and  to 
be  printed.     [Bill  225.] 


IRELAND-THE  LAND  PURCHASE 
BILL. 

On  the  Motion  for  the  Adjournment  of 
the  House, 

Mk.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.)  :  May  I 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  whether 
the  Papers  that  have  been  granted  with 
reference  to  the  Land  Purchase  Bill  are 
all  that  are  to  be  issued  1 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.)  :  No,  Sir ;  they  are  not  the  whole  of 
the  Papers.  Those  that  have  been 
already  granted  show  the  operation  of 
the  various  loans  under  the  Land  Act 
of  1868-9,  and  to-morrow  will  be  issued 
further  Papers  containing  tables  illus- 
trating the  working  of  the  Bill,  the 
amount  of  the  Guarantee  Fund,  and  the 
present  position  of  the  Church  surplus. 

THE  CASE  OF   MR.  GARDINER. 

Dr.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid):  May  I 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
the  charge  against  Mr.  Grardiner  has 
been  withdrawn?  It  is  a  disgraceful 
scandal. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  know  nothing 
whatever  about  the  matter. 

House  adjoamed  at  five  minntea 
before  Six  o'olook. 
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statement  in  the  Times  Calcutta  telegram 
of  Marcli  30th— 


HOUSE     OF    LORDS, 

Thursday,  17th  April,  1890, 


COMMITTEE   OF    SELECTION    FOR 
STANDING  COMMITTEES. 

Beport  from,  That  the  Committee  have 
added  the  Lord  Kinnaird  and  the  Lord 
Dj  Ramsey  to  the  Standing  Committee 
for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  «fec.,  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Open  Spaces  Bill 
Read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

ADOFriON   OF  CHILDREN   BILL. 

A  Bill  to  regulate  the  adoption  of  children — 
Waa  present^  by  the  Lord  Chaworth  (JS, 
Meathj;  read  1* ;  to  be  printed ;  and  to  be  read 
2*  on  Friday  the  2oth  instant.     (No.  56.) 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING    ACTS  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 
Bronght  from  the  Commons  ;  Read  1», 
and  to  be  printed.     (No.  57.) 

Hoase  adjourned  at  half  past  Four  o'clock, 

till  To-morrow,  a  quarter  past 

Four  o*  clock. 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Thursday,  17th  April,  1800. 


Q  U  E  STIO  X  S. 

INDIA  FACTORY  ACT  AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  :  T  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  what  is  the  present 
position  of  the  India  Factory  Act  Amend- 
ment Bill ;  and  whether,  having  regard 
to  the  Resolutions  adopted  by  the  recent 
Conference  at  Berlin,  in  relation  to  the 
employment  of  women  and  children  in 
factories,  Her  Majesty's  Government  is 
prepared  to  sanction  the  provisions  of 
such  a  measure  as  that  proposed  by  the 
Government  of  India  ? 

Mb.  JAMES  MACLEAN  (Oldham)  : 
I  have  also  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
for   India    whether   he     haa  seen    the 

VOL.  CCCXLITI.      [thibd  sebibs.] 


**'Jhat  the  Factories  Act  Amendment  Bill 
has  been  postponed  till  next  winter,  the  Govern- 
ment being  of  opinion  that  there  is  no  pressing 
necessity  for  the  measure  ;  *' 

and,  whether  any  information  has  been 
received  at  the  India  Office  to  show  that 
this  is  the  real  reason  for  the  postpone- 
ment of  the  Bill  ? 
♦The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gor«t, 
Chatham)  :  The  India  Factory  Bill  has 
been  postponed  by  the  Council  in  India 
till  the  receipt  of  replies  from  the  Local 
Governments  and  Administrations.  The 
Resolutions  of  the  Berlin  Conference  will 
be  transmitted  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  the  Government  of  India,  and 
will  no  doubt  receive  due  consideration 
from  them  before  the  Bill  is  passed  into 
law.  No  such  statement  as  that  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham  (Mr. 
Maclean)  has  been  made  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  to  the  Secretary  of  State. 
The  reason  given  by  the  Government  of 
Bombay  for  postponing  the  Factory  Bill 
is  that  they  are  awaiting  the  receipt  of 
replies. 

MURDER  OF  A  BENGALI  AT 
DUM  DUM. 
Mr.  BRADLAUGH;  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  the  Secretary  of  State  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  the  pro- 
ceedings in  the  High  Court  of  Calcutta, 
including  the  trial  and  the  hearing  on 
appeal,  in  the  case  of  a  soldier  named 
0*Hara,  charged  with  the  murder  of  a 
Bengali  at  Dum  Dum ;  and  whether  ho 
will  consent  to  the  Return  relating  ta 
Murders  in  India,  which  stands  on  the 
Paper  this  day  ? 

♦Sir  J.  GORST:  The  Secretary  of 
State  is  not  in  possession  of  any  pro- 
ceedings in  the  case  of  O'Hara,  which 
can  be  laid  on  the  Table;  and  he  is 
advised  that,  in  criminal  cases,  pro- 
ceedings of  the  kind  suggested  in  the 
question  do  not  exist.  The  Secretary  of 
State  cannot  consent  to  the  Return  asked 
for  ;  it  is  in  some  respects  impossible,  as, 
when  a  murder  remains  undetected, 
nobody  can  tell  whether  it  was  committed 
by  an  European  or  not.  Informatioii  as 
to  the  number  of  murders  reported  to 
the  police,  and  the  number  of  personji 
convicted,  is  to  be  found  in  the  StatiB- 
2  A 
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tmal  Abstract.  The  further  information 
for  whicli  the  hoii.  Mi'iiiber  asks*  could 
only  be  Gi>ll?ct:?tl,  if  at  all  in  India,  at  a 
c/jst  which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  would  W  iudefeiisible. 

Mb.  BRADIiAOGH:  Can  the  right 
Uon.  Gentleman  say  whether  any  com- 
raunication  has  been  made  to  the  Secre- 
t/iry  of  State  in  reference  to  the  trial  and 
appeal  in  the  case  of  the  soldier  charged 
With  the  murder  of  a  liengali  ? 

♦3iu  J.  GOHST  :  1  must  have  notice  of 
that  question,  I  can  only  say  that  no 
*iommumcation  has  been  made  that  I  am 
aware  of ;  but  if  the  hou.  Member  will 
give  notice,  I  will  inquire. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy,  &c.)  r 
From  the  military  aspect  of  the  case, 
wottld  the  inquiry  bj  undertaken  by 
the  Gcjvernment  of  India,  or  by  the 
Gomraander-in^Chief  ? 

•Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  ord.^r  ! 

THE  CROPS  IN  SaUTHEftN  IKDIA. 

Mh.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  the  detailed  Tleports  of  the 
district  officials  of  Madras  respite  ting  the 
condition  of  the  crojjs  in  Southern  Lidia, 
which  crops  were  expected  to  be  very 
i^hort  owing  to  the  deficiency  of  rain, 
have  been  received  by  the  iSecretary  of 
State  ;  and  whether  he  will  lay  them 
iipiin  the  Table? 

8iE  J.  GORST  :  The  S.-cretary  of  State 
will  be  happy  to  show  the  hou.  Member 
all  the  Reports  received  up  to  the  22nd 
of  Marclj,  which  is  the  latest.  They  can 
be  made  a  Parliamentary  Paper,  if  the 
hon*  Member  desires.  But  the  ndns  of 
the  end  of  D jceml)er  happily  removed  all 
cause?  for  apprehending  seri«»ns  scarcity, 
and  there  has  been  no  scarcity,  though 
crops  are  below  the  average. 

PROSPECTS  OF  AGRICULTURE  IN  THE 
NORTH-WEST  PROVINCES  AND  OUDH, 
Ma,  BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Si^ci'etary  of  Stnte  for  India 
whether  the  Secretary  of  State  can  give 
tha  House  any  information  respecting 
the  state  and  prosp/cts  of  agriculture  in 
the  Nortli'West  Provinces  and  Oudh  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  wheat  crop 
ims  greatly  siilTer^d,  and  that,  even 
reckoning  land  under  canal  irrigation,  it 
is  anticipated  that  there  will  not  l>e  a 
two-anna  (or  oneeight)  yield ;  whetlier 
Sir  J.  Gorsi 


prices  of  good  grains  am  already  rising^ 
in   the   L  nited  Provinces;  and  whether 
fears  are  eutL'rtaiuid  of  great  sctircity,  if 
not  of  actual  famine? 

SiK  J.  GORST  ;  In  reply  to  the  fii'st 
pinigrapb  of  the  question  of  the  hou. 
Member  I  have  to  sny  that  the  latesJi 
Report  -that  for  the  week  ending  Marcb 
19— shows  that  the  hill  district  of 
Humaon  was  the  only  one  in  w^hich  a 
serious  failure  of  ci*ops  was  report**d. 
My  answer  to  the  second  parf^graph  i^ 
that  the  anticipatiun  uf  March  12  was 
that  the  wheat  crap  would  be  two-thirds 
of  the  average.  The  answer  to  para* 
graphs  3  and  4  is  in  the  negative.  Of 
is  central  markets  noticed  in  the  Report 
of  March  1 9  the  ]  irice  was  stationary  at 
six,  rising  at  fivj,  fulling  at  fi\^^  and  ud» 
st>ady  at  two. 


INDIAN  COUNCILS  BILL. 
BRADLAUGH  :  May  I  ask 


Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  May  I  ask  the' 
First   Lord  of   the   Ti*ea«ury  when  the 
Indian  Councils  Bill,  which  stands  as  the 
fifth  Oi-der  of  the  I>av,  will  be  taken  ? 

♦TnK  FiaST  LORD  ot'  im:  TREA- 
SUKY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  West- 
minster) :  It  will  certainly  not  be  taken 
either  this  week  or  next. 

TUE  AMENDMENT  OF  THE  INDIAN 
FACTORY  ACTS. 
Mii.  SAMUEL  SMITH  (Flintshire): 
I  beg  to  tisk  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  wlicther  his  attention  has 
be^n  drawn  to  th:*  letter  in  thp  Tim**n, 
of  1 0th  April,  from  Mr.  Holt  S.  Hallett, 
relative  to  the  Amendment  to  the  Indian 
Factory  Acts,  wherein  he  quotes  the 
Report  of  Mr.  Meade-King  relative  to 
the  effect  of  factory  work  at  an  early  age 
npou  Indian  children  : — 

**  Nothing  ba.^  improsscd  me  more  in  tKe 
course  of  my  ioapection  of  the  Bombay  mills 
than  the  unboalthy,  Htunted,  and  puny  appear^ 
Knee  of  a  great  iiunib».*r  of  the  children  whom 
I  have  at'ifti  at  work  ;  " 

whether  bis  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Di'ewett,  which 
was  laid  before  the  Fm:tory  Commissiun, 
regarding  the  ginning  factories  in  Khan- 
desh,  wlicroiu  he  states  that — 

*'  The  women  sit  on  iho  back  of  the  gina, 
and  have  simply  to  lift  np  the  cotton  and  pu«h 
it  forward.  I  have  often  a^on  them  doing  this 
m**chfttiicully,  three-parts  asleep.  I  think  yon 
will  find  that  the  women  had  worked  night  and 
day  for  a*i  long  us  a  week  at  a  stretch.  I  di:> 
not  think  there  ia  a  double  set  of  children  any- 


669 


PoH  Office 


{ApiulIT,  1890} 


at  Corduff, 


670 


where,  and  they  mast  a^so  have  worked  day 
and  night.  The  women  would  have  worked 
23  out  of  the  24  Hours ;  '* 

and  whether  the  Govarnment  of  India 
are  taking  any  steps  to  check  the  abuses 
reported  ? 

Sib  J,  GORST:  The  Secretary  of 
State  has  had  his  attention  directed  to 
the  evidenca  as  t)  the  condition  of 
women  and  children  in  Indian  Fact  Dries. 
The  Factory  Liw  Amendmant  Bill,  now 
before  the  Indian  Legislature,  will,. to 
some  extent,  daal  with  the  existing  eyils, 
and  will,  in  p  articular,  bring  the  ginning 
factories  referred  to  in  paragraph  2  of 
the  question  for  the  first  time  under 
legislative  restriction.  The  proceedings 
of  the  Berlin  Conference  will  be  con- 
sidered by  the  Government  of  India  in 
reference  to  these  matters  before  the 
Bill  is  passed  into  Law. 

IRELAND— EMPLOYMENT  OF  MILL 

TARY  AT  EVICTIONS. 
Mr.  JOHN  ELLIS  (Nottingham, 
RushclifEe)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  Stato  for  War  what  is  the  total  extra 
cost  arising  from  the  employment  of 
military  at,  or  in  connection  with,  evic- 
tions in  Ireland,  during^  the  three  years 
ending  31st  March,  1890? 
♦The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle)  :  The  total  cost  arising  from 
the  causes  referred  to  for  the  period 
stated  was  £2,675. 

COST    OF    EMPLOYING    POLICE    AT 
EVICTIONS. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  what  is  the  total  extra  cost 
arising  from  the  employment  of  the  con- 
stabulary at,  or  in  connection  with, 
evictions,  or  in  the  protection  of  care- 
takers, during  the  three  years  ending 
:Ust  March,  1890  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  Foa  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.)  :  The  Constabulary  authorities  re- 
port that  the  books  of  the  Department 
do  not  contain  separate  entries  of  the 
costs  connected  with  the  duties  referred 
to  in  the  question ;  and  an  investigation 
for  the  purpose  would  involve  such  con- 
siderable labour  and  serious  'loss  of  time 
as  to  render  it  inexpedient  in  the  public 
interest. 


Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  aware  that  a  Return  was 
granted  in  1888? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Yes  ;  and  the 
preparation  of  that  Return  involved  so 
much  labour  that  I  could  not  ask  the 
Department  to  repeat  it.  The  labour  in 
preparing  a  Return  for  three  years  would 
be  enormous. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  :  Before 
going  into  Sup[>ly  upon  the  Constabu- 
lary Vote,  will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
give  all  the  information  necessary  to 
enable  the  Irish  Members  to  discuss  the 
Vote? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Will  the 
hon.  Gentleman  specify  what  he  wants  ? 

Dr.  tanner  :  I  want  the  whole  of 
the  information. 

Mh.  HUGH  GRAHAM,  J.P. 
Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan, 
N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
any  complaints  have  reached  the  Lor^ 
Chancellor  of  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Hugh 
Graham,  J.P.,  of  Rahoney,  Dromore, 
County  Tyrone,  accusing  him  of  drunken- 
ness, and  threatening  to  asstult  a 
passenger  in  a  railway  carriage,  on  the 
27th  of  March,  1889  ;  of  being  under 
the  influence  of  drink  while  giving 
evidence  in  a  Land  Court,  on  23rd 
January,  1889,  when  Mr.  Justice  Litton 
had  him  removed  from  Court  by  a  police- 
man ;  and  of  baing  on  another  occasion 
drunk  at  the  Oraagh  Railway  Station, 
and  annoying  ladies,  when  a  policeman 
who  was  asked  to  arrest  him  refused  on 
the  grounds  that  he  was  on  railway 
premises ;  and  whether  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor has  inquired  into  thesa  allegations, 
and  with  what  result  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  informed 
that  the  case  of  this  gentleman  is  still 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland. 

POST  OFPrCEAT  CORDUFF. 
Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Postmaster  General  whether  he 
will  cause  inquiry  to  be  mads  as  to  the 
necessity  for  a  post  office  at  Corduff, 
County  Monaghan,  which  has  a  popular 
tion  of  400  families,  with  chapel,  schools, 
and  dispensary,  and  is  situated  in  a 
populous  district  of  country,  and  several 
miles  from  a  post  office  ? 
2  A  2 
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♦The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes,  University  t*f  Cambridge) :  The 
subject  to  which  the  hon»  Member  refera 
has  been  carefully  irtquired  into,  find  I 
regret  to  find  that  the  correspondence 
wlu'ch  would  benefit  by  the  esUiblishno  nt 
of  a  Post  Office  at  Cordntf  is  su  Hniall  in 
amonnt  as  t(3  preclude  me  from  acceding 
to  the  retpiest.  The  nearest  Post  Office 
to  Corduff  is  at  Corvally,  two  and  a  half 
miles  distant}  and  the  Po&tal  Service  in 
the  neighb<:)urhfiod  is  uosv  cond acted  at 
a  loss  to  the   Revenue. 

ABBEYFEALE  PETTY  SESSIONS. 
Mr.  WILLIAM  ABRAHAM  (Limer- 
ick, W.):  Ibe^toanktheOhief  Secreturj^tct 
the  Loi*d  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
his  attention  lins  been  drawn  to  tlie  fact 
that,  at  a  Petty  Session  Court,  held  in 
Abbeyfeale  on  the  26th  ultimo,  before 
Messrs.  Turner,  R.N.,  and  W.  C. 
Harnett,  J. P.,  a  case  of  alleged  trespass, 
at  suit  of  James  Esmonde^  .LP.,  against 
Mrs.  Harnett,  was  called,  tiie  plaintiff 
not  appearing  ;  that  the  defendant 
applied  for  an  adjourament  in  conse- 
quence of  the  absence  of  his  solicitor, 
but  was  refused  ;  and  that,  after  all  the 
other  ciises  had  been  disposed  of,  the 
Magistrates  kept  the  police  and  oftlcials 
of  the  Court  waiting  the  arrival  of  Mr. 
EBmande,  and  then  heard  and  adjudi- 
cated upon  the  case,  although  Mrs. 
Harnett  had  been  refused  the  adjourn- 
ment ;  and  if  he  will  cause  an  inquiry  to 
bo  made  into  the  circumstances  of  the 
case? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  T  am  informed 
thai  the  case  had  been  already  adjourned 
at  the  previous  Petty  Sessions,  and  as  it 
involved  no  question  of  difficulty  the 
Magistrates  refused  to  further  adjourn  it. 
They  accordingly  proceeded  with  it  upon 
the  arrival  by  tmiu  of  the  plaintiff,  who 
bad  come  a  distance  of  upwards  of  80 
miles  to  give  evidence  in  the  matter. 

In  reply  to  a  further  question  by  Mr* 
W,  Abraham, 

Mb.  A,  X  BALFOUR  said  there  was 
only  a  delay  of  about  a  quarter  of  an 
hour. 

RAILWAY  IN  DONEfiAL. 

Mk.  ARTHUR  O^CONNOR  (Donegal, 

E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 

Treaaury  whether  he  Is  aware  that  the 

Grand  Jury  of  Donegal  have  agreed  to  a 


baronial  guai-fiuteo  for  the  working 
expenses  of  a  line  of  mil  way  frcmi 
Stranorlar  to  Glen  ties,  through  the 
town  of  Ballybofey  ;  wlielher  such 
guamntee  includes  the  area  of  that 
to^^^l  ;  whether  represf^ntations  have 
l>eeu  made  to  the  Treasury  that  such  a 
line  running  through  the  town  will 
rather  injure  than  serve  it,  unless  pro* 
vision  is  made  for  a  station  there  ;  and 
whether  the  Treasury  will  take  steps  to 
secure  that  1  his' shall  be  done  '? 

*Thk  SECRETARY  in  tbe  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  .1acs:.so\\  Lt-eds,  K)  :  Re- 
presentations have  lieen  made  to  me  on 
this  subject,  which  will  l)e  carefully  con- 
sidered before  any  final  action  ij* 
taken. 

POSTMASTEKSHIP  OP  LETTEnKENNY, 
Mu.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Postmaster  General  whether  the 
vacancy  in  the  Postmastership  at  Letter- 
kemiy  has  yet  been  filled  ;  what  the 
allowance  for  office  rent  is  to  be ;  what 
arj  the  numl>ers  of  the  assistants,  estab- 
lished and  unestablished,  and  their 
respective  salaries  ;  and  whether  there 
is  any  difference  in  the  work  done  hy 
them  ? 

•Mr,  R  A  IKES:  No  appointment  has 
yet  been  made  to  the  Letterkenny  Post 
Office,  but  I  hope  to  be  able  to  make  on© 
shortly.  An  allowance  will  be  granted 
for  office  rent;  but  tlic  amount  of  it 
cannot  be  lixed  at  present — de})ending^ 
as  it  does,  upon  the  arrangements  which 
tlie  new  Postmaster  may  make,  llie 
established  force  will  consist  of  three 
membei*s  on  scale,  rising  from  1 2s,  to  308*  J 
a  week.  There  will  also  be  two  assistants,  ] 
unestablisbcd,  at  £30  a  year  each, 
iietween  the  work  done  by  the  estal> 
lished  and  unestablished  foree  there  is, 
no  doubt,  a  difference  ;  but  what  this 
difference  is  in  the  particular  case  of 
Lotterkenny,  the  shortness  of  the  notice 
has  not  admitted  of  my  ascertaining. 
If  I  can  obtain  any  information,  I  will 
furnisli  the  hon.  Member  with  it, 

L4ND    COMMISSION  PURCHASES. 

Mr.  SEYMOUR  KEAY  (Elgin  andj 
Nairn)  :  I  beg  to  fisk  the  Chief  Secretary' 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  how 
many  acres  of  land  in  Ireland  have  been 
purchased  by  the  Irish  Ijand  Commission 
under  Clause  T)  of  *'Tbe  Purchaflo  of 
Land  (Ireland)  Act^  1S85  ;**  what  amount 
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has  b^en  ei ponded  by  the  Jjand  Com- 
missioa  in  pun^liusing  the  same ;  how 
}  many  acres*  have  beeu  sold  by  the  Land 
^  Comraission  ancJer  the  abovo  clause, 
what  amount  bus  been  realised  for  tliein, 
and  what  number  of  aci*e8  so  purchased 
does  the  Commission  still  \m\i\  ;  what  is 
the  number  of  acres  and  purchase  value 
of  holdings  resumed  by  the  Land  Com- 
mission from  tenant  pnrcliosers  under 
Clause  3  ;  and  how  many  of  these  have 
been  re -sold  to  fr.^sh  purchasers,  and  at 
wliaT,  price  1 

lU,  A.  J.  BALB^OUR:  The  Unci 
Commissioners  report  that  under  the 
powers  referred  to  in  the  first  paragrajih 
of  the  question,  19,S17  acres  have  bc-en 
80  piirchiised,  the  purchase  money  bifing 
£15lM17,  which  hIso  iTpresents  the 
jimoimt  for  which  the  lands  were  re-sold 
by  them*  The  Commissioners  do  not 
possess  any  portion  of  the  holdings.  As 
regjirds  the  inquiries  in  the  two  con- 
eluding  par.igraphfij  the  hon.  Member 
app^^ars  to  bo  under  a  mis  apprehension. 
The  Laud  CDmniijssioneis  do  not  resume 
possession  of  holdings  from  tenaat 
purchasers.  If,  however,  there  be  de- 
fault in  the  pi^yment  of  instahnents  for 
a  holding,  it  is  put  up  for  sale  by  the 
Commissioners^  subject  to  the  future  in- 
stalments payable  in  respect  of  the 
original  ]mro  has  e-money,  Sinc:^  the 
passing  of  the  Act  in  1885,  loans  have 
been  issued  in  upwards  of  12,000  cases, 
and  in  12  coses  only  has  there  boen  de- 
fault in  the  payment  of  the  inst^tl- 
ments, 

Mr,  J.  MOHLEY  (Newcastle-upon^ 
Tyne)  :  The  right  hon.  (ireivtiemaii  has 
not  answered  the  last  part  of  the  ques- 
tion . 

Mr,  a  J.  BALFOUR:  Uiidvr  what  1 
tvpprehend  to  be  the  conditions  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  number 
re-snld  of  the  12  is  nine,  and  three  are 
«till  unsold. 

LANDKD  ESTATES  COtmT. 
Ma  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  a  Return  of  Irish 
Kstates  in  the  Landed  Estates  Court  for 
H'lle,  showing  the  location  of  each  estate, 
the  name  of  the  landloixl,  the  rateable 
vahuition,  the  actual  present  rental,  the 
bighcHt offer  mride  in  etich  cjise  in  which 
ihers  ha-s  b^en  any  offer  of  purchase,  and 


the  period  fur  which  each  estate  has  been 
in  the  hands  of  the  Court? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  Registrar 
to  the  Land  Judges  reports  that  it  would 
not  he  practicable  to  give  the  proposed 
Return. 

In  reply  to  another  question  by  Mr. 
Sexton, 

Mr.  a.  J,  BALFOUR  said  :  I  only 
received  the  information  which  I  have 
just  given  since  I  entered  the  House, 
but  I  will  be  glad  to  make  further 
inquines. 
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Me.  PATRICK  OBRIEX  :  I  beg  to  ask 
theSecretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  he  has  caused  any  inde- 
pendent inquiry  into  the  allegations  of 
Mr,  George  Harrison  against  the  officers 
of  Pcntouville,  Milllmuk,  and  Chatham 
Prisons,  made  to  a  representative  of  the 
Press,  and  reported  on  the  29th  of 
March;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  com- 
municate the  Report  to  the  Mouse  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  lOR  thk 
HOME  DEPARTMBXT^Mr.  Matthews, 
Birmingham,  E.)  :  Yes,  Sir ;  I  have 
caused  inquiry  fci3  be  made  by  the  Visit- 
ing Director  int4>  all  the  allegations 
which  have  been  attributed  to  George 
Harrison  in  the  Press,  and  he  has  re- 
ported that  they  are  devoid  of  foundation. 
I  do  not  propose  to  u\y  this  Report  on 
the  Table,  but  I  will  show  it  to  the  hon. 
Member,  if  he  wisiiea  it 

WILFUL  IStrTKDER, 
Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E,,  Rugby):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  D^^portnient  whether  he  is  aware 
that,  in  the  10  years  from  1879  to  lb88 
inclusive,  there  were  in  England  and 
Wales  1J66  vei-dicts  of  wilful  murder 
found  by  Coroners'  Juries,  672  persons 
ct^mnutted  for  trial,  373  acquitted  or 
found  insane,  291)  condemned  to  death, 
lo4  executed,  and  145  sentences  of  death 
commuted ;  and  whether,  looking  to  the 
disparity  between  the  numbers  of  com- 
mittals and  convictions,  and  lietween  the 
numbers  of  capital  sentences  fjfi-ssed  and 
carried  ouf,  as  ci>mpai'td  with  committals, 
convictions,  and  sentences  for  other 
crimes  of  violence,  the  Government  will, 
in  this  or  next  Session,  introduce  a 
measure  either  for  the  abolition  of  capital 
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punisbraent,  or  {or  otherwise  amtmding 
the  law  relating  to  punishment  for  wil- 
ful murder  ? 

Mr,  MAITHKWS:  Yes,  Sir;  the 
figures  are  correctly  given.  Of  tlie  1 45 
cases  w4iero  the  dtath  sentence  was  com- 
mnted^  30  were  crimes  of  infanticide  by 
women*  It  is  nttt  the  intention  of  tlie 
Government  to  introduce  any  legishition 
in  the  direction  indleatjd  by  the  hc»n. 
Member. 

FACTORY  ACTS-CARDIFF. 

JklB.  CUNINGHAME  (HIAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Seci-e- 
tary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
if  any  steps  have  been  taken  t<j  enforce 
the  Factory  Acts  { Clause  16,  41  and  42 
Vic.)  in  Messrs.  Vaughan'a  workn  at 
Cardiff ;  if  lie  is  aware,  tliat  during  the 
recent  dispute,  Messrs.  Vanghan,  and  Co, 
supplied  fixxl  t<5  the  women  and  girls  at 
work  on  the  premises,  and  that  last  Ootid 
Fridjty  the  women  worked  at  this 
establishment  to  12  o'clock;  and  if  he 
Would  see  that  in  future  the  Fa<:tory 
Acts  are  enforced  in  this  establish- 
ment ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  Yrs,  Sir;  the 
Factory  Acts  are  lieing  enforced  at  the 
dye  works  of  Messra.  Vaoghan,  and  I  am 
not  aware  that  they  have  been  infringed. 
The  facta  referred  to  in  the  second  psini- 
graph  took  place  at  the  laundry  works  of 
Messrs.  Vaughan,  wliich  are  not  within 
the  Factory  Acts.  The  hands  in  the  dye 
works  hud  both  Go<xi  Friday  and  Easter 
Monday  as  holidays.  The  dye  works 
have  been  regularly  visited  by  the 
Inspector  for  years. 

OLD  CROSS  BOXES  BURIAL  GROUNIK 
Mk  CAIJSTON  (Southwark,  W.)  :  1 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  d  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  use  made  of  the 
unconHecmted  '*  Old  Cross  Bones  ''  Burial 
Ground,  in  Union  Street,  Borough,  closed 
in  18n4,  and  from  which  the  human 
remains  have  not  been  removed  ; 
whether  lie  is  aware  that  the  pro|)erty 
W8S  sold  by  auction  by  the  parish  in  or 
abfmt  the  year  1886,  and  that  since  that 
date  it  has  been  conn  tan  tly  used  for  the 
following  pui-poses,  namely,  penny 
circuses,  switchbick  railways,  waxworks 
and  ghost  shows,  steam  roundabouts,  itc, 
liccsompanied  by  steam  and  other  organs, 
rattles,  drums,  belb^  and  steam  shriekers  ; 
Mr.  Cobb 


and  whether  any  existing  Authority  can 
prevent  the  landlord  from  letting  the 
property  for  these  purjxses;  and,  if  not^ 
whether  he  w  ill  take  steps  to  legislate  in 
the  dirL'ction  of  giving  jxjwers  to  put 
down  this  and  similar  proceedings.  ? 

Mil.  MAITHKWS:  No,  Sirj  my 
attention  has  not  bc-en  called  to  this 
matter,  otherwise  than  by  the  question 
of  the  hon  Memlier.  I  am  informed  by 
the  Commissioner  of  Police  that  the 
property  was  sold  to  a  private  individual 
by  the  Trustees  of  the  parish,  and  that  it 
is  used  for  the  purpjses  referred  to  by  the 
poorer  cktsses,  who  conduct  themselves 
in  an  orderly  manner.  It  is  a  question 
of  law,  88  to  which  I  can  give  no  opinion, 
whethei  the  temporary  erections  referred 
to  are  buildings  \%'ithin  the  mep-ning  of  tho 
DisusL'd  Biirial  Grounds  Act,  and  it  i& 
left  to  the  Local  Authority  or  to  private 
individuals  to  pn  ceed  by  indictment  for 
nuisance.  The  County  Council  are  the 
Authorities  under  the  Act  of  1884,  and 
I  think  any  rt^presentation  on  the  matter 
should  be  addressed  to  that  Body. 

Mu.  CAUSTON  :  The  Ixmdon  County 
Council  have  proceeded  against  tho 
tenants,  but  when  a  conviction  takes 
place  the  tenant  retires,  and  another 
takes  his  place  ;  I  want  to  know  whether 
the  1*0  is  any  way  by  which  we  cait 
get  lit  the  freeholder? 

Mi^  MATTHEWS  :  I  cannot  venture 
to  express  an  opinion  upon  a  question  of 
law  like  that. 

FACTORY   AND  WORKSHOP 

INSPECTORS. 

Mr.  BROADHURST  (Nottingham, 
W  j  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  statement-ij 
in  the  Press,  notably  in  the  Manchester 
(ruartfiant  to  the  effect  that  the  Govern- 
ment are  alxjut  to  throw  open  the , 
appointment  of  Factory  and  Worksho 
Inspectors  to  open  competition,  and 
whetlier  this  is  intended  to  prevent  the 
further  appointment  of  workmen  in* 
spectors  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  No.  Sir;  I  hav 
not  seen  the  statements  in  questio 
The  existing  scheme  for  the  examinatio 
of  Factory  Inspectors  is  now  under 
vision,  but  the  changes  in  contemplation 
will  not  have  the  effect  of  preventing 
the  appointment  of  working  men  candi* 
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datea  in  the  future.  It  is  not  inteaded 
to  tliraw  open  these  appointments  to 
open  competition, 

OFFICERS'  SWORDS. 
Mr.  HOWAKD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  *Secretary  of 
State  for  War  if  his  attjention  has  been 
called  to  the  reoenfc  d^^tention  at  Queen- 
borough,  by  the  vigilance  of  Her  Majesty's 
officers  of  Customs,  of  a  cjise  of  awt<rds 
markeil  with  a  British  crown  and  the 
vvoi-ds  ''  Royal  Scoti  Luthian  Regiment/* 
but  subsequently  released  upon  **  Mann - 
fiictured  in  f?ermany  *'  being  (:»ointed  out 
hidden  under  tlie  Init ;  if  the  swords 
were  imported  fur  the  officers  of  Her 
Majesty's  Firnt  Regiment  of  Foot;  if  he 
can  state  the  name  of  the  importer  ;  and 
whether,  having  regfirdt-o  the  dangerous 
failure  in  the  Soudin  of  foreign  weaponiJ 
tu  the  hands  of  Dritiiih  sol  die  rs,  and  the 
importance  to  the  nation  i>f  the  lives  of 
the  Qucc'ii's  ufticers  in  kittle  crises,  they 
are  free  to  et^uip  themselves  indiscrimi- 
nately from  librcnul^  or  if  colonels  of  regi- 
ments arc  respnisible  to  the  Military 
Authorities  for  the  proper  arming  of  the 
officers  under  them  ? 

•Mr,  K.  STANHOPK  :  The  facta  are  as 
stated   by  my   lion.    Krii^nd  in  the  first 

.paragraph.  It  is  presumed  tliat  the 
swords  were   import/cd  for   the  officers  of 

'the  Royal  8cut^,  but  the  V7ar  Othce 
lias  no  information  on  this  j)oinfc. 
The  itn  porters  ar»3  Messrs.  Jlart- 
jen  &  Co.,  of  No.  4,  Falcon  Street, 
E.C.,  and  I  understand  thai  the 
Board  of  Customs  lias  informed  them 
that  the  country  of  manufacture  should 
be  more  conspicuously  marked  in  future. 
Officers  of  the  Army  and  Navy  provide 
their  own  swords,  and  they  are  at  lilxjrty 
to  buy  them  where  they  please. 

Mh.  HANBCJ RY  (Preston)  :  Does  the 
same  rule  ap[)ly  to  r^  vol  vera  ? 

•Mn.   K8TANHOPE:   Yes,   Sir;   the 
officers  provide  their  own  revolvers. 

rAYM.A8TER  SERGEANTS, 
Mr  MACDONALD  CAMERON  : 
I  beg  to  a.sk  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  with  reference  to  his  statement, 
last  year,  that  there  was  no  intention  of 
altering  the  status  of  iiiiy  master  sergeants 
and  orderly  room  Bergeant^  appointed  to 
thtj  permanent  striff  of  the  Militia  before 
]ie  1st  Mfirch,  1888,  whether  it  is  the 
that    orders    have   recently    l:>een 
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issued  directing  that  such  rion-comraiii* 
sioned  officers  be  not  permitted  to  con* 
tinue  in  ihe  Service  l:>eyond  21  yc«rs,  bo 
m fitter  what  their  age  may  be  ;  and,  if 
so,  whether  such  orders  material ly  alter 
the  status  uf  men  whom  the  Militia 
Regulations  permit  to  serve  until  they 
attain  the  age  of  50  or  55  years,  ac- 
cording ti!)  tlie  time  they  joined  the 
permanent  staff  c  f  the  Militia? 

*Mr.  E.  STANHOPI*::  There  are  three 
descriptioub  of  puymastx^r  sergeants  and 
orderly  rtinm  clerks  now  serving  in  the 
Militia — (I)  those  who  are  completing 
their  Arniy  engagements  of  !21  years  ; 
(2)  those  '^\ho  have  completed  such  en- 
gagement and  are  allowed  to  continue 
-serving  ;  and  (3)  pensioners  and  militia-* 
men  serving  on  live-year  renewable  en- 
gngemenls.  The  appointment  of  pay- 
master sergeants  and* orderly  roc*ra  clerk» 
in  the  Militia  have  bi-en  abohshed,  but 
there  is  no  intention  tif  interfering  with 
the  engagement  under  which  men  are 
now  serving*  Such  engagement,  how- 
ever^ will  not  be  renewed  except  where 
it  is  for  tl^e  g<Xid  of  the  Service,  and 
when  specially  rocomnundLd. 

31I1JTAHY    CO^rPETrnVE    EXABU- 
NATION. 

Mr.  DONAL  SULLIVAN  (West- 
meath,  S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
Stjite  for  War  if  he  can  state  now  when 
the  result  uf  the  last  Military  Competi- 
tive Examination  for  ConmiisHions  in  the 
Army  for  Subalterns  of  the  Militia,  held 
on  the  19  th  and  20th  of  March  last, 
will  he  communicattd  to  the  candi- 
dates ? 

Mil  E.  STANHOPE  :  It  is  hoped  tliat 
the  result  of  this  examination  will  lie 
notiti^  d  t<j  each  candidate,  by  post,  on 
Saturday  next.  The  it?  were  318  can- 
didates, and  as  the  competition  is  a  very 
close  ime,  the  pii>ers  have  to  be  moeife 
carefully  checked. 

THE  LADIES'  GALLERY. 
Mr.  LENG  (Dundee)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  First  CLJmmis.«4ioner  of  Works 
whether,  seeing  the  keen  inter^^st  tiiken 
by  ladies  in  the  pnx'ee dings  of  this 
House,  and  the  eager  hut  of t4?n  inefFectnai 
attempts  of  Members,  by  the  daily  ballot^ 
to  obtain  seatii  for  them  in  the  Ladies' 
Grallery,  it  is  within  tlie  resources  of 
architectural  skill  to  enlarge  the  spaca 
within  which  the  ladies  are  at  preeeni 
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(fncagedf  eo  as  to  provide  more  equal 
iLCOomDiodAtion  for  strangers  of  both 
«exes  ;  and  whether  there  is  any  g(x>d 
reason  for  cjiging  oflf  the  Ljidies'  (lullery, 
and  80  obstructing  the  view  which  tbe 
Ladies  would  other wiMtj  have  of  the  House 
and  its  proueedings  ? 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  or 
WORKS  (Mr.  PLUNKF:r,  Univerfiity  of 
Dublin)  :  I  am  sijrry  to  say  that,  owing* 
to  tho  structui-al  conditions  of  that  part 
of  the  House  w^  be  rein  the  Ladies^  Gallery 
ifl  situated,  it  i^  ni)t  possibk'  t4>  enlarge  it 
as  the  hon.  Member  suggests.  As  to 
removing  tbe  gratinpr.  that  is  a  burning 
question  which  luiii  often  lieen  mised  and 
debated,  and  has  always  been  dteided  in 
rhe  negative,  very  much,  I  believe,  be- 
t^us©  it  hns  been  ascertained  whenever 
inquiry  haa  l>een  made  that,  thc>uglj  some 
of  the  ladies  who  visit  the  Gallery  com- 
plain of  being  "encaged'*  liS  the  lion. 
Member  puts  jt  in  bis  question,  the  feeling 
of  the  majority  is  decidedly  against  the 
i*«moval  of  tbe  grating. 

Dr*  TANKHli:  As  this  is  a  burnt ni^ 
question,  in  there  any  chance  of  itvS  being 
melted  down  ? 

Ma.  PLUNKKT:  It  is  culled  a  grill 
now. 

TOE  SUBMARIXE  TELEGRATH  TO 

THE  CONTINENT. 

Mft.  HENNIKKR  HEATUX  (Canter^ 
bury) :  I  Ixjg  to  ask  the  Postmiistcr 
General  whether  the  puix^hase  of  the 
snbmarine  telegntphn  between  England 
and  the  continent  has  resulted  in  a 
financixU  success  ;  and  w^hether  he  is  in  a 
{Kifiition  to  give  the  approximate  ex- 
penditni*©  and  tberecL^iptsof  this  Service 
from  the  iierit>d  of  purchase  up  to 
date  ? 

♦Mil.  RAIKES:  It  is  difficult  t.:> 
attach  a  precise  meaning  to  the  words 
"  financial  success,"  as  employed  by 
the  Hon,  Member,  but  I  think  I  am 
jlistified  in  saying  that  the  result  of 
the  acquisition  of  the  submarine  cables 
between  this  country  and  the  continent 
inay^  on  tbe  whole,  be  descriWd  as  siitis- 
factory.  In  view  of  tbe  approaching 
International  Telegraph  Conference,  it 
would  be  contrary  to  the  public  interest 
to  make  any  official  statement  at  present 
respecting  the  detiiils  of  this  question. 


KOK-DELIVERY  OF  TELEGRAMS. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  w^bether  he  is  aware 
that  Ti  telegram  hiinded  in  at  Bourne- 
mouth, on  22nd  February,  addressed  to  a 
mercantile  firm  in  Glasgow^,  was  never 
dcliveretl*  and  that  tbe  Department,  on 
2nd  of  April,  admitted  that  the  non- 
delivery was  due  t*)  carelessness  on  the 
part  of  one  of  the  telegraphists;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  a  loss  of  about  £2(y 
resulted  fitim  the  non -delivery  of  the 
telegi-am  ;  and  if  he  can  explain  why  the 
Department  offered  7 id,,  lieing  the 
amount  prepaid  by  the  sender  of  lite 
telegram,  tis  the  only  compensation,  and! 
whether  any  increase  can  be  made  on 
that  offer? 

^Mr,  RAIKES :  I  regret  to  find  that 
the  failure  of  tbe  telegram  referred  to 
was  due  to  cart' less ness,  and  to  learn 
from  the  lutii.  Memlier  that  it  was 
atkaided  with  such  serious  loi^s.  The 
Dejvartment  has  no  power  to  grunt  com- 
pensation for  lo^s  incurred  through  the 
non-ilelivery  of  a  t^'legram*  All  it  can 
do  is  to  refund  tbe  cost  of  the  telegram 
and  endeav^our  to  prevent  similar  mis- 
takes. .Punishment  is  always  inftictod-j 
on  the  jierson  in  finjlt. 

THE  SCOTCH  MAILS, 

Mb.      MACDONALD      CAMERON 

(Wick) :  I  bc»g  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  he  is  aware  that  the  8 
p.m,  mail  fn»ni  London  to  Scotland  does 
not  arrive  in  Wick  until  5.30  p;m.  next 
evening,  in  Thurso  until  6  p.m.,  and  in 
Kirkwall  until  12  p.m*  ;  and  whether  he 
is  prepared  tti  take  such  steps  as  will 
enable  the  mails  to  reach  Wick  at  3.30 
p.m.  and  Kirkwall  at  8  p.m.,  so  as  to 
enable  merchants  and  others  in  those 
remote  towns  to  peruse  their  ctirrespon- 
dence  and  reply  to  it  by  next  morning's 
south-gt»ing  mail  1 

♦Mk.  RAIKES:  Tlie  facts  are,  no  doubt, 
substiintiully  tis  stated  in  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  s  question  ;  but,  while  fully  appre- 
i^iating  the  importance  of  the  matter,  I 
should  not  bt?  justified  in  incurring 
additiniml  expense  in  accelerating  the 
Highland  Mail  Service,  the  cost  of  that 
Service  being  already  very  great.  I  am, 
however,  giving  very  careful  attention  lo 
tbe  subject,  in  the  liope  that  a  way  may 
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l)e  found  o£  aewding  t<i  fclie  ^vialtes 
cjcpreaaedi  without  adding  to  t)ie  charge 
on  the  public  purse. 

PARCEL  POST  WITH  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 

Mr,  ROWNTREK  (Scarkirough)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  Genei'al  if  any 
steps  are  being  taken  to  bring  about  tlie 
establishment  of  a  Parcel  Post  between 
Great  Britain  imd  the  United  States? 

♦Mk.  RAIKES  :  Yea,  Sir.  For  several 
years  active  steps  have  Ijeeti  taken  to 
bring  about  a  Parcel  Post  with  the 
United  States,  but  hitherto  without 
success.  Negotiations,  however,  have 
recently  l)een  renewed,  and  I  tmi  not 
without  hope  of  a  aatisfiictory  r.^^sult. 

PARLIAMENTARY    PAPERS-SALE 
A(;ENCV    in   WALES. 

Mft.  ALFRED  TtlOiL^S  (Glamorgani 
E.)  •  1  beg  to  a.sk  the  Secretary  to  tlie 
Treasury  if  the  Government  will  apf)oint 
It  [uibli^her  in  Wales,  say  at  Cardiff,  for 
the  sale  of  Parliamentary  Papers,  Bills, 
Acts  of  Parliament,  and  other  Govern- 
ment publications ;  and  will  ga\x^^  the 
name  of  the  publinher  for  Walea  to  be 
£iet  forth  on  the  imprint  of  all  such 
doeumeriti',  along  with  the  names  of  the 
publishers  for  England,  Scotland,  and 
Ireland  1 

Mb,  JACKSOX:  Sale  agencies  for 
Government  }mblications  nf  all  kiiifls 
have  bt^eu  ^mnted,  after  competition,  to 
tliree  tirms  for  10  years  from  January  1, 
18H7,the  rights  of  tlieone  tinn  extttnding 
to  England  at  id  Wales  together,  the;  othens 
respLctivcly  bo  Scotland  and  Ireland.  So 
long  as  thesj  con  tracts  run  it  is  irapos 
sible  for  the  Government  to  grant  a 
fourth  contrfict  for  sale  agency  in  Walejs, 
but  1  am  not  aware  of  any  inconvenience 
to  inhabitants  of  the  Prijici|>ality,  re- 
citing from  the  present  systt-m,  which 
Duld  necessitate  the  establislmient  of  a 
"separate  agency  for  Wales.  Monthly 
lists  of  the  Parliamentar}^  Papers  are 
exhibited  in  the  chief  [x)st  offices  in 
Wales,  including  Cardiii,  with  order 
forms  for  the  use  of  the  public. 

BROMPTON  CEMETERY, 

Dr.      FARQUHAHSON     (Abei-deen 

shire,  W.) :  I  l>eg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  tlie 

Treasury  whether,  considering  the  great 

increase  of  property  and    population  in 


the  neighbourhood  of  Brompton  Cerae- 
t.ery,  Government  will  agree  to  close  it, 
as  proposed  in  1 884^  and  will  hand  it 
over  as  a  disused  burial  ground  to  the 
London  County  Council,  with  due  regard 
to  the  vested  rights  of  interested  persons, 
and  to  the  policy  of  the  Extramural 
Interments  Act. 

Mpv.  JACKSON:  The  Treasury  is 
advised  that  it  is  not  ntcessary,  on 
s;initary  grounds,  to  close  Brompton 
Cemeter}%  and  as  there  is  a  present 
inc<ime  of  £6,000  per  annum  derived 
from  the  cemetery »  1  am  n«.>t  prepired  to 
advise  that  it  should  1k"  closed  on  other 
ground.s. 

GOVERN^IENT     COPYRIGHT     IN 

BLUE    BOOKS. 
Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  :  I  beg  to 

tisk  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  if  it  is 
true,  as  statt^d  in  the  public  prints^  that 
the  Government  have  claimed  a  copy- 
right in  Blue  Bioks,  and  given  notice 
thfit  in  thin  respect  Her  Majesty  intends 
to  stiind  upon  jier  rights,  and  insist  that 
those  who  wish  tt>  republish  the  contents 
of  Blue  BtH^]^6  should  not  do  so  without 
pi'rmissiim ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the 
Guvernraent  will  reconsider  this  matter, 
and,  instead  of  restraining,  will  facilitate 
and  encour;^<2:e  the  action  of  all  who  are 
willing  to  ciiculate  in  a  popular  form  the 
useful  matt.T  presented  to  Parliament, 
without  regard  to  the  profit  of  Queen's 
Printer's  or  other  purveyors  of  official 
books  ? 

Mu,  JACKSON  :  The  opinions  of  the 
Treasury  with  regard  to  the  enforcement 
of  tlie  copyright  in  Government  publica* 
tionsar*e  given  at  length  in  the  Minute  of 
August  *Mst,  1H87,  which  was  prts^nted 
to  Parliament  on  September  13th  of  the 
same  year.  (Ht>use  of  Commons  Paper, 
335-87.)  If  the  hon.  Member  will  refer 
to  that  Paper  I  think  he  will  see  that 
there  is  no  need  to  reconsider  the 
matter. 

l^ni  G.  CAMPBKLL:  I  wilt  take  the 
firs^.  op[Kirtunity  ui  roising  the  question 
in  the  House. 

CROFTERS*  HOLDINGS. 
Mn.  FRASERMACKIN^rOSH  (Inver- 
nessshire) :  I  lx?g  to  ask  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate whether  lands  adjacent  to  crofters 
holdings,  propelled  or  conveyed  since  the 
passing  of  the  Croftci's'  Acts  by  a  pro- 
prietor to  his   eldest  son   and  apparent 
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heir,  are  thereby  no  longer  liable  to  be 
taken  for  the  enlargement  of  the  holdings 
of  the  adjacent  crof tars  1 

•The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P.  B. 
Robertson,  Bute.) :  If  by  any  bond 
y?cfe  disposition  lands  have  been  conveyed 
by  a  proprietor  to  another  p2r8on  since 
the  passing  of  the  Croftars  Act,  I  do  not 
consider  that  such  lands  could  be  deemed 
available  land  under  the  provisions  of 
Section  13  of  the  Act. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (SCOTLAND) 
ACr. 

Me.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether 
it  is  legal,  or  in  accordance  with  the 
Local  Government  (Scotland)  Act,  for 
Parochial  Boards  to  choose,  as  their  repre- 
sentatives on  District  Committees  of  a 
County  Council,  men  who,  not  being 
electors  for  such  county,  are  not  qualified 
to  be  electad  Councillors  ? 

♦Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  This  is 
a  question  of  statutory  construction ;  but 
my  opinion  is  that  Parochial  Boards  are 
at  liberty,  if  they  see  fit,  to  appoint 
representatives  who  are  not  qualified  to 
be  county  electors. 

REGULATION    OF    RAILWAYS    ACT. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLLS :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  what 
steps  have  been  taken  by  the  Board  of 
Trade  in  respect  of  Section  6  of  "The 
Regulation  of  Railways  Act,  1889  ?  " 

*The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OP  TRADE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks  Beach, 
Bristol,  W.) :  The  Board  of  Trade  in- 
formed the  Railway  Companies  that 
they  proposed  to  fix  the  1st  July  next, 
as  the  date  from  which  every  passenger 
ticket  is  to  have  the  fare  printed  upon 
it.  The  Board  propose  to  adhere  to  that 
date,  as  a  rule,  but.  where  there  is  any 
real  diflSculty,  they  will  grant  an  exten- 
sion to  the  1st  January,  1891,  but  not 
beyond  that. 

LIGHTHOUSES  IN  SCOTLAND. 
Mr.  MACDONALD  CAMERON:  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  it  is  true  that  at  present 
there  are  no  lighthouses  on  the  west 
coast  of  Orkney ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
is  prepared  to  recommend  their  erec- 
tion? 

11%*.  Frasei'- Mackintosh 


♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  The  only 
light  on  the  west  coast  of  Orkney  is  the 
light  on  Gremsa  Island  in  Hoy  Sound. 
The  south-west  coast  is,  however,  guarded 
by  lights  on  the  north  coast  of  Scotland 
and  in  the  Pentland  Firth.  As  fco  the 
erection  of  further  lights,  I  beg  to  refer 
the  hon.  Member  to  my  reply  of  the  28th 
March,  1889,  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Orkney  and  Shetland,  and  to  state  that 
since  that  data  no  pi-opcsals  for  the 
lighting  of  Orkney  have  been  submitted 
to  the  Board  of  Trade ;  bat  I  ought  to 
add  that  the  present  financial  condition 
of  the  Mercantile  Marine  Fund  will  not 
justify  me  in  sanctioning  such  a  proposi- 
tion, if  made. 

THE  TRAMWAYS  ACT. 
Mr.  THOMAS  HENRY  BOLTON 
(St.  Pancras,  N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
the  Government  will  consent  to  the 
appointment  of  the  proposed  Select 
Committee,  with  reference  to  "  The 
tramways  Act,  1870,"  provided  the 
inquiry  contemplated  is  restricted  to  the 
tramways  in  the  MetroiK)li8  and  the 
neighbouring  districts,  and  that  it  is 
understood  that  any  legislation  recom- 
mended by  the  Committee  shall  be  of 
a  metropolitan  chai-acter  ? 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH:  I  am  not 
aware  of  any  sufficient  reason  why  the 
tramways  in  the  Metropolis  and  the 
neighbouring  districts  should  be  dealt 
with  separately  from  tramways  in  other 
paints  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

*Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON :  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  realise  the  fact  that 
next  year  the  valuable  rights  of  the 
people  of  London  will  be  insufficiently 
provided  for  if  there  is  no  legislation  in 
the  meantime  ? 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH  :  I  am  not 
aware  that  there  is  any  absolute  neces- 
sity for  immediate  legislation. 

*Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  cause  inquiry  to  be  made? 
Both  the  London  County  Council  and 
the  Tramway  Companies  see  the  necessity 
for  legislation  in  the  matter. 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  The  Tram- 
way  Companies  look  at  the  matter  from 
quite  another  point  of  view.  They  want 
advantages  for  themselves  of  another 
kindi 
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BERLTK  INDUSTklAL  CQNFEllENCE. 
Mr,  MUNDELLA  :  1  be<<  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  for  Forcigu  Aflfairs 
whether  Her  Altijesty's  UovernTnent  is 
in  possession  of  the  R,?pijrt  i>f  the  pro- 
ceedings  of  the  ludustnal  ConfeitJiice  at 
Berliu  ;  aud  when  tlie  same  wil!  be  laid 
before  Porliarneiitl 

♦The  under  SECRCTARY  of  STATE 
rOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  .L  Fkr^ 
GUSSON,  Manchester,  N.E.)  :  All  the  Pro- 
tocols of  the  Labour  Conference  at  Berliu 
have  not  yet  been  received  ;  but  those  in 
our  liaudiJ  are  in  cunrse  of  translation, 
and  the  whole  will  Ix^  presented  as  soon 
as  possible. 


POI 


PORTUGUESE   EXPEDlTfON  UP  THE 

Mr.  HANBQRV  (Preston):  I  beg  to 
the  Soeretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
ars  wliether  any,  and,  if  so,  what, 
information  has  rejujlied  the  Foreign 
Office  as  to  the  desjmteh  ol  a  Portuguese 
Expedition  up  the  Shire  to  attaclc  M.pondi\, 
and  in  reference  to  which  tlie  Times 
correspondent    at   Zanzibar    states   that 

ejgrams    confirming*    the   report   have 

'ived  from  Delagoa  Bay  I 
♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  Rei>orts  as  to 
the  alleged  objects  of  the  exfX'dition 
were  telegraphed  by  Her  Alajestys 
Consul  at  Moscambique,  and  Her 
Majesty's  Minister  at  Lisb>n  was  at  once 
lUBtTucted  to  commuuicato  with  the 
Portugueso  Government  on  tlie  subject. 
The  Portuguese  Minister  for  Foreign 
Affairs  stated  that  the  Portuguese 
Government  had  no  uffieitl  knowledge 
of  the  expeditinn,  bnt,  on  hearing  that  it 
was  rumoured,  had  instructed  the 
Governor  General  of  Mozambique, 
if  the  statement  was  tme,  t*)  order  the 
Commander  immediately  to  retire  be- 
liind  the  Ruo.  We  have  received  a 
farther  positive  Hssurance  that  no  fresh 
action  on  the  part  of  tlu^  Colonial  Autho 
ritiea  in  the  Shire  inconsistent  with  the 
understanding  between  the  two  Govern- 
menta  would  be  sanctioned  or  tolerated. 

THK  BOULAK  MU8EU:\[  IN  EGYPT. 
Mr.  HOWORTH  (Salford,  S, ) :  I  beg 
I  to  ask  the  Undrr  Secretary  of  State  for 
I  Foreign  Affairs  if  his  attention  has  been 
I  called  to  an  sttempt  which  has  recently 
^been  made  by  tliree  Eunipeans  tr)  setiire 
to  the  famous  Boulak  Museum  in  Egypt, 


wliich  contains  objects  uf  priceless  value 
for  the  histr.jry  of  art  and  of  early  man  ; 
and  whether  the  Govei*nment  can  see 
their  way  to  putting  some  pressure  on 
the  Anthorities  in  Egypt  to  secure  that 
these  objects  shall  be  housed  in  some 
building  less  Uablo  to  be  burnt  down 
than  the  Pahice  in  which  they  are  now 
contained,  and  for  their  better  cust<-idy 
and  protection*  I  also  wish  to  have  an 
answer  to  a  question  put  some  time  ago 
whether  the  Egyptian  Authorities  are 
taking  any  means  for  the  protection  ijf 
monuments  wlueh  have  been  recently 
much  destroyed  by  travcOers  in  the 
Nile  Valley  t  My  right  hon.  Friend  said 
that  he  would  inquire  of  Sir  Evelyn 
Baring  and  inform  the  House. 

♦Sir  J,  FERGUSSON  :  No  information 
has  yet  been  received  as  to  an  attempt 
made  by  three  Euro|jeans  to  set  fire  to 
this  Museum,  On  February  9,  Her 
MajeRty's  Agent  and  Consul  General 
reported  that  tlie  trarihfcr  of  the  B<julak 
Museum  to  tlie  Palact*  of  Ghizeh  had 
been  effected  with  complete  success,  and 
that  there  could  be  no  doubt  that  the 
ancient  Egyptian  monumentB  had  been 
placed  in  far  greater  secarily  and  would 
\m  seen  to  far  greater  advantage  than 
had  hitherto  been  the  cnse. 

THE  REV.  Mr.  DOBlE, 
Mr.  MARJORIBANKS  (Berwick* 
shire)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  he 
can  now  state  the  circumstances  attend- 
ing the  imprisonment  and  release  of  the 
Rev,  Mr,  Dobie,  at  Hodoidah  ? 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  I  am  not  yet 
able  to  give  a  reliable  account  of  the 
circumstances,  as  the  statements  of  Mr. 
Dobie  and  the  Turkish  Local  AuthoriticB 
ai*e  so  much  at  variance  that  Her 
Majesty's  Ambas&Lidor  has  found  it 
necessary  to  call  for  further  particulars 
from  the  British  Vice  Consul  at 
Hodeidah,  Ata  Muhamad  ;  when  they 
have  been  received  his  Excellency  will 
Tuake  a  further  R*»port  to  Her  Majesty *a 
Government. 

DOCKYARD  EM  PLOY  hS, 
Mr.  CUNINGH^IME  GRAHAM  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Ijtird  of  the 
Admii-alty  if  it  is  the  ease  that  males  of 
from  18  to  20  years  old  are  employed 
as  boys   in   Her  Majesty's   Dockyards  ; 


f»87 


Chiitham 


what  are  their  wages  ;  aud  are  these 
tx>y8  put  to  do  skilled  work,  such  as 
drilling,  driving  steam  craneSj  machines, 

♦Thb  first  lord  of  thk  A  DMT* 
RALTY  (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex, 
Ealing)  :  Boya  are  employed  in  the 
Dockyards  up  to  the  ages  of  from  18  to 
"20 years  in  connectiori  with  most  of  the 
principal  tirades.  Tlieir  pay  at  -0  years 
of  age  would  be  'Js,  6d.  per  day.  These 
Iwys  are  entered  for  the  purpose  of 
learning  trades,  and  are  employed  on 
H killed  work  witli  that  object.  Great 
pressure  is  put  upon  the  authorities  at 
each  Dockyard  to  enter  boys  and  teach 
them  trad:?8,  and  it  is  a  frequent  source 
of  complaiTit  that  more  are  not  ent.^red, 
KB  the  sons  of  workmen  have  very  ft'w 
-other  opportunities  of  learning  triules  in 
tlie  Ditckj^ard  towns, 

Mu.  CUXINGHAMK  GRAHAM: 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Fir^tt  Lord  of  the 
Adrainilty  if  the  Lords  Commissioners  of 
the  Admiridty  have  received  any 
Petitions  from  the  labourers  enjployed  in 
the  Dtxjkyards  for  an  increase  of  pay, 
tticso  having  been  presented  to  the  Lie.d 
officials  in  l«Ydn'iiHry,  who  prrmiised  that 
they  slinuld  iie  forwarded  ;  if  it  is  a  fact 
that  ortlinary  labourers  ar«  paid  L'^s.  per 
week,  and  whether  tlie  AdmimUy  have 
itny  inientiou  of  riising  this  minimum  to 
rhu  £i  p^r  week  asked  for  by  tlie 
Jabuurers ;  and  whether  the  Admiralty 
pmpose  to  redrcsi*  the  grievances  qamvl- 
[ilained  of,  namely,  in  the  matters  of 
4!hecked  pay,  low  wages,  and  with  a  view 
to  boys  being  employed  on  be»ys'  work 
iind  not  on  skilled  lalxiur  ? 

♦Loun  G.  HAMILTON  :  The  Petitions 
have  been  considered,  and  regulations 
issued,  for  a  more  rapid  tidv^ance  to 
higher  rates  of  pjiy.  These  hilTinirers 
luive  opi)4irtanitieti  of  becoming  skilled 
labourers  and  earning  20s.  per  week  and 
<iver— if  they  show  themselves  tit  for 
better  work.  It  should  l)e  borne  in  mind 
that  ftkT  more  men  are  anxious  to  be 
entered  at  15s.  per  week  than  we  could 
tind  employment  for. 

TtlE  MALABAR  TROOPSHtR 
Ma.  MirNRO  FERGUSON  (Leith, 
*kc.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  there 
were  14  fun  Aral  k  on  board  the  Malabar 
tix>opship  during  her  last  home  voyage  ; 
Mr.  Cuniuffhanie  Graham 
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that  she  carried  200  invalidB  at  starting, 
and  300  by  the  time  she  reached  Malta  ; 
and  whether  the  numbers  on  board  were 
in  excess  of  Admiralty  Regulations  ? 

•Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  Fourteen 
deaths  did  occur  on  lioaixi  the  Malabar 
during  her  last  homewanJ  voynge*  Ex- 
cluding officers  and  ladies,  644  invalids 
were  embiirked,  but  the  term  "  invalid" 
includes  not  only  men  in  the  last  stages 
of  organic  dis/ase,  but  also  those  who 
have  ailments  which  render  them  unfit 
fur  serWee  only,  and  w^ho  are  otherwise 
in  health.  The  numbers  embarked  were 
not  in  excess  of  those  allowed  by  the 
Regulations,  but  the  number  of  invalids 
embarked  Ls  settled  by  the  Military 
Medical  Authorities  at  R^mbay,  who  alone 
would  be  in  a  position  to  decide  upon  the 
proportion  of  sick  that  it  would  be  safe 
to  embark  at  one  time. 


CHATHAM  DOCKYARD. 
Mr.     EDWARD     KNATCHBULL  - 

HUGBSSKN  (Rochester)  :  I  beg  to  aak 
the  First  Lf»rd  of  the  Adnjimlty  whether 
it  is  a  fact  that  tlie  men  employed  upon 
tfu^k  work  in  Her  Majesty's  D*x^kyarfl, 
('hatham,  are  complaining  of  being 
checked,  and  for  whrit  reason  are  the 
men  checked  10  and  20  per  cent 
of  their  earnings  when  engtvged  upon 
ttvsk  work  ?  I  have  also  to  ask  whether 
it  is  true  that  compUiints  have  been 
made  to  the  Admiral  Superintendent  of 
tlie  manner  in  which  the  measurers  t^xke 
the  men^s  work,  and  of  the  prices  paid  for 
tht*  same  1 

♦LoKii  G.  HAMILTON:  A  few  com- 
plaints were  made  alxnit  three  months 
ago  that  men  were  not  being  paid,  tn 
some  Cfis?8,  the  full  amounts  earned.  This 
was  at  once  looked  into,  and  it  was  found 
that  deductions  had  in  a  few  instances 
been  made  by  tive  measuring  officers  ; 
but  this  wjks  stop^icd,  and  ordei-s  were 
sent  by  the  Controller  to  each  yard  that 
no  altemtion  of  the  rates  or  prices  paid 
for  wtn-k  should  l>e  made  without  the 
appr»ival  of  the  SuperinttMidt*nt.  The 
result  of  establishing  task  work  has  been 
v^ry  beneficird  to  the  workmen,  as  it  has 
enabled  the  workmen  to  earn  22  per 
cent,  above  their  ordinary  wages,  and 
every  can^  will  be  taken  in  developing 
the  system  to  see  that  the  men  are 
adequately  |»aid  according  to  the  work 
they  perform. 
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H.M.a  BJRRACOUTJ. 
x\1r.  HERBERT  KXATCHBULL- 
HUGESSEN  (Kunt,  Favershfim) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Adifiiralty 
whether  his  attoiitioti  has  been  cjiUed  to 
the  expression  of  regret  by  thft  Coroner*s 
Jury  in  the  recent  Barracouta  case  at 
Sheerness — 

**  That  the  Admiralty  had  oot  carried  out  the 
recomnicndiitiooB  of  the  Jury  in  the  ThistU  ex* 
plosioa  in  18 G^,  by  providing  hospital  accom- 
modjiiion  for  iojiLred  men  nt  ShuetD^sa,  and 
thus  cauted  the  necesKJty  of  hendiog  cases  to 
Chfithain  ;" 

whether  he  is  aware  thiit  there  is  iilreiidy 
at  Sheerness  a  Military  Huapital  which  is 
never  full,  w^here  eases  of  accident  could 
bo  treated  ;  and  whether  \\i>  will  take 
immediate  steps  to  pnt  an  end  to  the  un- 
necessary sufiFering  caused  Ly  t]iLf  present 
arrangements  ? 

♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  My  attention 
haB  been  drawn  to  the  rider  to  the  verdict 
of  the  Coroners  Jury.  Since  the  ThiHtle 
inquiry  the  Admiraltj  have  mado  such 
further  arrangements  as  seemed  desii*able. 
Increased  accommodation  has  been  pro- 
vided at  Sheerness  Naval  Barracks  for 
cases  of  accident^  and  a  v^sscd  has  been 
specially  fitted  for  the  proper  transport 
of  injured  men,  when  deemed  fitj  to 
Chatham  Hospital,  an  important  establish- 
ment, where  patients  receive  greater  con- 
fort^  than  Cijuld  be  afforded  locally.  The 
Army  Hospital  uf  3C  beds  at  Sheerness  is 
ix>nsidered  to  be  sufficient  only  for  mili- 
tary requirements,  but  in  the  event  of 
the  Naval  Inlirmary  at  Slieerness  being 
ab*eady  full  of  serious  cases,  any  naval 
patient  who  might  not  be  in  a  condition 
fit  for  removal  to  Chathani  would,  no 
doubt,  be  accommodated  in  the  Military 
Hospital  if  there  were  o  bsd  to  Bi)ai'a*  No 
unnecessary  suffering  is  now  caused,  as 
every  precaution  is  taken  to  prevent  it, 
and  only  such  men  as  are  considered  by 
the  medica.1  officers  on  the  spot  as  tit  to 
be  removed  and  as  likely  to  benefit  by 
the  change  are  sent  to  Chatham, 

Mr,     H.     KNATCHBULL-HUGES- 
N  :     In  consequence  of  the  answer  of 
he  noble  Lord  I  beg  to  give  notice  that 
will  call  attention  to  the  subject. 


bechijanaland  and  cvrRUs. 
Sir  GEORGE  TKEYELYAN  (Glas. 
gow,  Bridgeton):  I  beg  ti  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  Stiita  for  the  Colonies 
w^hether  there  are  obtainable  by  Memhcrs 
of  Parliament  a  statement  of  the  expendi- 
tureand  income  of  Bechuanalnnd,  and  a 
stitement  of  the  expenditure  of  thi^ 
Government  of  Cyprus  ? 

♦The  under  SECRETARY  OF 
STATE  FOB  THE  COLONIES  (Baron  H. 
de  WoBMs,  Liverpool,  East  Toxtofeh):  As 
regards  British  Bt'chaanaland,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  find  information 
relating  to  previous  years  in  the  Blut* 
Books,  Co,3()3,  pages  VI  and  13,  and 
C5,620,  pages  24  to  28.  ITie  estimated 
expenditure  and  income  for  the  financial 
year  now  current  are  given  at  page  421* 
of  the  Civil  Service  Estimates,  Class  V. 
Aa  regards  the  expenditure  of  Cyprus, 
the  right  lion.  Gentleman  will  find  de- 
tailed information  in  the  Bine  Books, 
C5,r>23andC3,J^12.  The  Annual  Estimates 
of  Cj^^irus  have  frequently  been  printed 
for  Parliament  in  full,  and  those  for 
1888-9  will  be  found  at  pages  09  to  86  of 
Co, 52 3.  As  the  details  and  totals  are 
almost  the  same  from  year  to  year  they 
have  not  since  been  reprinted. 

THE  CENSFS  OF  1891, 
Ma.  J.  K  ELLIS :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  when  it  is 
intended  to  introduce  the  three  Bills 
making  provision  for  the  Census  of 
ISUI  ? 

»Mr.  W.  H,  SMITH  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man must  have  failed  to  have  observed 
that  tlie  question  he  has  i-aised  was 
answered  last  Tuesday.  When  the 
Committee  at  present  sitting  has  reported 
the  Government  w^ll  consider  the  course* 
to  be  pursued. 

JOHN  DALY, 

Mr.  sexton  :  Can  tlic  riglit  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  siiy  now 
how  soon  the  evidence  in  the  case  of 
John  Daly  w*ill  be  in  the  hands  of  Mem- 
bers? 

Mk.  MATTHEWS :  I  have  heard 
frcjm  the  prison  visitors  that  it  will  be 
sent  this  week. 
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WOOLWICH  AND  ENFIELD  FACTORIES 
{EMPLOYES  AND  OVERTIME). 

Address  for — 

"  Return,  showing  the  total  number  of  men 
employed  in  Woolwich  Arsenal,  and  also  in 
the  Small  Arms  Factory  at  Enfield;  the  num- 
ber employed  in  each  Department,  and  in  each 
branch  of  Trade ;  the  extent  to  which  Over- 
time (not  including  Night  Shifts)  has  been 
worked  during  each  of  the  last  two  years, 
namely,  from  the  Ist  day  of  March,  1888,  to  the 
end  of  February,  1889,  and  from  the  Ist  day  of 
March,  1889,  to  the  end  of  February,  1890, 
respectively ;  and  the  number  of  men  working 
Overtime  in  that  period  (in  continuation  of 
Parliamentary  Paper  No.  206,  of  Session 
1888)/'— (l/r.  ffowt//.) 

STANDING  COMMirrEE  ON 
TRADE,  &c. 
Ordered,  That  the  Standing  Committee 
on  Trade,  <kc.,  have  leave  to  print  and 
circulate  with  the  Votes  the  Minutes  of 
their  Procaediugs  from  day  to  day. — 
(Mr,  Arthur  O'Connor.) 

EAST   INDIA    (FINANCIAL   STATE- 
MENT). 

Address  for — 

**  Copy  of  the  Indian  Financial  Statement 
for  1890-91,  a?id  of  the  Proceedings  of  the 
Legislative  Council  of  the  Governor  General 
thereon." — {Sir  George  Balfour.) 

PUBLIC  PETITIONS  COMMITTEE. 
Sixth  Report  brought  up  and  read  ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

NEW  MEMBER  SWORN. 
David  Lloyd -George,  Esquire,  for  Car- 
narvon Borough. 

COMPANIES  (MEMORANDUM  OF 
ASSOCIATION)    BILL.     (No.    114.) 

Bill  reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee on  Trade,  <tc. 

Report  of  the  Committee,  with  Minutes 
of  Proceeditigs,  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and 
to  be  print  jd.  [No.  133.] 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  taken  into 
Consideration  upm  Monday  next,  and  to 
bD  printjd.  [Bill  226.] 
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WAYS  AND  MEANS. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committea) 

*(4.20.)  The  CHAJ^CELLORofthb  EX^ 
CHEQUER  (Mr.  Goschen,  St  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  Mr.  Courtney,  once 
more  I  have  the  great  satisfaction  of 
being  able,  in  presenting  the  National 
Balanee-Sheet,  to  *  show  that  it  balances 
largely  on  the  right  side.  Once  more 
the  absence  of  costly  expeditions  or 
small  wars  has  relieved  me  from  any 
of  those  sudden  inroads  on  the  national 
resources  which  have  so  often  marred 
the  fairest  prospects  of  Chancellors 
of  the  Exchequer.  Again  no  events 
have  occurred  to  put  any  extraordinary 
expenditure  upon  us,  while,  on  the 
other  hand,  a  steady  increase  of  pros- 
perity has  caused  those  Estimates  which 
prudence  dictated  to  be  exceeded  in  the 
result.  The  Estimates  of  Revenue  have 
been  attacked  as  having  been  put  too 
low.  Those  Estimates  I  am  prepared  to 
defend,  but  as  regards  Expenditure  I  think 
all  Parties  in  the  House  will  acknowledge 
that  the  figures  are  most  satisfactory. 
The  Paper  which  I  have  had  put  in  the 
hands  of  hon.  Members  will  show  that 
the  estimated  etpauditure  has  not  been, 
exceeded  by  more  than  the  very  trifling 
sum  of  i>  11 6,000.  I  am  ralieved  on 
this  occasion,  I  hope,  from  the  somewhat 
dreary  necessity  of  wearying  the  Com- 
mittee with  many  explanations  of  details 
with  regard  to  excess  of  expenditure  or 
savings,  by  the  fact  that  the  Estimates 
have  been,  on  the  whole,  so  extremely 
accurate.  The  aggregate  result  is  this — 
I  estimated  for  an  expenditure  of 
£85,967,000  ;  the  Exechequer  Issues  for 
the  year  were  £86,083,000,  or  £116,000 
more  than  the  estimate.  As  the  Com- 
mittee are  aware,  there  have  been  some 
Supplementary  Estimates  on  the  one 
hand,  while  on  the  other  we  have  been 
compensated  by  savings;  but  there  is 
not  one  item  on  which  I  need  touch. 
The  ground  I  have  to  cover  is  very 
broad  indeed,  and  I  hope  tlie  Committee 
will  excuse  mo  if  I  do  not  go  more  into 
detail  than  is  absolutely  necessary,  or 
more  than  they  have  a  right  to 
demand.  I  ask  the  Committee  in 
passing  to   note   the    fact    that   on    an 
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aggrL»gaU*  Expenditure  of  X86,000,000 
we  liave  bevMi  right  within  =£110,000, 
I  do  nut  believe  therd  is  any  privati* 
estabiiahmunt,  or  any  great  Railway  Com- 
pany,  or  any  uompiny  of  any  kind,  that 
could  havri  forecast  it^  expenditure  in  a 
more  bus  in  OSS -like  n:»anTier  than  has 
b^on  dona  by  the  Administrative  Depirt- 
ments  of  tlie  State,  I  think  tint  the 
tinanclal  officers  of  the  various  Depart- 
ments desEjrvj  great  credit  for  this 
result  I  think  the  heada  of  these  De- 
partments deserve  credit  for  having  so 
controlled  the  exp^^nditur  •,  and  I  think 
the  Committee  will  recognise  that  some 
credit  is  also  due  t »  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Secrjfcary  for  the  Treasury,  who  watches 
over  the  Eatimafces  with  Kuch  care  and 
vigiianee.  I  eome  now  to  the  Estimates 
of  Revenue,  The  surplus  Revenue  which 
I  am  able  to  lay  before  the  Commit  toe 
to-day  does  not  come  from  any  savings, 
nor  from  any  cause  connected  with  Ex- 
p3nditure,  hnt  from  the  expansion  of 
Revenue*  The  re^'eipts  have  exceeded 
my  estimate  by  more  tlian  £3,000,000. 
I  ,am  lK)und  to  siy  thnt  this  has  bjon 
mad  a  a  matter  of  some  reproach  to 
me.  It  has  lioen  said  that  this  is  "  easy 
finance  *^ ;  that  it  is  an  easy  process  of 
securing  the  popularity  of  a  surplus  to 
depr«jciate  the  expansion  of  your  probable 
Revenue,  and  so  be  able  to  put  a  satis- 
factory conclusion  before  the  rountry  at 
the  end  of  the  year.  It  ha^  been  said 
that  personal  motives  must  have  induced 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  take 
a  gloomy,  or  too  gloomy,  a  view  of  the 
Sstimtiijs  at  the  beginning  of  the  year. 
I  have  even  seen  it  declared  that  I  must  I 
Imve  pur^)093ly  and  wilfully  deceived  the  | 
public  in  this  matter.  I  shUl  bo  able  to  ' 
produce  conclusive  proof  that  this  has  I 
not  been  the  ease  ;  I  shall  be  able  to  pro-  ' 
duC3  the  most  satisfactory  proof  to  all 
hon*  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
Hous?,  and,  I  think,  to  my  censors,  that 
I  was  |)erfectly  right  in  the  course  I  took* 
If  1  insist  on  this  for  a  moment,  I  do  not  \ 
do  so  as  a  |>ersonal  defence — I  am  S 
not  concerned  to  defend  myself  very 
seriously  against  having  a  large  sur- 
plus— ^but  I  think  a  defence  is  neces- 
sary* not  80  much  for  one  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  as  for  the  s:ike  of  his 
successors,  and  for  the  sake  of  the  public 
generally.  It  is  utterly  impossible  to 
forecast  a  Revenue  amounting  to 
€H6,000»000  or  £90,000,000  so  accuratelv 


that  you  should  not  be  out  by  a  few  per 
c^nt.,  and  remember  that  1  per  cent. 
up<:>n  this  total  of  £86,000,000  means 
£860,000,  and  that,  speaking  roughly,  an 
excess  of  4  p^^r  cent,  would  be  about 
equivalent  to  the  £;],000,000  which  re- 
presents the  surjilus.  What  wo  have  to 
do,  therefore,  is  to  see  that  within  a  very 
narrow  percentage  we  are  able  to  calcu- 
late the  proper  Revenue  of  the  year. 
Supposing  we  were  to  he  less  careful  afi 
regards  the  Estimates,  what  would  be 
the  result?  If  any  change  took  place 
during  the  course  of  the  year— and  who 
can  say  that  a  change  will  not  take 
place  ?  —  you  might  from  having 
taken  an  optimistic  \^ew  of  youi* 
Revenue  most  likely  Hud  that  you 
were  on  the  wrong  side.  I  am  not 
prepared  to  say  that  it  is  right  for  a 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  treat  it 
practically  as  a  toss-up  \\hether  he  will 
have  a  deficit  or  a  surplus.  He  must 
make  sure,  so  far  as  human  expectation 
goes,  that  he  is  on  tlie  right  side 
at  tlio  end  of  the  year,  and  I 
am  perfectly  confident  that  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  will  take 
the  same  view  as  1  do  in  that  respect. 
It  is  discredittiblo,  unless  there  are  unfore- 
seen circumstances,  that  you  should 
land  the  credit  of  this  country  in  a 
deficit*  I  think  it  may  be  well  to 
show  the  public  shortly  bow  these 
Estimates  are  fnimed.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  docs  not  get  the  Esti- 
mates placed  before  him  simply  in  the 
gross,  and  then  say,  **  Now  the  times  are 
prosperous,  let  us  put  on  a  couple  of 
millions."  That  is  not  the  process  at 
all.  Every  Dspartmont  is  responsible 
for  the  estimates  wliich  it  pbces  before 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  The 
Customs  and  the  Inland  Revenue  calcu- 
late,  not  only  what  each  Dopartment 
may  fairly  estimate  for,  but  they  go  tlirough 
every  item,  and  they  are  anxious  that  in 
every  item  it  shall  be  proved  that  they 
have  taken  a  businesslike  view,  and 
that  there  should  not  ht*  a  deficit  in 
that  item  at  the  end  of  the  year.  I 
uppo9:3  it  \u\s  rarely  liiippcned  that 
a  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  1ms 
said  to  himself  that  he  would  under- 
estimate an  item  which  had  lieen  put 
before  him  by  his  responsible  advisers. 
The  temptation  is  all  the  olher  way. 
The  temptation  to  a  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  is  to  avoid  the  imposition  of 
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tixation^  when  it  may  seem  ntjcessary, 
by  screwing  up  estimates.  That  is  a 
tsmptation  into  which  we  may  sometimes 
fall,  but  there  is  no  terapfeitioii  to 
under -estimate  your  Revenue  in 
order  to  impos?  taxatiou.  The  phrase 
hiis  been  us_*d  of  **  easy  finance/* 
Clearly  where  you  have  t>  impose 
actual  taxation  in  order  to  make 
the  Revenue  square,  personal  cm- 
side  rations  woukl  i>oint  to  putting 
your  Estimate's  liigli  aud  not  to  put- 
ting them  low.  If  I  had  put  my 
Estimates  higher  last  year  I  might  have 
escaped  the  fierce  onslaught  that  was 
made  upon  me  by  the  brewers  in  conse- 
quence of  the  3d.  addition  obliged  if*  be  put 
on  the  B:*er  Duty,  and  in  the  same  way  I 
should  not  have  had  to  impose  the  addi- 
tional £1,000,000  of  t  lie  Katati  Duty,  1 
framed  my  Estimates  aceur ding  to  the  best 
advice  I  received,  and  I  shall  he  able  to 
show  the  House, when  I  come  to  ctmsider 
the  details,  how  those  Estimates  liave  been 
justiHed.  For  the  last  two  or  tliree  yeai's 
we  have  been  on  the  ascending  curve  of 
prosperity,  and  in  that  case  there  is 
nearly  always  a  prospect  of  some 
increase  of  Revenue  over  your  Estimates. 
But  you  must  take  care  not  to  be  caught 
half-way.  When  a  Chancellor  of  I  he 
Exchequer  thinks  he  is  still  on  the 
ascending  curve  of  prosperity,  he  may 
before  the  year  is  out  have  a  drcjp  and 
find  bis  Estimates  falsified.  We  luive 
had  some  warnings  in  that  respoct. 
Several  times  it  has  been  believed  that 
we  had  seen  the  dawn  of  a  greater  pros- 
perity, but  in  the  Etist  people  sometimes 
speakof  **falsedawns/'and  there  havebeen 
many  occasions  when  prosperity  seemed 
to  be  opening  to  us  and  we  thought  we 
saw  tlie  real  dawn,  but  it  has  proved  to 
be  a  false  hope.  Happily  this  year 
we  seem  to  have  c::»m©  up^n  a  greater 
period  of  prosperity,  and  the  result 
IB  that,  in  some  respects,  but  in 
some  respects  only,  the  Estimatss  show 
a  very  remarkable  elasticity.  The 
House  will  be  startled  when  they  come 
to  consider  in  detail  the  cause  oi  the 
very  considerable  excess  of  Revenue  over 
Estimates.  IS'early  £2,500,000,  out  of  a 
surplus  of  £3,250,000,  were  due  U? 
absolutely  extraordinary  circumstances. 
The  £2,500,000  have  been  due  to  an 
extraordinary  rush  to  alcohol  and  to  an 
operation  in  silver  which  was  not  cori- 
J/r.  Gosclien 


tern  plat  jd  when  I  presented  my  Budget  t 
last  year.  The  increase  in  the  com- 
sumption  of  alcohol  last  year,  fis  coraptm/d 
with  its  predecessor,  pi'oduced  an  in- 
crease of  duty  exceeding  £l,i!'00,000. 
Let  me  remind  the  House  that  for  eleven 
years  the  Revenue  from  spirits  had  been 
liecUning,  and  that  for  two  years  it 
had  remained  stationary.  Hpeaking 
f)f  foi-ecasting  the  Revenue,  if  1  had 
crime  before  this  House  and  had  stat^'d 
that  I  believed  the  increase  on  alcoholic 
biverugt*s  for  the  year  would  ix* 
£1,800,000,  I  believe  I  should  have  been 
considered  either  a  lunatic  or  a  libeller  of 
the  consuming  classes  of  the  country. 
Let  me  analyse  the  details  of  the  Revenui* 
of  the  p;«t  yeai*.  I  think  the  House  will 
admit  that  the  figures  ai-e  interesting. 
Tiie  net  receipts  frcmi  all  consumable 
articles  except  spirits,  wines,  and  beer 
actually  fell  short  of  my  Estimate 
by,  in  round  numbers,  £130,000,1 
surely  an  exceedingly  accurate  esti- 
mate. The  net  receipts  from  these 
articles — namely,  tea,  dried  fruits,  tobivcco, 
and  c^iffee — were  .£14,188,000,  as  com* 
pared  with  the  Estimate  of  £14,617,000. 
and  as  c^imjiared  with  a  net  produce  in 
t  he  previous  year  of  £  1 4,4*58,000.  As  to 
alcoholic  drinks,  I  am  hound  Ui  admit 
that  I  have  a  different  tiile  to  tell.  The 
net  receipts  from  all  aleohohc  driuksj 
amounted  to  £29,265,000,  as  com  par 
with  my  Estimate  of  £27,430,000  and 
wnth  a  net  produce  of  £27,157,000  in  the 
year  befi>re.  If  I  deduct  the  jiroduce  of 
the  change  made  in  the  Beer  Duty  it 
shows  an  increase  of  £1,778,000,  which  I 
have  roughly  called  £1,800,0000.  The 
Beer  Duty  exceeded  my  estimate  by 
£270,000 ;  the  duty  on  foi-eign  spirits  by 
£421,000  ;  on  home  spirits  by  no  less 
than  £1,010,000;  and  on  wine  by 
£120,000,  It  is  on  drink,  and  on  drink 
alone,  as  regards  consumable  articles, 
that  the  Revenue  was  under-esti- 
mated in  the  p  ist  year.  I  may  have  been 
wrong  in  not  foreseeing  this  mcrease  in 
the  consumption  of  alcoholic  drinks,  but 
I  think  I  should  have  been  wi^img  in 
disregaixling  the  previous  opinion  of 
every  person  who  has  studied  the  course 
of  consumption  during  the  last  few  years. 
The  Committee  will  notice  that  there  has 
lieen  a  universal  rush.  Some  have 
rushed  to  the  beer  barrel,  others  to  the 
8pii*it  bottle,  and  others  to  the  decanter. 
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All  class3a  seemed  to  have  combined  in 
toEtsting  the  prosperity  of  tlio  country  in 
largely  increased  quantities  of  alcahoL  X 
call  the  special  attention  of  the  Committee 
to  this  extraordinary 'circumstance— a  cir^ 
cum^tance  which  must  be  deplored  by  all 
— and  which  places  upon  the  House  of 
Commons  and  the  Government  an  in- 
creasing liabiLty  to  deal  with  the  ques- 
tionofthe  consumption  of  alcoholic  liquors. 
A  closer  examination  of  tho  se[>arate 
items  in  the  list  of  alcoholic  bever- 
ages will  not  diminish  the  surprise 
which  I  think  tho  House  and  the  public 
will  feel.  Of  all  beverages  in  th«  world, 
the  one  that  shows  the  greatest  increnao 
during  the  last  year  is  rum.  I  have 
taken  some  pains  to  find  out  who  drinks 
the  ram.  I  am  told  the  consumption 
takes  place  mainly  in  seaport  towns ;  and 
London,  being  a  port,  has  also  contributed 
largely  to  this  extraordinary  increase. 
The  consumption  of  rum  has  increased 
by  12  per  cent,  in  the  last  financial  year. 
British  spirits  follow  with  an  increased 
consumption  of  over  7  per  cent.  Brandy 
follows  with  an  increased  consumption  of 
nearly  6  per  cent.,  and  other  sorts  of  spirits 
show  an  increased  consumption  c>f  nearly 
5  per  cent,  I  cannot  exaggerate  the 
impression  which  these  figures  make  on 
myself.  The  more  you  deal  witli  them 
the  more  extraordinary  they  seem  to  be. 
I  have  attempted  to  ascertain  what  this 
consumption  of  12  per  cent,  additional 
of  rum  means  if  reduced  to  intelligible 
pixjportions,  I  understand  that  rum  is 
generally  asked  for  in  public  houses  by 
the  half  quajrtern  or  half  gill,  both  of 
which  mean  about  one-eighth  of  a  pint. 
The  retailer  is  allowed  to  mix  water  with 
the  spirit  as  long  as  it  is  not  reduced  to 
below  25deg.  under  proof.  Taking 
these  facts  into  consideration,  and  bear- 
ing in  mind  tliat  the  price  of  a  half  gdl 
of  mm  is  about  2 id.  or  3d.,  you  will  see 
that  the  rum  consumed  in  the  United 
Kingdom  during  the  year  1888-9,  if  it  was 
all  drunk  in  this  way,  was  245,000,000 
drams,  and  that  enormous  amount  ho  s  been 
increased  by  30,000,000  drams  during  the 
course  of  the  last  financial  year.  I  hope 
the  Committee  will  feel  that  this  is  a 
matter  we  ought  to  look  fully  in  the 
ince.  Wo  ought  to  understand  not 
only  what  12  per  cent,  means  when  you 
put  it  in  the  bulk,  but  how  it  works  out 
^H  in  detail.  It  ia  an  extraordinary  his- 
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torical    fact   that   in    the  year    1875-0 » 
which  was  the  greatest  drinking  year  on 
record,    there    was   precisely    the   aame 
rush,    in    pi-eeisely    the    same    propor- 
tions, to  these  different  classes  of  spirits. 
At    tliat   time,    too,    tht?    consumers   of 
wine  followed  generally  in  the   wake   of 
the   conflumers  of  spirits  and  beer.     So 
it  api>ear8  that,  notwithstanding  all  our 
efforts    in    thy    cause    of     temperance, 
increased  prosperity  does  not   mean   an 
inci*eased    consumption   of    other   great 
cla.«seB     of    articles,    but    unfortunately 
has    meant,    and    does    mean,    a   great 
increase  in  the  ct.nsuraption  of  alcoholic 
liquors.     Wine,    which   had    been   at  a 
standstill  for  a  few  years,  last  year  ex- 
ceeded   by    nearly     10     per     cent,    the 
amount  oinsumed  in  previous  years.   The 
consumption  of  beer  has  increased  about 
4  per  cent.,  which  is  considerably  larger 
thun  the  increase  in  population,  although 
there   haa  been  increase    of   duty.       I 
sa%v  a  somewhat  remarkable  statement 
coming   from    a    country    brewer,    who 
asserted  that  if  the  impost    was  main 
tained,   the  quality  of  the   beer    would 
be     deteriorated,       Wliether     that     is 
so   or   not  I    cannot    say,    but    at    all 
events  the  taste  for  it  has  not  decreased* 
Let     me      now      descend     from     these 
stupendous,    these     sensational    figures, 
into    the     more     ordinary     figures    of 
the  Budget.    If  I  run  through,  as  is  cus- 
tomary, the  various  items  of   Revenue, 
comparing  the  receipts    with  my   Esti- 
mati^,  there  is  a  deci^ease  of  XI 7,500  on 
chicory,  coffee,   and  cocoa ;   an  increase 
on  dried  fruits  of  £49,000  ;  an  increase 
of  £421,000  on  foreign  spirits ;  a  decrease 
on  tea  c  f  £220,000  ;  an  increase  on  to- 
baccoof£  152,000,  and  onwineofX  120,000, 
the  net  increase  being  about  £410,000. 
CoSee  and  cocoa  are  as  disappointing  as 
they  always  Itave  been*     I  do  not  think 
we  need  pay  much  attention  to  the  case 
of  dried  fruits,  as  that  dejxjnds  so  much 
upon   the  crops.     The  deficiency  in  the 
Tea  Duty   is  duo  tx>  two  circum&tances. 
It  is  due  in  a  great  part  to  the  transfer 
of  the  purchases  from  China  to  Indian 
tea.     Tliat  accounts  for  a  very  consider- 
able amount.     But  there  is  also  another 
circumstance,  and  that  is  that  the  traders 
have  refrained  from   taking   tea  out  of 
bond  during  the  last  two  months,  owing 
to  the  belief — na  to  the  justification  for 
which,  at  this  moment,  I  will  say  nothing 
2  B 
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— that  tbe  duty  would  be  reduced.  But 
taking  the  Customs  as  a  whole — and  1 
draw  attention  again  to  those  critics  who 
speak  of  under-estimating  the  B>e venue — 
the  result  is  that  with  an  income  of 
upwards  of  £20,000,000,  the  total 
increase  is  only  £400,000,  due  practically 
to  foreign  spirits.  Passing  now  to 
Inland  Revenue,  I  come  to  Excise.  The 
excess  of  Receipts  over  Estimates  is,  in 
the  Beer  Duty,  £270,000  ;  and  in  spirits, 
£1,010,000.  The  Railway  Duty  shows  a 
small  increase  of  £12,000.  In  Licences 
there  is  a  decrease  of  £32,000.  The 
total  receipts  from  Excise  are 
£24,133,000,  as  against  the  estimate  of 
£22,870,000,  the  increase  being  entirely 
due  to  spirits  and  wines.  I  now  come 
to  the  Death  Duties.  The  Probate, 
Legacy,  and  Succession  Duties  yielded 
£6,056,000,  against  an  estimate  of 
£5,940,000.  The  new  Estate  Duty 
yielded  £784,000,  as  against  an  estimate 
of  £800,000.  I  think,  looking  at  the 
uncertainty  of  life  itself,  it  is  a  remark- 
able fact  that  there  is  no  estimate  more 
certain  of  being  proved  correct  at  the 
end  of  the  year  than  the  estimate  framed 
upon  Death  Duties.  It  appears  to  me  to 
be  a  extraordinary  fact  that  we  are 
able  so  accurately  to  estimate  what 
is  really  a  double  sum,  namely,  the 
number  of  people  who  are  likely  to  die 
in  the  year,  and  the  fortunes  which  they 
will  leave,  and  I  may  almost  say  the 
manner  in  which  they  will  leave  them. 
But,  taken  altogether,  our  Estimates 
of  the  Death  Duties  have  been 
wonderfully  correct.  The  last  item 
tinder  the  head  of  Stamps  is  general 
stamps.  This  item  is  more  difficult  to 
gauge  than  any  other,  because,  this 
being  upon  the  transactions  of  the  living, 
who  can  foretell  at  the  beginning  of  the 
financial  year  whether  speculation  will 
continue  on  the  same  basis  as  it  assumed 
at  that  time  ?  It  would  have  been  difficult 
to  foresee  that  the  rush  for  forming  com- 
panies would  have  been  as  continuous  as 
it  had  been  during  the  past  year.  There 
are  various  circumstances  which  modify 
the  result  from  stamps,  and  there  is  no 
more  uncertain  item  in  the  whole  of  our 
Revenue.  As  the  result,  1  am  glad  to  be 
able  to  announce  that  the  increase  on  the 
whole  of  these  general  stamps  was 
£357,000.  It  may  interest  the  Commit- 
tee to  know  that,  as  regards  the  Com- 
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panies'  Capital  Duty,;  which  I  imposed 
in  1888,  and  which,  I  may  say,  is  paid 
with  marvellous  cheerfulness  by  the 
sanguine  promoters  of  oompaniest  it.. 
amounted  to  £290«000,  against  an 
estimate  of  £180,000,  although  I 
had  allowed  for  an  increase  of. 
£50,000  over  the  estimate  of 
last  year.  It  has  passed  through  my 
mind  sometimes  whether  it  might  not 
have  been  better  to  have  put  a  tax  of  2 
per  cent,  instead  of  1  per  cent,  upon  this 
form  of  industrial  activity.  I  wish  the 
Committee  to  note  that  the  chief  increase 
took  place  in  the  first  three  quarters  of 
the  year.  The  general  stamps  have  not 
been  so  productive  during  the  last 
quarter.  There  has  been  a  check  in 
trade,  there  have  been,  symptoms  which 
do  not  point  to  that  increase  of  transacticms 
which  has  been  so  useful  to  the  Bevenue 
during  the  last  year.  Therefore,  though 
the  total  for  the  year  is  as  satis&ictory  as 
I  have  indicated,  I  think  it  will  be  seen 
that  caution  will  be  required  as 
regai-ds  general  stamps  next  year.  The 
receipts  from  the  Post  Office  have 
exceeded  the  Estimate  by  £100,000— a 
very  close  calculation!  When  hon. 
Members  talk  of  under-estimating  the 
Revenue,  they  should  remember  that  no 
credit  is  due  to  me,  but  that  great  credit 
is  due  to  the  Post  Office  Authorities  for 
having  been  able  to  estimate  a  Revenue 
of  £9,000,000  within  £100,000.  In 
Telegraphs  there  is  an  excess  of  £90,000 
on  the  aggregate  sum  of  £2,230,000.  I 
have  one  more  item.  I  said  that  there 
were  two  abnormal  causes  in  the  receipts 
of  last  year.  One  was  the  Drink  Bill, 
I  spoke  of  £2,500,000,  which  leaves  a 
margin  of  £700,000.  I  will  explain  to 
what  cause  this  is  due.  It  is  a  windfall 
which  cannot  be  expected  to  recur.  It 
is  due  to  the  increased  profit  of  the  Mint 
upon  the  circulation  ot  silver.  Practically, 
the  whole  is  due  to  that  cause.  It  could 
not  be  anticipated  at  the  beginning  of 
the  year,  because  the  action  which  was 
taken,  and  which  has  brought  in  a  profit 
of  £774,000,  was  not  contemplated  at  thai 
time.  The  actual  profit  derived  from 
silver  is  £774,000,  against  an  Estimate 
of  £200,000.  The  Committee  will 
remember  that  there  have  been  continujal 
complaints  of  an  insufficient  silver 
circulation.  On  the  other  hand,  there 
was  plenty  of  silver  at  the  Mint,  and  at 
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the  Banky  and  every  desire  to  put  it  into 
circulation.  But  somehow  or  other  the 
conduit  pipes  by  which  it  vpaeses  into 
circulation  seemed  to  be  stopped.  The 
public  wanted  more  silver ;  .  we  were 
prepared  to  issue  it,  but  something 
seemed  to  be  amiss.  On  looking  care- 
fully into  the  matter  I  found  that  there 
was  a  charge  of  \  par  cent  upon  the 
freight  of  silver  from  London  to  the 
provinces,  or  a  charge  of  i  per  cent. 
made  by  the  Bank  of  England  in  respect 
of  the  transmission  of  silver  from  London 
to  provincial  banks.  And  bankers, 
having  no  special  interest  in  supplying 
their  customers  with  silver,  shrank  from 
paying  the  \  per  cent.,  and  consequently 
the  sUver  did  not  flow.  I  can  almost 
prove  that  that  is  the  case  by  showing 
what  occurred  when  the  hitch  was 
removed.  Seeing  that  it  was  desirable, 
as  the  country  wished  for  silver,  td  let 
the  country  have  the  silver,  I  authorised 
the  payment  of  the  \  per  cent:  by  the 
State.  It  was  an  infinitesimal  sacrifice, 
b^t  the  removal  of  the  charge  set  the 
flow  of  silver  free,  and  has  put  us  in  the 
position  of  being  able  to  show  such  a 
satisfactory  result  at  the  end  of  the  year. 
There  was  also  an  increase  in  wages, 
which  made  the  moment  favourable  for 
an  increase  in  the  circulation  of  silver.  I 
do  not  think  that  there  have  been  many 
complaints  that  too  much  -silver  was 
put  into  circulation.  On  the  contrary,  I 
occasionally  hear  still  of  the  want  of 
shillings  and  sixpences  in  various  parts 
of  the  country.  The  Committee  will 
remember  that  it  is  not  the  duty  of  the 
State  to  supply  people  with  silver,  but 
that  silver  must  be  asked  lor  through 
the  banks,  or  through  the  ordinary 
idiannels,  before  it  is  obtained;  There  is 
no  State  process  for  the  issue  of  silver 
except  so  far  as  we  can  pay  it  out  to  our 
own  workmen.  That  is  what  we  have 
done,  to  some  extent,  taking  care  that 
there  should  be  no  complaint  or  abuse. 
We  also  prevented  the  increase,  to  any 
great  extent,  of  the  most  expensive  coin 
in  the  world — ^namely,  the  half  sovereign. 
We  have  been  charged  with  diminish- 
ing the  amount  in  circulation  of 
that  most  useful  coin,  but  we  have  not 
diminished  the  amount.  All  that  we 
have  done  is  rather  to  check  the  fresh 
issue  of  a  coin  on  which  the  annual  loss 
is  asr  great  as  it  is  on  the  sovereign  itself. 


We  have  made  a  profit. oh  silvei*,  audi 
thus  lightjned  the  work  which  we  have 
to  perform  with  regard  to  the  withdrawal 
of  light  gold.  The  total  amount  of  silver 
issued  in  1889-90  was  £2,304,000. 
Without  being  carried  into  detail, 
the  Committae  may  like  to  know  the 
comparison  of  the  total  Revenues  of  the 
past  year  with  those  of  its  predecessor, 
in  order  to  see  what  expansion  there  has 
been.  Apart  from  thosa  special 
causes  which  1  have  enumerated, 
apart  from  the  non-tax  Revenue,  and 
making  the  necessary  allowances  for  the 
increase  in  t^e  Bjer  and  Estttes  Duties 
put  on  last  year,  the  result  of  the  compari- 
son is  as  follows : — ^The  Customs  show  an 
increase  of  £453,000 ;  the  Excise,  an  in- 
crease of  £1,326,000  ;  stamps — so  far  as 
regards  the  Death  Duties — an  increase  of 
£354,000 ;  and  the  remainder  an  in- 
crease of  £516,000,  which  is  due  to 
general  stamps.  The  Land  Tax  and 
houses  sliow  an  increase  of  £44,000,  and 
the  Income  Tax  an  increase  of  £295^000. 
The  total  increase  is  £2,988,000,  or,  in 
ronnd  figures,  £3,000,000.  I  want  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
to  these  figures.  In  the  composition 
of  that  sum  of  £3,000,000  they 
will  observe  that  the  increase  in  the 
Customs  and  Excise  receipts  counts  for 
£1,800,000,  while  the  increase  in 
what  we  call  direct  Revenue, 
that  is,  Stamps,  has  been  £870,000, 
and  in  the  Income  Tax  £295,000 
— figures  sraa'l  in  comparison  to  the 
gpreat  increase  which  has  taken 
place  in  the  amounts  derived  from  in- 
direct taxation.  I  have  now  completed, 
and,  I  hope,  made  clear  to  the  Committee, 
the  results  of  the  past  year  as  far  as 
Expenditure  and  Revenue  are  concerned. 
I  now  put  the  two  amounts  together. 
We  allowed  for  a  margin  of  Revenue 
over  Expenditure  of  £183,000,  and 
the  Revenue  exceeded  the  Estimates 
by  £3,154,000,  an  excess  altogether  of 
£3,337,000.  On  the  other  hand,  the 
Expenditure  exceeded  the  Estimate  by 
£116,000,  so  that  the  real  surplus  of  last 
year  is  £3,221,000.  I  am  also  able  to 
make  a  satisfactory  statement  with 
regard  to  another  important  part  of  the 
finance  of  the  year.  I  wish  to  say  a  few 
words  about  the  general  reduction  of  the 
Debt  of  the  State.  I  suppose  the  story 
to  be  told  in  that  respect  will 
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be  satisfactory,  unless,  indeed,  there 
be  Members  of  this  Honse,  or  of 
the  outside  pnblic,  who  think 
that  money  may  be  better  spent 
than  in  reducing  the  enormous  liabilities 
which  still  lie  upon  us  with  regard  to 
our  National  Debt.  We  have  diminished 
our  liabilities  dunng  the  last  three  years, 
I  think  I  may  say,  "by  leaps  and 
bounds."  Last  year  I  was  able  to  in- 
form the  Committee  that  the  round  sum 
provided  out  of  taxation  for  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  Debt  in  the  years  1887-88 
and  1888-89  had  been  £15,000,000, 
or  an  average  of  £7,500,000.  I 
have  more  than  kept  up  the  average 
during  the  past  year.  I  am  able  to 
show  a  reduction  in  the  Debt  of  upwards 
of  £8,000,000.  In  the  year  the  Funded 
Debt  was  diminished  by  £20,944,000 ; 
on  the  other  hand,  the  Unfunded  Debt 
was  increased  by  £16,159,000;  so  that 
the  two  Debts  together  were  reduced  by 
£4,785,000.  To  this  total  we  have  to 
add  the  diminished  liability  in  respect  of 
Terminable  Annuities  of  £3,510,000, 
thus  leaving  the  total  reduction  for  the 
year  £8,295,000.  We  havealsodiminished 
our  liabilities  in  other  respects.  The 
Savings  Bank  deficiency  is  reduced  by 
£260,000.  On  the  other  hand  the 
Exchequer  Balance,  to  which  I  shall  have 
to  refer  hereafter,  is  reduced  by  £270,000; 
so  that  the  total  amount  by  which  our 
liabilities  were  reduced  last  year  is 
£8,200,000.  I  will  also  state  what  will 
be  the  amount  paid  out  of  Revenue  in 
the  last  financial  year  in  reducing  our 
capital  liabilities,  or  applicable  to 
that  purpose.  By  Annuities  and  the 
Sinking  Fund  we  have  diminished  the 
Debt  in  1889-90  by  £5,062,000.  We 
have  further  to  apply  in  redemption  of 
the  Debt  the  balance  of  Revenue  over 
Expenditure  in  1889-90,  which  consti- 
tutes the  old  Sinking  Fund  of  that  year, 
amounting  to  £3,221,000.  So  that  the 
total  cash  applied,  or  applicable, 
belonging  to  1889-90  amounts  to 
£8,283,000.  The  amount  of  Debt 
which  we  have  reduced  in  thi*ee 
years  is  £23,323,000  —  the  largest 
amount  that  the  Debt  has  ever  been 
reduced  in  three  consecutive  years. 
This  statement,  however,  is  iucompleto 
without  an  explanation  of  the  position  of 
the  balances.  Our  balance  at  the 
commencement  of  the  year  was 
Mr,  Goschen 


£5,592,000;  on  March  31  it  stood  at 
£5,220,000,  or  less  than  at  the  beginning 
by  £372,000.  Yet  we  received 
£3,221,000  by  the  excess  of  Revenue 
over  Expenditure.  This  requires 
explanation.  In  order  to  meet 
the  temporary  requirements  of  the 
War  Office  and  the  Admiralty  under 
the  Imperial  Defence  Act,  we  have  tem- 
porarily taken  out  of  the  balances 
£500,000  for  the  War  Office,  and 
£337,000  for  the  Admiralty.  We  have 
also  taken  for  redemption  and  con- 
version purposes  about  £1,678,000.  Wo 
did  not  fully  replace  the  Exchequer  Bills 
presented  for  paj-ment  by  £192,000.  We 
advanced  on  account  of  bullion  purchases 
more  than  we  repaid  by  £150,000.  On 
the  other  hand,  there  was  paid  into  the 
balances,  in  respect  of  the  Sardinian 
Loan,  £53,000.  The  Revenue  exceeded 
the  Expenditure  by  £3,221,000.  If  we 
deduct  this  amount  paid  into  our  balancea 
from  the  amount  taken  out,  the  result  is 
that  we  arrive  at  the  £372,000  already 
mentioned,  which  is  the  sum  by  which 
our  balance  has  to  be  restored.  It  will 
be  seen  that  the  large  excess  of  Revenue 
over  Expenditure  has  assisted  us  in  the 
redemption  operations,  and  has  enabled 
us  to  defray  the  Expenditure  under  the 
Imperial  I)efence  Act  without  borrowing. 
Of  course,  I  need  not  tell  the  Committee 
that  we  do  not  intend  to  deplete  our 
balances  permanently  by  the  amounts  I 
have  mentioned.  We  shall  have  to  bor- 
row the  sums  issued  under  the  Imperial 
Defence  Act,  in  1888-9  and  1889-90,  for 
the  Army  and  Navy,  amounting 
together  to  £1,497,000.  We  shall 
also  have  to  make  good  a  portion  of 
the  money  tnken  out  of  balances  for  re- 
demption and  conversion  purposes.  I  am 
sorry  to  trouble  the  Committee  with 
these  banking  details,  but  these  financial 
statements  are  sometimes  referred  to 
in  the  future,  and  it  is  custom- 
ary to  explain  the  balances.  But 
it  is  a  somewhat  tedious  process,  and 
leaving  these  details,  I  come  to  some 
larger  and  much  more  interesting 
figures.  It  may  be  remembered  that 
at  the  close  of  the  Conversion  operations 
in  1888  we  were  left  with  a  balance  of 
Three  per  Cent.  Stocks  which  had  to  be 
dealt  with  in  accordance  with  the  notice 
given  in  July  of  that  year.  The  amount 
of  the  old  Three  per  Cent.-Stock  out- 
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atanding  on  November  5,  1888,  was,  in 
CSonsok  and  Reduced  Tlii*ees  together^ 
£42,325,000.  In  tlie  course  of  the  next 
eight  montlis,  by  tliu  action  of  tbe  Sink- 
ing Fund,  the  amount  redeemed  wu& 
.£1,356,000.  Therefore,  the  amount 
vrhich  had  to  be  sp?oinllj  dealt  with 
was,  in  round  figures,  £41,000,000. 
This  was  the  sum  we  were  pledged 
to  deal  with  under  the  Notice  of 
July  6,  1888.  I  admit  it  luoked 
ii  very  formidable  o})eratio«  to  oblige 
uue'e  self  to  pay  off  £41,000,000, 
unless  they  should  be  converted  into  new 
8tock,  tind  as  by  that  time  the  new  Stock 
8tood  1  or  2  per  cent,  below  par,  it  was 
doubtful  wh  ther  any  large  portion  of 
that  £41,000,000  would  be  automatically 
converted.  I  will  not  tay  I  did  not  paga 
through  some  momenta  of  anxiety-  At 
one  time  the  Money  Market  made  me 
rather  uncomfortable.  I  will  admit  that 
iiome times  the  large  proportions  of  that 
Hum  did  cfkuse  m^  some  feelings  of 
anxiety ;  but  the  resoureaa  of  the 
country  were  so  great  and  its  credit 
was  sj  enormous  as  to  enable  me  to 
borrow  ariy  sum  which  might  be  necss 
aiary.  The  resources  of  the  National 
Debt  Commissioners  especially  were  ex- 
ceedingly useful.  I  am  now  in  a  p3sition 
t.>  state  how  we  dealt  with  the 
£41,000,000  which  has  been  finally  dis- 
posed of  and  wiped  out  altogether.  We 
paid  off  in  cash  £24,378,000,  of  which 
ihe  National  Debt  Commissioners  sup- 
plied us  with  £10,800,000;  and  I  had 
no  difficulty  m  borrowing  the  remainder. 
Thero  were  exchanged  for  new  Stock  by 
the  National  Ddbt  Commitisionera  on  the 
oth  of  July.  18811,  £8,104,000— an 
amount  which  they  had  bought  from 
their  own  resoun^es  in  the  courjse  of  the 
year  with  a  view  to  their  cun version  into 
new  Stock,  and  whereby  1  was  r^^lieved 
from  the  necessity  of  paying  cash  to  that 
amount  There  were  automatic^dly  con- 
verted into  new  St<:»ck  on  the  5th  of 
Octobjr,  1 889,  £8,426,000.  Thus,  out  of 
£41,000,000  about  £8,000,000  were  con- 
verted, and  the  balance  of  the  old  Stock, 
£41,000,000,  has  now  finally  and  com- 
pletely disappeared.  The  Committee  will 
like  to  know  how  much  the  Unfunded 
Debt  in  the  hands  of  the  public  has 
increased  in  consequenc_^  of  the  Conver- 
jiion  and  Redemption  operations.  On  the 
30th  of  March,  1888,  about  £14,000,000 
were  so  held,  and  there  are  now  held  by 


tho  public  about  £23,500,000.  In  other 
words,  our  liability  towards  the  public  id 
respect  of  short  or  Floating  Securities  has 
been  increased  by  £9,500,000.  On  the 
other  hand,  during  these  two  years  the 
Funded  Debt  has  been  decreased  by 
£28,500,000  ;  and  as  the  amount  of 
Stocks  held  by  the  National  Debt  Com- 
missioners is  larger  by  £13,000,000  than 
it  WHS  two  years  ago,  our  liability  to- 
wards the  public  in  respect  of  Funded 
Debt  has  been  decreased  by  over 
£40,000,000.  I  do  not  pi^ss  away  from 
tills  subject  without  offering  a  tribute  of 
gratitude,  not  only  to  the  Governor  and 
Deputy  Governor  and  Directors  of  the 
Bank  of  England,  who  have  seconded  our 
efforts  with  unwearying  care,  but  also  to 
the  staff  of  that  establishment,  in  which 
these  gigantic  operations  have  been 
carried  out  without  a  single  hitch,  and, 
as  1  b;?lieve,  without  a  single  error  and 
with  the  fewest  ]H)ssible  complaints,  I 
have  completed  my  review,  I  hope  not 
entirely  uninterestiug,  of  the  finance  of 
the  past  jear.  Before  I  finally  close  the 
history  of  the  last  year  I  wish  to  state 
how  I  propose  to  deal  with  the  question 
of  light  gold.  The  Committee  will  re- 
member 1  stated  we  had  had  a  windfall 
in  a  profit  on  silver,  a  sum  of  from 
£600,000  to  £700,000.  I  think  that 
nothing  can  be  more  proper  than  to  allow 
the  silver  to  pay  for  the  gold.  We  pro- 
pose to  establisli  a  Coinage  Fund  and  to 
credit  it  with  the  £600,000.  I  propose 
in  a  f  jw  dajb  tj  introduce  a  Bill  to  carry 
this  out.  I  will  just  state,  what  liankers 
will  beanxious  to  learn,  what  has  happened 
with  regard  tu  the  pre- Victorian  coins, 
When  it  was  determined  to  take  these 
coins  in  hand  it  was  estimated  that  there 
werj  in  circulation  4,295,500  sovereigns 
and  314,000  half  sovereigns.  It  was 
expected  that  there  would  be  sent  in  for 
exchange  2,169,800  aovereigus  and  all 
the  half-sovereigns ;  and  the  cost  of 
r.^newing  these  coins  was  estimated  at 
£50,000,  for  which  a  Vote  was  taken  last 
s  um  me r.  Tl i e  amou  n t  of  co i  iis  rece i  ved  by 
the  Bank  of  England  up  to  the  2nd  of 
April  was  2,071,000  sovereigns  (nearly 
the  exjict  Estimate)  and  210,000  lialf- 
sovereigns.  The  greater  })art  of  these 
coins  has  h^au  sent  to  and  weighed  by 
the  Mint,  and,  according  to  the  present 
calculations,  the  loss  per  sovereign 
proves  to  be  4'7d.,  as  ngainst  an  estimated 
loss  of  4*6d.,  and  per  half-sovereign  to  be 
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6d.,  as  compared  with  an  estimated  loss 
of  5*9d. ;  and,  accordingly,  the  total  defi- 
ciency to  be  made  good  on  the  coins 
presented  at  the  Bank  for  exchange  has 
been  £44,000,  against  an  Estimate  of 
JB50,000.  I  am  now  able  to  approach 
what  is  a  more  interesting  subject — 
namely,  that  of  the  Revenue  and  the  Ex- 
penditure of  the  coming  year.  The 
Committee  are  acquainted  with  most  of 
the  Expenditure,  as  I  have  given  the 
figures  of  the  Expenditure  of  the  coming 
year  in  the  Paper  in  the  hands  of  hon. 
Members,  so  as  to  faciHtate  reference. 
The  total  Consolidated  Services  amount 
to  £28,308,000,  baing  £18,000  more  than 
last  year;  the  addition  in  the  Supply 
Service,  gives  a  total  of  £58,319,000, 
being  £568,000  more  than  the  Exchequer 
itself  issued  last  year,  so  that  the  whole 
calculated  Expenditure  amounts  to 
£86,627,000,  as  against  £86,083,000, 
being  an  excess  of  £544,000.  I  have 
nothing  new  to  say  with  regard  to  this 
Expenditure.  The  House  knows  that 
the  chief  excess  is  due  to  the  Army 
Estimates.  The  Post  Office  and  Tele- 
graph Services  account  for  £150,000 
more  Expenditure,  but  this  increased  Ex- 
penditure is  more  than  compensated  for 
by  the  estimated  increase  of  Revenue. 
I  ought,  perhaps,  to  say  that  the  Expen- 
diture would  be  £265,000  larger  but  for 
the  fact  that  the  Scotch  grants  have 
been  dropped  in  consequence  of  the 
transfer  of  Scotch  licences  to  the 
Scotch  Locil  Authorities.  When  I 
come  to  the  licences  it  will  be  seen 
that  thire  is  a  corresponding  or  larger 
decrease,  owing  to  the  transfer  of  these 
licences  to  the  Scotch  Authorities.  The 
House  will  also  call  to  mind  that  this 
is  not  the  total  expenditure,  because 
you  have  to  add  to  the  items  of  expen- 
diture £160,000  in  respactof  the  Con- 
tagious Diseases  (Animals)  Bill,  and  also 
£40,000  as  representing  the  gain  to 
which  Ireland  is  entitled  in  common  with 
England  and  Scotland,  as  her  share 
derived  from  the  transfer  of  licences  to 
the  Local  Authorities.  There  is  also  an 
Estimate  of  £30,000,  which  some  hon. 
Members  may  have  S3en,  for  additional 
requirements  in  Bechuanaland.  That 
brings  up  the  total  Expenditure  to 
£86,857,000,  and  that  is  the  Expenditure 
which  wo  have  to  meet.  Now,  I  ask  the 
Committee  in  what  spirit  am  I  to  approach 
theEstimates?  I  have  now  the  duty  of  fram- 
Mr.  Go8chen 


ing  my  Estimates  for  the  coming  year* 
Am  I  to  approach  them  in  an  optimistic 
spirit  or  to  proceed  with  the  same  caution 
which  I  am  blamed  for  having  displayed 
on  previous   occasions?     I    have  made- 
many  inquiries  in  many  quarters  as  to 
the  prospect  of  trade  and  industry  and 
of  general  commercial  activity  for  the 
coming  year,  and  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
the  answers  I  have  received  recommend 
caution  rather  than  sanguineness.  {Oppo- 
sition  cheers.]     1   ask  those    hon.    and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  who  cheer 
that  sentiment,  to  be  good  enough   to 
remember   next  year,   if  I  again  haTe 
to  present  a  satisfactory  balance-sheet, 
that  they  share  at  the   moment  when' 
the  Estimates  are   framed,   the  temper 
in     which    I    consider    the     Estimatea 
ought    to    be   drawn  up.     Seriously,   I 
think  that  it  would  be  an  error  to  say 
that   we   can  prudently  count   upon  a 
continuance    of    that  progressive  pros- 
perity which  I  trust  we  may  continue  to 
enjoy,  and  of  that  speculative  activity 
which  has  characterised  a  part  of  the 
past  financial  year.     We  know  that  the 
price  of  iron  has  largely  Mien,  and  we 
know  that  there  has  been  a  check  in 
the  shipbuilding  trade.     We  know  that 
the    Stock    Exchange    transactions    are 
not  so  many ;  we  know  that  speculation 
for  the  moment  has  calmed  down,  and 
though   we   may  hope   that    the    rela- 
tions between  capital  and  labour,  which 
were  so  strained  at  one  time  during  the 
past  financial  year,  may  continue  in  a 
state  of  harmony  and  concord ;  still  trade 
is  disorganised  occasionally  by  the  strikes, 
which  take  place ;  and,  indeed,  I  am  told 
that   blows  have  been  struck  in   some 
parts  of  the  country  to  industrial  enter- 
prise   by   the    unfortunate    differencea 
which  have  taken  place.     I  do  not  dwell 
upon  that  particular  circumstance,  but  I 
do  dwell  upon  the  whole  circumstancea 
of  the  position,  and  I  say  that,  while  I 
trust  we  may  have  prosperous  times,  we 
must  proceed  with  caution,  because  it  is 
possible  we  may  not  have  that  progres- 
sive prosperity  with  which  we  have  been 
blessed  during  the  past  financial  year. 
It  is  clear  that  we  must  look  upon  the 
great     articles    of    consumption     with 
caution.    As   regards  tea    and   tobacoo^ 
and      the     other     items,     we    cannot 
count     upon     any    large     increase.     I 
ask    again,    then,    in    what    spirit  are 
we  to  frame  the  Estimates  ?    As  regarda 
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alcoholic  beverages,  I  decline  to  increase 
the  Estimate  over  the  result  of  the 
receipts  of  the  past  year.  I  may  be 
wrong.  It  may  be  that  there  will  be  still 
a  continuance  of  the  increase  produced 
by  rum,  brandy,  and  other  intoxicating 
liquors.  I  will  go  further,  and  say  that  I 
believe  there  will  be  an  increase  during  the 
next  few  months  in  respect  of  thos3 
articles.  That  is  highly  probable,  but  I 
do  not  think  that  such  increase  will 
extend  over  the  whole  year.  When  we 
come  to  thosa  months  where  the  greatest 
increase  took  place  last  year,  I  do  not 
think  that  there  can  be  a  cumulative 
force  in  this  tendency  to  spend  so  much 
of  our  increased  prosperity  in  augment- 
ing the  general  drink  bill  of  the  country. 
As  regards  wages,  it  is  generally  true 
that  there  is  not  a  decline  in  the  rate  of 
wages  directly  prosperity  begins  to  flag, 
and  it  may  be  said  that  you  can  count 
for  some  time  upon  a  continuance  of 
those  high  wages  which  have  enabled 
the  working  classes  to  consume  largely 
during  the  past  year.  But  the  sum  of 
the  wages  to  be  expended  does  not  only 
depend  upon  the  rate  of  wage,  but  upon 
the  continuance  of  employment  of  the 
workmen,  and  although  we  may  all  hope 
that  there  may  be  that  continuance  of 
employment,  still  I  say  it  is  in  a  spirit  of 
caution  with  regard  to  the  future  that  I 
think  we  ought  to  act.  Let  me  run 
through  the  various  heads  of  Revenue. 
I  have  not  framed  these  Estimates  in 
any  pessimistic  spirit.  I  will  only  sug- 
gest that  it  is  just  possible  that  we  shall 
only  have  to  mark  time.  As  regards 
the  Customs  Receipts  on  coffee  and  its 
satellites,  I  am  not  permitted  to  expect 
any  increase.  The  history  of  the  past 
shows  that  it  would  be  injudicious  to  do 
80.  lu  fact,  my  advisers  siy  that  we 
should  estimate  about  £3,000  less 
for  coffee  and  £3,000  more  for  cocoa. 
On  dried  fruits  1  estimate  an  in- 
crease of  £14,000.  Tobacco,  looking 
at  its  history  for  the  last  two 
or  three  years,  I  estimate  to  give 
an  increase  of  £213,000,  that  is 
about  2  per  cent,  on  the  present  im- 
portation, while  the  increase  of  the  popu- 
lation is  only  at  the  rate  of  1  per  cent. 
As  regards  tea,  I  assume  that  there  will 
be  a  further  transfer  from  China  to 
Indian  and  Ceylon  tea.  I  assume  that 
10,000,0001b.  of  China  tea  will  be 
displaced    by    7,000,0001b.    of    Indian 


and  Ceylon  tea — a  very  satisfactory 
prospect  for  India,  and  also  a  very 
batisffiwtory  prospect  in  this  respect- 
namely,  that  this  Indian  tea  makes  so 
many  more  cups  of  tea  per  pound,  in  the 
proportion  of  ten  to  seven,  so  that,  practi- 
cally, tea  has  been  cheapened  to  the 
working  classes  by  the  displacement  by 
Indian  of  China  tea,  if  the  middleman 
would  only  give  sufficient  influence  to 
this  greater  cheapness  owing  to  the  dis- 
covery and  development  of  this  great 
•branch  of  our  Indian  trade.  That 
diminished  consumption  of  tea  is  equiva- 
lent to  about  3,000,000lb.,  representing 
a  loss  of  £75,000  in  Revenue.  On  the 
other  hand,  we  have  the  fact  that  tea 
was  not  withdrawn  in  its  usual 
quantities  during  the  last  two 
months  of  this  year  in  anticipation 
that  the  Tea  Duty  would   be   reduced. 

E*  Hear,  hear,"  from  the  Front  Opposition 
ench.]  I  hear  a  smile  passing  over 
the  face  of  the  right  lion.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  [Laitghter.]  It  was  an  audible 
smile,  [iaughter.^  During  those  two 
months  we  estimate  that  tea  was  not  with-^ 
drawn  to  the  amount  of  £140,000,  which, 
if  it  had  been  paid,  would  have  swollen 
the  Receipts  of  the  last  year.  Now  it 
will  come  in  in  the  current  year.  Look- 
ing to  these  two  counterbalancing  effects, 
I  add  about  £220,000  to  the  Estimates. 
On  wine  I  will  take  an  increase  of  about 
£10,000.  But  spirits,  for  the  reason 
that  I  have  mentioned,  I  decline  to  put 
at  a  higher  figure  than  the  enormous' 
amount  realised  last  year.  In  fact, 
foreign  spirits  I  put  at  £80,000  lower 
than  the  amount  received  last  year, 
while,  on  the  other  hand,  British 
spirits  I  expect  to  increase  by 
£40,000,  with  the  reason  for  which  I 
will  not  trouble  the  Committee.  The 
Total  Receipts  from  Customs  I  put  at 
£20,836,000,  or  about  £375,000  more^ 
than  last  year.  I  now  approach  the 
Excise.  Beer  has  been  expanding,  and  I 
believe  that  we  are  justified  in  reckoning 
upon  a  slight  further  expansion.  I  place 
the  Estimate  at  £9,650,000,  which  is 
£240,000  more  than  the  net  Receipts  of 
last  year.  While  I  have  taken  off 
£80,000  from  foreign  spirits  I  put  on 
£40,000  on  British  spirits,  putting 
my  Estimate  at  £13,900,000.  The  Rail- 
way  Duty  I  estimate  at  £330,000.  When 
I  come  to  the  licences,  I  find  that  the' 
miserable  remnant  left  me  by  my  right 
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hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the  Local 
GoTemment  Board  is  still  farther  raduced 
by  £318,000.  which  I  had  to  take  off  for 
the  Scotch  licences,  and  I  am  only  left 
with  £220,000  under  this  head  as  a 
source  of  Imperial  Revenue.  The  total 
Excise  Revenue  I  put  at  £24,108,000, 
against  the  net  Receipts  of  last  year  of 
£24,133,000,  or  less  by  £24,000.  Bat 
for  the  loss  of  licences  there  would 
be  an  increase  of  £286,000.  Again, 
I  think  the  Committee  will  see  that 
I  have  proceeded  with  caution,  but  not 
with  undue  caution,  in  my  Estimates, 
unless  they  take  a  different  view  from 
me  as  regards  alcohol  beverages.  I  now 
pass  to  the  Daath  Duties  and  the  duties 
fromgeneral  stamps.  The  new  Estate  Duty 
last  year  yielded  £784,000,  but  it  did  not 
come  into  operationat  the  beginning  of  the 
financial  year,  and,  thereford,  it  will  give 
more  in  the  coming  year.  I  expect  to 
receive  £1,070,000  from  this  source. 
The  Probate  Duties  I  put  at  £2,400,000 
for  half  the  duty ;  the  other  half  goes  to 
the  Local  Authorities.  Here,  again,  I 
must  congratulate  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  President  of  the  Local  Grovernment 
Board  on  the  good  bargain  that  was 
made  for  his  Department.  The  original 
estimate  of  the  half  of  the  Probate  Duty 
that  we  parted  with  was  £2,130,000— 
tbat  half  now  is  £2,400,000  ;  so  that  the 
Local  Authorities  derive  a  benefit  from 
the  progressive  nature  of  the  tax  in 
these  two  years  of  £270,000.  By  a 
strange  coincidence  that  is  the  precise 
amount  which  the  Wheel  and  Van  Tax 
was  expected  to  realise.  The  Legacy 
Duty  is  put  at  £2,840,000  as  compared 
with  £2,770,000— an  increase  of  £70,000. 
The  Snccession  Duty  is  naturally  creep- 
ing up  under  the  changes  that  have  been 
made.  The  proceeds  last  year  exceeded 
those  of  the  previous  year  by  £144,000. 
I  assume  an  increase  of  £100,000  next 
year,  and  I  put  the  amount  at  £1,150,000. 
Now  I  come  to  general  stamps,  and  after 
the  remarks  that  I  have  made  on  the 
general  state  of  trade,  on  the  position  of 
the  Stock  Exchange,  and  the  best 
forecast  I  can  make,  I  find  that 
I  should  not  be  justified  in  calcula- 
ting upon  any  increase  of  Reve- 
nue from  general  stamps.  The 
general  stamps  last  year  amounted  to 
£6,157,000.  I  take  the  round  sum  of 
£6,140,000  as  the  general  stamps  for 
next  year.  The  total  Stamp  Duties, 
2fr.  Goschen 


including  the  Death  Duties,  I  put  at 
£13,642,000,  as  against  the  Receipts  last 
year  of  £13,040,000— an  increase  of 
£600,000,  of  cours3  entirely  due  to  the 
increase  put  upon  the  Death  Duties. 
The  Land  Tax  I  put  at  £1,030,000,  or 
less  than  last  year  by  £18,000,  and  the 
House  Duty  of  £2,000,000 — an  increase 
of  £22,000.  I  come  now  to  an  interest- 
ing item — the  Property  and  Income  Tax 
— and  there  I  think  I  am  justified  in 
being  more  sanguine  than  I  have  been 
with  regard  to  most  of  the  items  through 
which  I  have  passed,  because  there  we 
have  safer  grounds  to  go  upon,  as  we 
have  the  advantage  of  the  three  years 
average.  My  forecast  is  not  only  pro- 
spective, for  I  can  take  a  review  of  the 
general  situation  of  the  last  three  years, 
and  I  find  we  have  now  come  upon  an 
average  of  good  years  and  are  beginning  to 
get  rid  of  the  bad  years.  That  being  so  I 
put  my  estimate  at  £13,200,000,  which  is 
£430,000  more  than  last  year.  When  I 
put  this  before  the  House  last  year  I  said 
I  framed  my  estimates  with  some  hesita- 
tion. I  considered  I  was  doing  rather  a 
bold  thing  in  putting  the  yield  of  Id. 
Income  Tax  from  £2,020,000  to 
£2,100,000.  This  estimate  has  been 
more  than  justified  by  the  expanding 
prosperity  of  the  country,  and  this  year 
I  feel  justified,  from  all  that  I  have  seen 
and  heard  with  regard  to  this  source  of 
Revenue,  in  putting  my  estimate  at 
£2,200,000,  which  gives  a  total  for  the 
6d.  of  £13,200,000.  The  vast  increase 
in  the  proceeds  of  the  Id.  as  compared 
with  the  estimate  put  upon  it  by  the 
late  Sir  Robert  Peel  in  1844  of 
£800,000  will  be  apparent  to  the 
public  at  large.  It  denotes  the  enormous 
power  of  this  great  fiscal  engine 
— the  Income  Tax — which  enables  us, 
by  the  increase  of  Id.  alone,  to  find  a 
source  of  Revenue  equal  to  upwards  of 
£2,000,000  sterling.  As  regards  the 
non-Tax  Revenue,  1  have  conferred  with 
the  Post  Office  Authorities,  and  I 
feel  justified  in  putting  my  Estimate  at 
£9,750,000,  an  increase  of  £300,000  on 
the  Exchequer  Receipts  of  last  year.  Of 
course,  it  is  not  all  profit,  though  it  goes 
to  swell  the  Revenue.  You  must  deduct 
the  corresponding  item  of  increased 
charge  on  the  other  side.  Telegraphs  I 
propose  to  estimate  at  £2,470,000,  which 
is  £150,000  more  than  last  year.  Crown 
Ijands  remain     the    same   as    before — 
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£430»O00  ;  and  the  mterest  on  advances 
r  put  at  £240,000.     So   far,  the  Com^ 
mittee  will  B?e  that  I  liave  made  good 
progreaa.      When    I   come   to    the   Mis- 
cellaneous Rcvenu'}  I   lose  that  profit  on 
silver  which  I  had  last  year.    Stripped  of 
that  Revenue,    I   am  not  able  to  put  it 
higher  than  i>2J0O,O0O,   which    la    leas 
than     last    year     by     X711,0U0.      The 
decrease      under     Mis«3ellaneous   Items 
affects  the  whole   of  our  receipts  from 
non-Tax     Revenue,     and    the    non-Tax 
Revenue  altogether  T  can   only  estimate 
at   £15,590,000,    as    against    last    year 
£15,890,000,  a  decrease  of  £300,000.    If 
I  now  add  all  the  non*Tai  Revenue  and 
the  Tax  Revenue  together,  I  get  a  total 
estimattjd  at    £90,406,000,    against  the 
Exchequer    Receipts    of   last     year     of 
£89,304,000,  which  shows  thnt'l   huild 
upon  an  increase  of  £  1 ,102,000,     A  more 
interesting  comparison     is   obtained    fay 
•etting    my  estimated  Revenue  against 
estimated    Eip^^nditure.     Tlie  estimated 
Revenue   is   £90,406,000,   and  the  esti- 
mated  Expenditure  is  £86,857,000,  und  T 
find   tliat  I   am   left   with  a  8ur[»lus  of 
£3,549,000,  of  whith   1  have  to  dispose. 
Now,  I   com 3  to    what    is,    perhaps,    as 
embarrassing  a  part  of  mj  task  as  if  I 
had  to    im[)ose    taxation,    namely,    the 
use   of  this  excess    of     Re  venue    over 
estimated   expenditure,     I    propose,    in 
the  fii*st  instance,  to  deduct  from  this 
amount  the  gum  which  my  riglit  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  tells 
me  he  can  spend  on  barracks  during  the 
coming  year.     Tbirs  brincfs  me  to  explain 
how  we  propose  to  deal  with  tliat  matter. 
The    Committee    will     remember    that 
there  is   a   Bill    >»efore    the    H*:msu   for 
spending    £4,000,000   on   Imn-ncks.       I 
have    conferred    with    my    right    hon. 
Friend  as  to  how  thin  sum  shall  be  met- 
We  have  taken  powers  in  the  Bill  for 
borrowing     money     in     future     years, 
but    not    in    the  present  year*      What 
is    want;?d    this    year  ^will    come    out 
of  the  annual  Revenue.      But  as  regards 
the  following  years  and  the  bulk  of  the 
expenditure  we  shall  deal  with  it  on  the? 
analogy  of  the  Military   Forces  Looalisa- 
tion  Act  of  1872.  That  Act  contemplated 
barracks,   storehouses,  and  buildings  of 
that  kind  ;  and  the  amount,  if  I  remem- 
ber    rightly,     was     £3,500,000.       The 
reason    then   given    for   proceeding   by 
loan — for    under    the    Act    power  was 
giren  to  borrow   the  whole — was  that 
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!  the  Government  had  incurred  at  that 
time  a  very  heary  abnormal  charge  for 
Army  Purchase.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Memljer  f(  ►r  Mid  Lothian,  speaking  at 
Chester  the  other  day,  said — 

'*  He  WDuld  not  prnidg*  li  krgft  expenditure 
upi^D  bamtckH,  but  he  hoped  n-uort  would  not 
be  hiid  to  the  « )mewbat  cownrdly  practice  of 
C>iu»lin^  the  hurden  on  cummg  y«^a.nt.  That 
had  heaii  dotio  bf^fore,  but  it  had  been  doDe 
when  an  eaormouH  ♦xp«ndi(ure  bad  been 
incurred  out  of  the  Atitnj»l  Votts  upon  the 
sbolilion  of  piirch'ia*.*' 

But  the  largest  annual  Vote  under 
the  abolition  of  purchase  was  alxjut 
£900,000,  and  the  heavy  annual  extra 
paymetit  incurred  last  year  for  Naval 
Defences  was  larger  tlmn  that  sum  by 
£500,000,  so  that  we,  too,  are  precisely 
in  the  same  position  as  the  Govern- 
ment of  1872-3.  That  is,  that  wo 
have  undertiken  this  large  work 
for  the  improvement  of  our  barracks 
at  a  time  when  we  are  -making  special 
effftrts  in  another  direction.  But  the 
Ro  venue  was  as  prosperous  then  as  it  is 
now.  At  that  time,  too,  there  was  a 
surplus,  and  the  cirenmstancea  are 
thoroughly  analogous.  But  we  do  intend  to 
spend  such  an  amount  as  can  be  spent 
this  year,  out  of  current  Revenue,  and 
therefore  I  trust  my  right  hon.  Friend 
will  not  think  that  we  are  cowardly  in 
this  respect.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  tells  mo  that 
what  he  cvm  spend  this  year  is  £300,000. 
1  have  not  asked  him  to  cut  down  the 
sum  t<»  a  minimum,  but  I  asked  him  to 
tetl  me  frankly  the  maximum;  and  he 
states  that  £300,000  will  be  as  much  as 
will  be  likely  tn  be  spent  in  the  present 
yenr.  One  w<jrd  as  to  the  general  charge 
thfit  some  right  hon.  Gentlemen  made 
against  us,  that  we  are  having  large 
recourse  to  borrowing.  Whatever  may 
l)e  our  plans,  at  all  events  np  to  the 
present  we  have  not  incurred  any  censure 
in  that  respect.  We  have  estimated  the 
Naval  Annuity,  which  amounts  to 
£1,429,000  in  every  year,  over  a 
m€>derat4)  number  of  years.  But  in  this 
first  year  it  has  pruved,  as  we  knew  it 
would  prove,  more  than  enough  to  cover 
the  expenditure  of  the  year ;  and,  in  fact, 
under  the  Naval  Defence  At*t  we  have 
levied  from  the  taxpayer  in  the  j^st 
year  alx^ut  £1,000,000  sterling  more  than 
the  Admiralty  were  able  to  pay  out. 
Therefore,  bo  far  from  having  incurred 
any  debt  up  to  the  present^  we  have  paid 
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our  way  with  regard  to  the  naral  defences, 
and  have  carried  a  cartain  sum  forward 
to  next  year.  Hon.  Members  will  now 
deduct  the  £300,000  required  by  the  War 
Office,  and  they  will  find    the   surplus 
reduced  to  £3,249,000.     I  now  come  to  a 
matter  which  will,  perhaps,  interest  hon. 
Members  more    deeply   even   than    the 
barracks  scheme,  looking  to  the  interest 
which    has    been     taken     in    all    parts 
of     the     House    in    the     question.     It 
is  connected     also    with    the  Services. 
The  House  recently  agreed  to  a  Resolu- 
tion calling  upon   the    Government  to 
supply  to  the  Volunteers  certain  articles 
of  equipment,  and  on  fall  consideration 
of    this    decision   we    now    propose    to 
accept  the  Resolution,  and  to  set  aside  a 
sum  of  £100,000  out  of  the  surplus  to 
meet  that  demand.     I   leave   it  to  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  to  find  a  further  sum  of  £50,000 
out  of  his  rvjsotlrces  ;  and  it  appears  to 
us  that  the  sum  of  £150,000  will  enable 
us  substantially    to  give   efEect  to  the 
Resolution  which  has  been  passed  by  the 
House.     But  until  certain  inquiries  are 
completed  it  will  not  be  possible  to  give 
full  details.     The  Government  are  glad 
in   this  way  to  be   able    to   meet   the 
wishes    expressed    by     Parliament    for 
further  assistance  to  this  valuable  Force ; 
but  I  think  it  is  right  to   remind  the 
Committee  that  every  new  grant  made 
to  the  Volunteers  must  necessarily  carry 
with  it  some  corresponding  increase  of 
Government  control,  and  that  Parliament, 
in    sanctioning    increased    expenditure, 
will  require  to  be  satisfied  that  it  obtains 
a  fair  return  in  the  improved  efficiency 
and  heightened  value  of  the  Force.     I 
have  therefore  deducted  another  sum  of 
£100,000  from  the  surplus,  and  I  have 
asked  myself  how  I  should  deal  with  the 
remainder.     If  we  were  to  look  simply 
to  popularity,  I  believe  there  is  nothing 
we  could  do  that  would  more  satisfy,  I 
will  not  say  legitimate,  but  illegitimate 
public  opinion  than  if  we  were  to  spend 
a  very  large  portion  of  the  surplus.     I 
call  to  mind  all  the  demands  made  upon 
us  from   various  quarters.      I    call    to 
mind  what   the    men   of    science   have 
asked  us  to  do.     I  call  to  mind  what  the 
artists  have  asked  us  to  do,  and  what 
the  educationists  have  asked  us  to  do. 
If  any   collection  of  pictures  is  offered 
for  sale  we  ara  denounced  if  we  do  not 
immediately  purchase  it.  Every  collection 
Mr,  Goischen 


I  am  told  is  one  which  ought  to'  be  at  once 
secured   for  the   nation.      If    we   have 
valuable  sites  we  are  told  it  is  niggardly 
on  our  part  if  we  do  not  erect  magni- 
ficent public  buildings  upon  them  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment.    We  are  asked 
more  largely  to  endow  Universities.     We 
are  asked  more  largely  to  endow  Technical 
Institutions.     We  are  asked  more  largely 
to  endow  Intermediate  Education  ;  and 
now  we  shall    be  asked  what   we  pro- 
pose   to    do    with    regard     to    assisted 
education.     To  meet  half  the  demands 
made  upon  us,  I  believe .  £2,000,000  of 
this  surplus  would  soon   be   scattered. 
Possibly  the  money  would  be  well  em- 
ployed, but  it  would  soon  be  scattered, 
and  the  burdens  of  the  people  would  not 
be  lightened.  We  think  that  we  have  done 
a  great  deal  in  meeting  the  fair  demands 
that  have   been  made  upon   us.      The 
other  day  we  bought  land  at  Kensington 
for  £100,000.     We  have   taken   a  new 
departure  in  giving  sums  to  a  number  of 
new  and  valuable  colleges.     We   have 
been   more   generous    to    the    National 
Gallery  and  the  British  Museum.     We 
have  done  a  great  deal.     Thoagh  there 
may  be  at  this  moment  rather  a  flow  of 
opinion  in  the  direction  of  extravagance 
and  an   inclination  to  call    everything 
niggardly  which  does  not  correspond  to 
the  wishes  of    those  who    desire    this 
expenditure  —  notwithstanding    this,    I 
think  it  would  not  be  right  to  allow  all 
these   claimants  to  dip  their  hands   ad 
libitum  into   the  Treasury   chest.      As 
long  as  I  retain  my  office  I  shall  think  it 
my  duty,  on  the  whole,  to  sit  tight  upon 
the  lid  of   that  chest.     But  it  may  be 
said  that  we  have  Ixjen  extravagant  in 
other   directions.     Tliere   are   men  who 
think  that  while  we  have  been  economical 
in  some  respects  we  have  been  extrava- 
gant as  regards  the  Army  and  Navy. 
["  Hear,  hear ! "]     I  am  glad  to  hear  that 
that  cheer  was  not  a  very  general  cheer. 
We  have  not  been  extravagant  as  regards 
the  Army  and  Navy,  if  we   have  only 
done  those  things  which    were  impera- 
tively necessary  in  the  interests  of  the 
country.     I  \%  ould  frankly  say  that  when 
I  leave  my  office  I  shall  look  be^k  with 
some  pleasure  on  having  diminished  our 
national   liabilities  through  the  conver- 
sion of  the  National  Debt ;  but  I  shall 
also    look    back     with     pleasure,    and 
with    no     apology    whatever    to     the 
fact     that,      notwithstanding     that      I 
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have  been  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, I  haye  agreed  to  large  propo- 
sals which  I  believe  will  have  the  effect 
of  strengthening  the  defences  of  this 
conntry.  I  think  a  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  is  one  of  the  last  Ministers 
who  ought  to  be  indifferent  to  the  abso- 
lute security  of  our  shores  and  the 
security  of  our  commerce.  What  would 
be  the  effect  upon  our  Revenue  of 
even  panic  preparations  7  What  would 
be  the  waste  of  money  and  the  expense 
the  moment  the  slightest  panic  occurred? 
But  if  the  panic  should  be  of  a  more 
real  character,  then  every  one  knows 
that  in  a  country  like  this,  dependent  as 
we  are  on  other  countries  for  our  food 
supply,  and  dependent,  too,  upon  that 
credit  which  is  the  mainspring  of  our 
commerce,  I  think  it  almost  baffles  the 
imagination  to  think  of  the  consequences 
of  a  real,  serious  panic  at  the  present 
moment  when  the  whole  edifice  of  our 
commerce  and  trade  is  built  up  upon 
credit.  I  think  myself,  and  I  say  it  in 
great  frankness,  that  our  bankers  and 
merchants  trade  with  too  littlt»  reserve, 
and  I  think  that  the  reserves  of  the 
supplies  in  this  country  are  also  reduced 
to  an  insecure  amount.  Looking  to  all 
this,  I  believe  the  Government  have 
done  no  more  than  their  duty  in 
availing  themselves  of  a  portion  of  the 
great  resources  which  the  country  has 
placed  at  our  command  in  doing  what 
we  can  to  strengthen  and  improve  our 
Army  and  Navy.  We  have  done  much. 
I  will  not  recapitulate  what  we  have  done 
with  regard  to  the  Navy.  As  regards  the 
Army,  we  have  armed  the  infantiy  with 
a  new  magazine  rifle.  We  have  supplied 
the  artillery  with  new  guns.  We  shall 
have  fortified  our  coaling  stations  by  the 
end  of  this  year.  We  shall  have  im- 
proved the  defences  of  our  Imperial 
Ports.  We  shall  have  done  all  this,  and 
I  say  we  have  no  apology  to  make  for 
the  large  sums  which  we  have  had  to 
impose  upon  the  people  for  all  these  pur- 
poses, although  we  would  gladly  have 
used  them  to  reduce  the  burdens 
which  the  people  cheerfully  bear. 
We  must  admit  them  to  be  heavy 
burdens,  and  we  will  lighten  them  as 
soon  as  it  is  possible  for  us  to  do  so.  I 
have  said  that,  notwithstanding  our 
surplus,  we  do  not  intend  to  listen  to  any 
proposals  of  extravagance.  But  I  believe 
that  in  the  proposal  I  am  now  going  to 


make  I  shall  have  cordial  support  from  all 
Members  of  the  Committee.  We  pro- 
pose, if  we  can  persuade  other  interested 
parties  to  do  so,  to  deal  with  the  question 
of  the  postage  to  India  and  our  colonies, 
and  to  reduce  all  rates,  by  whatever 
route,  to  2|d. — not  ocean  postage  only, 
but  postage  by  tho  quickest  route.  The 
existing  rates  to  Australia,  India,  China, 
and  the  Cape  range  from  5d.  to  6d.,  and 
the  House  is  also  aware  that  in  the  case 
of  some  of  these  letters  they  would  be 
transmitted  cheaper  to  their  destination 
if  they  were  posted  abroad.  No  doubt  it 
is  a  great  anomaly  that  if  letters  are^ 
sent  to  Calais  they  can  be  posted  to  our 
officers  at  Quetta  or  in  Burma  more 
cheaply  than  if  they  were  posted  at  a 
British  post  office.  We  propose,  there- 
fore, to  remove  these  anomalies  if  we  can 
persuade  the  other  interested  parties  to 
join  us,  because  we  cannot  act  in  thia 
matter  without  the  cordial  co-operation 
of  the  colonies  themselves.  The  ocean 
penny  postage  has  been  recommended 
very  much  on  the  ground  that  it  would 
draw  usicloser  to  the  colonies;  but  it 
would  be  a  very  unsatisfactory  beginning 
to  such  a  proceeding  if  we  were  to  embark 
upon  a  cheapening  of  postage  t6  which 
the  colonies  themselves  were  opposed. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral will  place  himself  in  commanication  at 
once  with  Ihe  Agents  of  the  colonies,  and 
he  will  see,  with  every  hope  of  success, 
whether  they  can  be  induced  to  reduce 
the  postage  in  the  future  to  2 id.  by 
whatever  route  the  letters  may  be  sent. 
The  loss  which  would  be  incurred  by  this 
process  would  be  £80,000  in  the  present 
year.  It  would  be  £105,000  in 
a  complete  year.  But  I  think  £80,000 
will  cover  it  in  the  present  year,  looking 
to  the  negotiations  which  will  take 
place.  Now,  I  intended  to  explain 
to  the  Committee  how  this  less  would 
arise.  But,  looking  to  the  ground  which 
I  have  still  to  traverse,  they  will  excuse 
me  if  I  do  not  defend  the  proposal  more 
than  by  making  this  statement.  I  can 
only  say  this :  that  we  must  assume  thia 
loss,  because  we  cannot  recoup  ourselvea 
on  letters  which  go  by  the  quickest 
route  by  any  increased  correspondence. 
We  have  to  pay  an  amount  equal  to  Id.  • 
for  the  foreign  transit,  and  the  cost  of  the 
letter  in  this  country  and  in  the  colonies 
or  in  India  is  taken  to  be  even  more  than 
l|d.     Thus,  if  you  add  Id.  to  the  l^d., 
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the  cost  of  the  postage  will  be  more  than 
2^.,  or  at  least  fully  2^.,  and  we  can- 
not expect  to  reconp  oarselves.  But  I 
have  little  doubt  that  the  Committee 
generally  will  be  prepared  to  make  this 
sacrifice  out  of  Revenue  for  the  purpose 
of  removing  anomalies  and  securing 
cheaper  communication  with  India.  India 
will  also  have  to  be  consulted  on  'i^e  pro- 
posal. We  are  at  present  in  communi- 
cation with  her  on  the  subject.  So  far 
I  have  spoken  of  increased  expenditure, 
namely,  that  for  barracks,  Volunteers,  and 
postage.  I  now  come  to  the  point  of  re- 
missions of  taxation.  But,  still,  I  must 
«sk  hon.  Membsrs  to  be  patient  while  I 
deal,  only  in  a  word  or  two,  with 
some  very  humble  claims  for  relief. 
The  Committee  will  think  that  it  is  the 
duty  of  a  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
quite  as  much  to  look  to  humble  claims 
to  relief,  if  there  is  any  hardship  or  in- 
justice, as  to  deal  with  larger  questions. 
Apprentices  have  to  pay  a  stamp  of 
2s.  6d.  on  their  agreements,  provided  no 
premium  is  paid.  If  a  premium  is  paid 
they  have  to  pay  the  heavy  duty  of  Ss. 
for  every  X5.  If  there  is  a  premium  of 
£20  they  must  pay  £\.  This  appears 
to  me  a  great  hardship,  and  I  propose 
that  on  no  agreement  of  apprenticeship 
shall  there  be  a  higher  stamp  than  2s.  6d. 
Then,  take  the  case  of  insurance  policies. 
Life  insurance  policies  are  only  subject 
to  Id.;  but  health  insurances,  which  pro- 
vide that  if  a  man  falls  sick  he  is  t<) 
receive  a  certain  sum  during  his  illness, 
have  to  pay  a  6d.  Stamp  Duty.  It  has 
been  represented  to  me  by  the  Societies 
interested  that  this  is  a  hardship,  and  I 
propose  to  remove  it  by  putting  health 
policies  on  the  same  footing  as  other 
policies.  I  mention  these  matters,  not 
as  being  of  fiscal  importance,  but  to  give 
them  the  publicity  they  deserve.  Quite 
apart  from  larger  questions,  I  propose  a 
slight  change  in  charging  the  Income 
Tax  as  between  different  schedules. 
Complaints  have  been  made  that  when  a 
man  loses  under  Schedule  A  he  is  not 
allowed  to  set  off  that  loss  under 
Schedule  D.  So  it  happens  sometimes 
that  a  man  who  has  lost  heavily  on  his 
farm  has  to  pay  full  duty  on  the  profits 
of  his  business  without  being  allowed  to 
deduct  the  loss  on  his  farm.  That  I 
intend  to  pat  right  by  allowing  the  loss 
under  one  schedule  to  be  set  o£E  against 
the  profits  of  another  schedule.  There 
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will  be  no  appreciable  loss  under  these ' 
heads,  and  I  merely  mention  them  for 
the  purpose  of  giving  them  publicity. 
The  first  serious  inroad  which  I  propose 
tomake  on  my  surplus  isachange  in  volving 
the  remission  of  the  duty  on  gold  and 
silver  plate — a  change  which,  I  believe^ 
has  been  expected,  and  I  will  not  conceal 
from  myself  that  it  is  not  pleasant  for  a 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
part  with  a  tax  which  is  paid  with  the 
greatest  possible  cheerfulness  by  those 
who  have  to  pay  it.  There  is  a  positive 
alacrity  on  the  part  of  the  chief  members 
of  the  trade  in  paying  the  Plate  Duties, 
and  they  are  protesting  in  advance 
against  their  abolition,  and  I  must, 
therefore,  make  out  some  case  why  we 
propose  the  abolition  of  these  duties. 
The  first  shake  was  given  to  them  by 
the  Report  of  the  Seleqt  Committee  of 
1878-9,  of  which  I  was  myself  a  member. 
They    recommended   as  follows  : — That 

''Whenever  the  condition  of  the  Revenue 
will  permit  the  duty  upon  silver  plate  ahould  be 
abolished." 

The  Committee  were  moved  to  make 
this  recommendation  by  the  consideration 
of  the  unequal  incidence  of  the  duty  and 
the  great  proportion  it  bore  (nearly 
40  per  cent.)  to  the  raw  material, 
and  the  importance  of  promoting  the 
use  of  silver  as  an  article  of  manu- 
facture. The  Indian  community  soon 
fastened  on  the  suggestion  of  the  Com- 
mittee. I  think  myself  that  India  has 
attached  almost  undue  importance  to  the 
abolition  of  these  duties.  But  the  fact 
remains  that  they  do  attach  enormous 
importance  to  the  abolition  of  the  Plate 
Duty.  They  consider  it  -will  have  an 
effect  upon  the  price  of  silver,  and 
will  enable  them  to  send  more  articles  of 
manufactured  silver  to  this  o  >untry,though 
I  think  they  are  rather  sanguine  in  their 
expectations.  It  might  be  contended,  and 
I  have  heard  it  argued,  that  we  ought 
not  to  look  to  the  wishes  or  expectations 
of  India,  but  to  British  interests  alone. 
But  the  argument  had  been  rather  cut 
away  from  under  our  feet  ly  the  re- 
collection in  India  of  a  transaction  which 
they  consider  to  have  been  unfair 
to  themselves,  justly  or  unjustly  I  will 
not  say.  But  they  consider  that  the 
duty  ujwn  the  imports  of  British  cotton 
goods  was  promoted  and  carried  rather 
with  a  view  to  British  interests  than  to 
Indian  interests,  and  they  have  made  a 
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kind  of  pflAsiouate  cUiim  in  rettirn  that 
in  this  matter  of  Plate  Duties  we  Kliould 
consider  the  interests  of  India.  Now, 
they  have  had  a  good  deal  tr»  ^o  upon 
with  regard  to  declarations  made  by 
various  Chancellors  of  the  Kicheqner.  The 
abolition  of  the  duty  was  reconimwnded 
without  hesitation  by  the  recent  Ilo3^al 
Commieaioa  upon  Gold  and  Silver  as  a 
practical  measure  for  diminishing  the 
difficulties  of  India.  It  is  difficult 
in  the  faca  of  a  recommendation 
of  that  Idud,  coming  from  a  strong  Com- 
mission,  to  resist  that  pressure.  I  men- 
tion it  because^  as  I  say,  we  mnst  liave 
atpong  arguments  for  the  repeal  of  a 
duty,  the  repeal  of  which  is  opposed  by 
the  trade  of  silversmiths  in  England 
itself*  The  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  handled  the  subject  in  1881,  and 
proposed  to  reduce  the  duties  gradually. 
He  would  liave  preferred  an  immediate 
reduction,  but  he  shrank  from  it  on 
aooount  of  the  drawback,  which 
then  was  estimated  to  amount 
to  £170,000.  The  ri;L,'ht  hon.  Gentle- 
man  subsequently  withdrew  his  pro- 
posal, hut  referred  to  the  matter 
again  the  next  year.  From  that  time  to 
this  the  matter  h[i8  been  in  suspense. 
My  right  hoii.  Friend,  speaking  of  this 
duty,  said — 

"The  state  in  which  it  was  left  perplex*»a 
the  marketf  places  transactioQS  upon  old  pUtu 
on  an  embamigsfld  footing,  inflicta  much 
mischief  and  limitation  on  ibo  ioduatry,  and 
possibly  tends  to  lower  tho  strindard  of  our 
roanufacturod  goods,  ivhilat  obstructing  the 
taste  in  design/' 

With  all  theae  declarations  before  us,  I 
Baid  last  year  that  I  should  wish  to  adopt 
the  recommendationa  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission to  abolish  the  Silver  Plate  Duty, 
but  that  I  had  no  means  at  my  command 
to  make  up  for  the  loss  and  also  to  meet 
the  demand  on  the  drawlmek.  Now 
that  the  moment  has  come,  I  consider 
we  are  practically  bound,  by  all  that  has 
occurred  in  the  past,  to  take  tho  bull  by 
the  horns  and  t<i  deal  with  the  duty  on 
tkiB  footing.  Viceroys  of  India  and  ei* 
Viceroys  of  India  have  all  attached  the 
greatest  importance  to  this  matter  ;  and 
it  would  create  a  serious  disappointment 
ifi  India  if  we  were  not  to  deal  with 
the  matter.  But,  it  may  be  asked,  if  we 
propose  the  abolition  of  the  duty  on 
silver  plate,  why  should  w^e  abolish  the 
duty  on  gold  plate  1  The  duty  on  gold 
artioles  amontits  to  a  Tery  small  sum. 


[  The    House    will    bs    amused   to    learn 
I  that    the    greatest  portion   of  the  duty 
on  g^old  plat€f  is  paid    by  weddin;^  ^'itigs, 
Three-fourths   and    more    of    the  duty, 
amounting   to   X 2 3, 300,    on    gold    plate 
come  from  the  duty  paid  bv  this  most 
necessary    article    of    civilised    society. 
Otherwise  gi^ld  plate  is  so  small  an  item 
that,  practically,  no  revenue  whatever  i» 
derived  from  it.     Nor  would  the  ques- 
tion   of    drawback  arise  in  tho  case  of 
gold  plate,  and  I   pi-opose   no  drawlmck. 
As  i-egardtt  silver  plate,   tho  amount  of 
drawback  involved  I  put  at  XI 20,000, 
which  I  add    to   the  £mfiOO  we  shall 
loso   by  the  abttlitioTi    of  the    Gold   and 
Silver  Plate  Duties.    The  drawliack  used 
to  be  estimated  at  £170,000.     But  the 
uncertainty  of  the  trade  haa  prevented 
the   accumulation  of  stocks,  and  I  feel 
conlidunt  that  £120,000  is  a  fair  sum. 
But  we  do  not  propose  to  pay  any  amount 
of    drawback    which    may  be    claimed. 
We  shall  take  £120,000  as  a  maximum, 
and   arrangements   will   then    be  made, 
which  shall  he  stated  later  in  detail,  for 
paying  the- drawback  on  the  stocks  in  the 
hands   of    dealers,    jirovided    they    have 
not  passed  into  use.     I  am  told  that  it 
will   be  possible  to  get  a  perfect  state- 
mtsnt    o!     the     whole     of     the     silver 
plate    on    which     drawback     may     be 
claimed.     If    the  claims  should  exceed 
£120,000,  then  a  corresponding  diminu- 
tion  will   be   made  npon  the   drawback 
claimed,  so  that  the  sum  which  the  State 
will  have  to  pny  shall  in  no  caae  exceed 
£120^000*     The  Royal  Commission  said 
that  w©  should  not  pay  more  than  thi-ee 
years*  drawback,  and  it  will  be  seen  that 
£  1 20,000  is  about  two  years'  drawback 
upon  silver  plate,  because  the  amount  of 
Silver  Plate  Duty  is  alx)ut  £60,000.     1 
have  row  arrived  at  a  point  when  I  must 
attack  the  bulk  of  my  subject.     I  trust 
that  hon.  Members  will  not  fnel  that  1 
have  unduly  trespassed  upon  their  atten- 
tion in  explaining  these  smaller  items  of 
remission.     I  have,  of  course,  to  think 
not  only  of  the  audience  listening  to  me 
now,  but  also  of  those  outside  who  are 
interested  in  silver  plate  or  any  of  the 
other    matters    which    I    liave   touched 
upon.     They  require  a  rather  full  state* 
ment,  and   I    was   therefore   bound    to 
make    it,     although    it  may    he    some- 
what   wearisome.     I    now   come  to  the 
larger    remissions.     After  deducting  the 
barnick  expenditure  my  surplus  stand 
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at  £3,249,000.  I  haye  farther  disposed 
of  £100,000  for  Volunteers,  £60,000  for 
reduced  postage,  and  £200,000  for  silver 
plate,  leaving  me  in  possession  of 
£2,869,000,  but  after  having  read  so 
much  during  a  portion  of  this  year  about 
the  gigantic  sums  that  would  be  at  my 
disposal,  1  confess  that  the  proportions 
of  that  surplus  appear  to  me  to  be 
very  modest,  when  I  have  to  set 
against  this  amount  the  number  of 
claimants  who  have  already  put  forward 
their  claims  to  remission.  There  are 
the  advocates  of  the  abolition  of  the  Tea 
Duty,  but  the  abolition  of  that  duty 
would  mean  a  sacrifice  of  revenue  of 
£4,900,000.  Then  someone  spoke  of  a 
reduction  of  2d.  on  the  Income  Tax. 
That  would  mean  a  sacrifice  of  £4,000,000, 
Then  there  are  others  who  are  not  only 
anxious  for  a  free  breakfast  table,  but 
for  free  pudding  as  well,  and  who  desire 
the  abolition  of  the  duty  on  all  dried 
fruit).  Then  thera  are  my  friends  who 
are  interested  in  the  brewing  trade. 
They  consider  that  they  are  entitled  to 
the  re  mission  of  the  3d.  per  barrel  imposed 
last  year.  Then  there  are  the  County 
Councils,  who  ask  that  we  should  hand 
over  to  them  the  Housa  Duty,  there  are 
other  persons  asking  for  this  modest  trifle 
of  £2,000,000,  and  others  suggesting  that 
the  whole  of  the  duty  should  be  remitted. 
Well,  I  ask,  what  is  my  surplus  amongst 
80  many  ?  I  will  proceed  to  consider  the 
various  claims  that  may  be  met ;  but 
instead  of  approaching  the  task  with  the 
feeling  that  I  am  going  to  give  satisfac- 
tion to  any  of  the  claimants,  I  feel  that 
the  amount  to  be  divided  is  comparatively 
so  small  that  I  shall  create  much  dis- 
appointment in  apportioning  it.  I  first 
turn  to  the  question  as  between  direct 
and  indirect  taxation.  It  has  been  sug- 
gested that  the  present  Government  have 
favoured  more  than  they  ought  the 
payers  of  Income  Tax.  A  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  considered  that  we 
had  unduly  favoured  the  payers  of 
Income  Tax  by  reducing  the  tax  from  8d. 
to  6d.,  but  I  hold  that  in  having  done  so 
we  have  simply  restored  the  status  qtu). 
The  extra  2d.  was  imposed  for  a  special 
purpose  at  a  special  time  when  there 
were  special  exigencies,  and  it  should  be 
remembered  that  at  that  time  a  proposal 
had  been  made  to  increase  indirect 
taxation,  which  proposal  was,  however, 
withdrawn.  Therefore,  I  consider  that 
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we  have  in  no  way  altered  ibe8iaHu\qu^ 
as  regards  direct  and  indirect  taxaidian  or 
favoured  direct  taxation  by  the  oomve 
which  we  have  taken.  Again,  it  most 
be  remembered  that  we  imposed  aa 
additional  duty,  the  Estate  Duty,  upon 
real  and  personal  property.  Lo(ddng> 
then,  at  all  the  circumatances  I  do  noi 
think  that  we  have  altered  the  sttUus^guo 
Hon.  Members  may  ask^  what  id.  ih» 
opinion  that  ought  to  be  held  with  regtjrd 
to  the  status  quo  before  these  reductioDS 
of  taxation  and  thtse  incressea*! !  of 
taxation  take  place?  That  ia  a  sp^ton- 
lative  question  which  would  lead  us  very- 
far  afield,  and  on  which  there  might  be. 
very  great  differences  of  opinion.  I- 
approach  the  question  in  a  simplctr 
fashion,  and  ask  myself  how  the  surpliui 
of  this  year  has  mainly  been  produced* 
Has  it  been  produced  niainly  by  the 
increase  of  direct  taxation,  or  by  ttie 
increase  of  sources  of  indirect  taxation  1 
When  the  subject  is  considered  from . 
that  point  of  view,  it  will  be  seen  that. we 
owe  the  greater  portion  of  the  8urpln9:tQ 
the  increased  consumption  of  artidee 
which  pay  duty  and  contribute  towards 
indirect  taxation.  Out  of  the  sum  which 
remains  to  me,  nearly  £2,000,000  has 
been  yielded  by  indirect  taxation,  jemd 
the  Government  have  determined  ..as*, 
indirect  taxation  has  mainly  produced 
the  surplus,  that  mainly  to  the  relief  of 
indirect  taxation  shall  the  surplus  go. 
Now,  the  surplus  has  been  mainly  pro- 
duced by  the  consumers  of  alcoholic 
beverages,  but  no  man  in  the  House 
would  be  prepared  to  say  that  thi$y ' 
shotild  be  relieved;  ^The  sum  which 
they  have  contributed,  which  amounts* 
after  deductions,  to  about  £1,500,000^ 
we  propose  to  apply  to  the  reductdoiu 
of  the  duty  upon  tea  by  2d.  in  the.£L  . 
The  tipplers  shall  relieve  tea.  The  loss 
upon  the  Tea  Duty  will  amount 
to  £1,500,000.  I  know  that  it  hstA 
been  said  that  a  reduction  of  2d. 
will  not  benefit  the  consumer ;  but  I . 
am  not  prepared  to  admit  that  argument. 
We  have  to  look  to  our  own  responsibility, . 
and  we  must  bear  in  mind  that  a  duty  of 
6d.  upon  tea  represents  a  very  laige 
proportion  of  the  primary  cost  of  the 
article.  If  tea  were  sold  to  the 
consuming  classes  at  anything  like 
the  cost  price,  it  would  appear  at  onoe  . 
what  an  enormous  relief  would  be  given 
by  a  reduction  of  2d.  in  the  £1.  ■  But 
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the  amount  of  the  relief  is  concealed 
by  the  fact  that  the  middleman 
walks  away  ^vith  so  large  a  pro 
portion  of  the  price  which  is  paid  hy 
the  working  classes  for  their  tea.  In 
many  villages  the  working  classes  pay  as 
mach  ofi  2a.,  as  2s*  6d,,  even  as  3s.  for  tea, 
while  much  t^a  can  be  bought  at  a  cost 
price,  lid,  or  Is  If  you  take  the  price 
at  Is.  6d,,  a  price  at  which  good  tea  can  be 
bought  and  sold,  and  realise  that  from  tliat 
price  you  are  going  to  make  a  reduction 
of  2d,,  you  will  see  tliat  you  are  confer- 
ring an  appreciable  boon  upon  the  con- 
aumer.  It  would  be  very  satisfacUiry  if 
full  advantjige  could  be  taken  of  this 
redaction  by  consumers,  so  that  they 
should  receive  their  full  shure  of  the 
relief.  Let  them,  therefore,  consider 
whether  through  better  organisation,  or 
by  other  means,  it  may  not  be  possible 
for  them  to  buy  on  better  terms  this 
article  of  primary  necessity,  this  article 
80  important  to  the  whole  of  the  working 
classes.  I  will  here  frankly  say  that  I 
am  opposed  to  the  totii  abolition  of  the 
Tea  Dutiett.  There  is  no  doubt  that  tea 
is  the  one  article  through  which  those 
who  neither  smoke  nor  drink  contribute 
to  the  Revenue,  and  therefore  I  think  it 
right  that  a  Tea  Duty  should  be  main- 
tained ;  and  I  should,  besides,  he  sorry  to 
think  that  we  were  going  to  cut  oE 
altogether  any  of  the  sources  of  our 
Revenue.  But  looking  at  the  way  in 
which  the  surplus  has  been  created,  and 
bearing  in  mind  the  circumstances  to 
which  I  shall  have  to  en  11  attention  here- 
after, I  think  that  justice  demands  the 
application  of  this  portion  of  the  surplus 
in  the  manner  which  I  have  indicated. 
I  pnxjeed  now  to  another  ai-ticle^  in 
respect  of  which  I  propose  to  grant  re- 
miasiou— I  refer  to  the  duty  on  currants. 
It  is  at  present  7s.  per  cwt,,  and  I  pro- 
pose to  reduce  it  to  28*  The  loss  of 
Revenue,  after  allowing  for  a  very  sub- 
stantial increase  of  consumption,  will 
probably  be  £210,000.  I  am  not  pre- 
pared, looking  to  the  further  remissions 
which  1  have  in  view,  to  increase 
the  amount  of  this  remission  on  dried 
fruits  by  making  it  applicable  to  all. 
The  Committee  will  ask  why  I  have 
selected  currants  for  this  special  benefit, 
while  the  tax  on  raisins  remains  as 
before.  Well,  currants  come  chiefly 
from  Greece,  and  Greece  attributes  such 
immense    importance  to  this  reduction 


that  she  is  prepared  in  return  to  maks  a 
substantial  offer  uf  reduction  on  British 
manufactured  goods.  To  Greece,  the 
ex  porttitiotv  of  currants  under  most 
favourable  circumstances  is  a  question  of 
life  mid  death,  and  besides  the  pleasure 
of  reducing  the  dnty  on  an  article  of 
general  consumption  in  this  country,  it 
is  a  matter  of  sincere  congratulation  to 
Her  Majesty's  Governmeiit  that  we  are 
at  the  St  me  time  able  to  pn>pnse  a  fiscal 
change  which  will  be  eminently  ad  van- 
tngeuus  to  tliat  little  Kingdom,  in  whose 
f^^trtuties  the  British  people  have  always 
taken  so  warm  an  interest.  Let  me  now 
mention  the  cliange  in  her  tariff  which 
Greece  on  her  part  is  willing  to  make, 
which  I  think  will  be  received  with 
considerable  satisfaction  by  certain  of  our 
exporters.  On  herrings  there  will  be  a 
reduction  of  33  per  cent.,  on  cotton 
yarns  1 6  per  cent,  on  single  grey  yarns 
up  to  No.  24  English ;  simplification  of 
classification  in  bleached  and  dyed, 
coupled  with  reduction  of  duty  of  about 
25  per  cent.  The  extra  duty  on  dyed 
yarns  will  be  abolished  ;  common  grey 
cotton  tissues  reduced  by  12  per  cent., 
and  for  other  cotton  tissues  a  simplifica- 
tion of  classification  on  the  same  princi* 
pie  as  time  for  yams,  while  for  cotton 
gords  specially  mentioned  in  the  Greek 
tariff,  sucli  as  embnDidered  goods,  cre- 
tonnes, and  men's  clothing,  the  redue* 
tions  range  from  20  to  50  per  cent.  On 
linen,  hempen,  and  jute  tissues*  the 
reductions  range  from  18  to  50  per 
cent.  ;  on  carpets  and  certain  other 
mixed  woollen  fabrics,  an  average  reduc- 
tion of  20  per  cent,  is  made.  On  indigo, 
the  duty  of  about  Is.  in  the  £\  is 
reduced  to  a  nominal  charge  of  about 
Id.,  and  the  duty  on  acids  is  reduced 
one-lialf,  to  a  nominal  charge  of  about 
Id.,  while  on  non-refined  acids  the  duty 
isentii^ely  abolished.  These  reductions  will 
relieve  the  British  trader  from  duties 
which  are  calculated  at  from  £50,000  to 
£60,000  a  year.  The  Committee  will 
see,  from  what  I  liave  stated,  why 
currants  have  been  specially  selected 
for  tiscal  favour  this  year.  I  should  be 
extremely  glad  if  the  countries  exporting 
raisins,  such  as  Spain  and  Turkey,  should 
see  their  way  to  meet  us  in  a  similar 
manner  on  a  future  occasion,  when  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  might 
again  be  able  to  achieve  the  double  ob- 
ject  of  cheapening  raisins  to  the  home 
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consumer  and  securing  lower  duties  on 
British  exports  to  those  countries.  One 
piece  of  warning,  however,  1  must  give. 
I  have  been  told  that  there  is  every 
probability  that  with  the  greater  cheap- 
ness of  currants,  they  will  be  used  for  the 
manufacture  of  wine  in  this  country.  I 
do  not  mean  the  innocent  currant  wine 
that  used  to  be  made  in  simple  English 
homes,  but  wine  manufactured  out  of 
dried  currants  and  worked  up  into  claret, 
or  what  is  sold  as  claret.  In  France, 
dried  currants  are,  I  believe,  largely 
used  for  the  manufacture  of  wine.  There 
is,  of  course,  'no  harm  in  wine  being 
made  out  of  currants,  but  if  that  be  done 
the  Excise  might  have  something  to  say 
on  the  subject.  It  would  not  do  to  have 
such  wine  manufactured  at  home  es- 
caping from  Excise  Duty,  while  imported 
wine  had  to  pay  duty.  But  I  may  go 
further,  and  warn  the  manufacturers  of 
British  wines  that  they  are,  in  some 
cases,  sailing  dangerously  near  the  wind, 
and  that  some  of  these  wines  are  brought 
very  near  the  standard  of  alcoholic 
strength  which  is  taxable.  Indeed,  I  am 
compelled  to  add  to  the  Budget  Ilesolu- 
tions  one  for  imposing  a  duty  on  im- 
ported wine  rendered  sparkling  in  this 
country.  I  now  come  to  another  article, 
which  is  also  one  of  universal  con- 
sumption— I  mean  the  duty  on  beer. 
I  admit  that  last  year,  by  changing  the 
standard  of  gravity,  I  practically  increased 
the  duty  to  the  extent  of  3d.  a  barrel. 
I  also  admit  that  I  stated,  in  reply  to 
urgent  pressure  from  the  brewers,  that 
the  tax  had  been  increased  for  a  special 
purpose,  and  that  the  tax  having  been 
increased  for  a  spacial  purpose  a  fair  case 
would  be  made  out  for  consideration  if  a 
surplus  should  arise  which  should  permit 
an  all-round  reduction  of  duties.  Beer 
would  then  have  a  claim  side  by  side 
with  other  cousumablo  articles.  Has  the 
case  arisen  ?  Who  has  paid  the  tax  ? 
Some  brewers  have  declared  that  this 
additional  impost  has  been  a  kind  of 
Income  Tax  upon  them.  But  is  this  so  ? 
Have  they  paid  it,  or  have  they  recouped 
themselves  by  a  slight  deterioration  of  the 
article  they  have  sold  ?  I  will  not  attempt 
to  decide  this  point  I  cannot  admit 
that  when  a  tax  is  put  on  a  great  article 
of  consumption  it  must  be  regarded  as  a 
tax  on  the  producer.  However,  looking 
to  the  whole  circumstances  of  the  case,  I 
am  prepared  to  part  with  the  additional 
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3d.  per  barrel  as  an  item  of  Imperial 
Revenue.  As  Chancellor  of  the  fbLche 
quer  I  will  forego  this  additional  3d., 
though  it  makes  a  gap  in  my  surplus  of 
£386,000.  At  the  sanie  time,  I  must 
ask  my  hon.  Friends  who  are  interested 
in  the  brewing  trade  not  to  indulge  in 
any  premature  congratulations.  They 
must  share  in  the  fortunes  and  responsi- 
bilities of  the  liquor  trade  generally, 
and  if  special  appeal  should  have  to  be 
made  to  that  trade  and  to  that 
interest  they  must  share  in  the  burden. 
I  have  now  disposed  of  £1,500,000  as 
remission  on  tea,  £386,000  as  the  loss  on 
beer,  and  £210,000  as  the  loss  on  currants. 
Adding  these  together  they  make  a  hole 
of  £2,096,000  in  my  surplus,  and  all  that 
remains  tome  is  £773,000  for  remission 
and  for  the  necessary  balance  to  be 
carried  over  at  the  end  of  my  account. 
The  direction  in  which  I  now  look  to  give 
relief  is  a  class  upon  which  I  have  always 
looked  as  being  heavily  taxed  as  com- 
pared with  the  rest  of  the  community — 
I  mean  the  class  just  above  the  worlong 
class,  the  class,  if  it  is  not  ofEensive  to  say 
so,  that  begins  to  wear  the  black  coat, 
who  have  a  very  hard  battle  to  fight,  and 
who  have  demands  made  upon  them  in 
many  respects  severer  than  those  idling 
upin  the  ordinary  working  men. 
I  refer  to  men  with  incomes  rang- 
ing from  £150  to  £400  a  year, 
men  of  the  poorer  trading  class, 
small  tradesmen,  and  clerks,  men 
who  generally  live  in  houses  of 
the  value  of  between  £20  and 
£60  a  year.  Upon  these,  who 
have  to  pay  in  addition  rates  and  taxes, 
the  House  Duty  falls  with  special  severity. 
If  they  have  shops  they  pay  6d.  on  their 
shops  and  they  pay  9d.  on  their  houses. 
Houses  below  £20  are  exempt.  Following, 
to  a  certain  extent,  the  principles  adopted 
as  regards  small  incomes,  I  propose  to 
reduce  the  duty  on  houses  between  £20 
and  £40  from  6d.  and  9d.  to  2d.  and  3d., 
and  on  houses  between  £40  and  £60  to 
4d.  and  6d.  The  Committee  will 
perhaps  scarcely  realise  the  number  of 
persons  whom  this  will  affect.  The 
Committee  scarcely  realises,  I  think, 
the  extent  to  which  both  the  Income 
Tax  and  the  Inhabited  House  Duiy 
are  paid  by  men  of  comparatiyely 
humble  means.  I  thought  at  one 
time  it  might  be  reasonable  to  allow 
every  Income  Tax  payer  to  deduct  £400 
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from  his  income  before  paying  Income 
Tax,  but  I  was  stagsjrered  to  find  that  this 
would  involve  a  loss  of  .£4,700,000  out  of 
A  total  receipt  of  £13,000,000.  To  allow 
every  Income  Tax  payer  to  deduct  <£200 
would  involve  a  loss  of  £2,500,000.  This 
ijhows  to  what  an  enormous  extant  the 
R3  venue  is  contributed  to  by  people  of 
small  incomes.  The  relief  which  I  pro- 
pose in  regard  to  Inhabited  House  Duty 
will,  it  is  calculated,  afEect  some  800,000 
persons  of  humble  means  and  will  cause 
a  loss  of  upwards  of  £500,000,  or  a  full 
quarter  of  the  whole  of  the  tax.  But  it 
is  a  relief  which  I  am  glad  to  propose, 
and  which  I  believe  tlie  House  will  be 
glad  to  sanction.  I  have  two  other 
minor  proposals  in  regard  to  this  tax.  I 
have  endeavoured  to  see  whether 
lodging-house  keepers  could  bo  re- 
lieved from  the  hardship  of  which 
•they  complain  of  having  to  pay 
•on  their  houses  as  if  they  were  resi- 
dences, when  they  are  really  places  of 
business.  I  propose  that,  in  future, 
lodging  houses  shall  pay  on  the  lower 
rate  as  if  they  were  shops  or  places  of 
business.  We  propose,  also,  to  meet  a 
wish  which  has  been  widely  expressed, 
and  with  which  I  have  evefy  sympathy. 
We  propose  to  extend  the  definition  of 
structural  separation,  so  that  if  a  house 
of  the  value  of  about  <£20,  let  in  tenements 
to  the  working  classes,  shall  be  certified  by 
the  proper  Local  Authorities  to  have  been 
constructed  so  as  to  be  fit  for  the  separate 
habitation  of  the  families  of  the  working 
classes,  it  shall  be  treated  as  houses  below 
the  value  of  £20,  which  are  now 
exempt  on  the  ground  of  structural 
separation.  I  have  endeavoured  to 
relieve  the  pressure  of  the  House  Tax  at 
ihose  points  where  it  seems  most  to 
weigh  with  heaviness  upon  that  portion 
of  the  population  who  have  the  greatest 
difficulty  in  meeting  the  burden  of 
taxation.  Now,  it  will  be  seen  that  if 
we  deduct  the  £540,000  which  those 
changes  and  remissions  in  the  House 
Duty  are  estimated  to  cost  from  the  sum 
at  my  disposal,  £773,000,  I  am  left  with 
a  balance  of  £233,000— as  small  a 
margin  as  I  think  circumstances  will 
justify  me  in  retaining.  I  ought  now  to 
have  come  to  my  peroration,  and  to  have 
all  but  concluded  the  long  statement 
which  I  have  been  making  to  the  House. 
Under  ordinary  circumstances,  indeed, 
I  should  now  have  completed  my  task, 
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but  the  circumstances  are  not  ordinary, 
for  two  years  ago  we  were  called  upon 
to  deal  not  only  with  Imperial, 
but  with  local  finance,  and  to  local 
finance  1  must  apply  myself  for  a 
still  further  short  space  of  time.  In 
1888  I  endeavoured  to  settle  the  ques- 
tion as  between  the  ratepayers  and  the 
rest  of  the  community,  and  I  made  large 
transfers  from  Imperial  Funds  to  Looil 
Exchequers.  Somehow  or  other,  the 
large  amount  of  those  transactions  has 
not  been  sufficiently  realised.  I  have 
been  charged,  and  the  Government  have 
been  charged,  with  not  having  fulfilled 
our  pledges  to  the  ratepayers,  the  County 
Councils,  and  the  Local  Authorities. 
It  is  said  that  the  Local  Authorities  have 
not  received  that  degree  of  relief  which 
they  expected.  Well,  if  they  have  not 
gained,  the  Imperial  Exchequer  has,  at 
all  events,  had  the  loss.  I  have  practi- 
cally handed  over  £2,750,000  to  the 
Local  Authorities.  The  question  is,  how 
would  the  Local  Authorities  have  been 
faring  now  if  no  change  had  been  made 
connected  with  local  finance,  and  how 
are  they  actually  faring?  I  will  take 
the  three  kingdoms  separately.  England 
has  received  a  gain  of  £2,236,000  ;  Scot- 
land, £282,000  ;  and  Ireland,  £256,000. 
Accordingly,  we  are  giving  to  the  Local 
Authorities  of  the  United  Kingdom,  this 
year,  £2,774,000  more  than  they  re- 
ceived before  Local  Government  was 
taken  in  hand.  But  let  me  put  in  this 
caveat.  If  the  Probate  Duty  should  not 
continue  to  yield  the  amount  expected, 
the  Loqal  Authorities  must  take  their 
chance  with  the  Imperial  Exchequer  as  to 
the  amount  which  the  duty  may  yield. 
We  assigned  certain  sources  of  Revenue 
to  them,  but  we  did  not  pledge  ourselves 
to  the  amount.  They  will  note,  however, 
that  this  tax  on  personalty  is  generally 
progressive.  But  it  is  said  that  we  are 
indebted  to  the  Local  Authorities  for 
£800,000.  A  claim  has  been  ;  put  for- 
ward by  Local  Authorities  belonging 
to  all  political  parties  that  we  should 
make  good  this  £800,000.  I  noticed 
the  other  day  that,  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  Lord  Ripon, 
Chairman  of  the  Yorkshire  County 
Council,  spoke  with  as  much  warmth 
about  the  gap  made  in  the  finances  of 
the  County  Councils  by  the  loss  of  the 
Wheel  and  the  Horse  Taxes,  as  my  hon. 
Friends  behind  me  have  often  spoken  in 
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this  House,  as  if  I  were  supposed  to  be 
pledged  to  make  up  the  sum  in  question ; 
but  I  have  always  denied,  and  I  do  deny, 
that  pledge.     The  Government  was  not 
pledged  to  any  specific  amount,  if   the 
House  did  not  accept  the  means  by  which 
we  proposed  tD  raise  it.     Suppose  I  were 
to  say  to  the  Agricultural  Committee  of 
this  House,  or  to  the  Central  Chamber 
of  Agriculture,  "  I  will  renew  ray  offer ; 
I  will  pay  my  debt  in  the   same  coin  in 
which  I  contracted  it — I  will  re-introduce 
the  Wheel  and  Horse  Tax,  and  ask  you  to 
pass  it."     Would  that  be  a  satisfactory 
solution  ?     And  yet  no  one  can  deny  that 
I  should  have  redeemed  the  pledge  which 
I  am  supposed   to   have    given.     Hon. 
Members  would  not  be  grateful  to  me  if 
I  renewed  thos3  proposals.     But,  though 
I  deny  the  pledge,  I  should  much  like  to 
find  the  means  for  removing  all  complaint 
at  the  hands  of  the  County  Councils.     I 
should  wish  to  see  them  start  on  their 
difficult      task       thoroughly       satisfied 
as        to        their        financial       position. 
More    than    that,  connected    with    the 
question  of  rates  and  local  finance  is  a 
matter    of    supreme     importance  —  the 
question   of  the   superannuation   of  the 
police,  both  in  town  and  country.     Hon. 
Members  ai*e  aware  of  the  most  unsatis- 
factory footing    on   which  this    matter 
stands.      In  London   the   Police  Super- 
annuation   Fund    already    stands   at   a 
fispire   which  absorbs   £150,000  out   of 
the  total  raised  for  polic?  purposes,  and 
the  policj  are  not  content,  but  are  urging 
that  their  superannuation  should  be  put 
upon  a    more    satisfactory   footing,    on 
principles   which   have    been   embodied 
in   Bills    submitted    to    Parliament   on 
several   occasions.     In   the  country  the 
question   stands    in    an    equally,  if   not 
still  more,  unsatisfactory  position.    Some 
Superannuation    Funds     are    insolvent, 
others     are     constructed    on    such    ar- 
bitrary  principles    that   no    satisfaction 
whatever  is  given  to   the   police.     Bill 
after  Bill  has  been   introduced,  but  has 
been  withdrawn,  because  the  ratepayers 
shrank   from  facing  the  necessary  cost, 
and  there  was  no  other  source  of  Revenue 
to  be  found  than  the  overburdened  rates. 
It   would    be  a  great  satisfaction   if  we 
could  find   means   for  dealing  with  this 
superannuation  of  the  police.     I  wish  I 
could  find  a  further  sum  to  relieve  the 
County  Councils  from  the  drawbacks  to 
which   they  declare   the  failure   of  the 
Mr,  Goschen 


Horse  Tax  and  Wheel  Tax  has  exposed 
them.  But  more  than  this^  I  wish  I 
could  find  a  sum  to  enable  the  Local 
Authorities  to  buy  up  some  of  that 
enormous  multitude  of  licences  which 
has  so  largely  contributed  to  the  drink 
bill  of  the  nation.  I  wish  I  had  a 
million  and  a  quarter  to  dispose  of  for 
this  purpose,  aye,  a  million  for  England 
and  a  quarter  of  a  million  for  Scotland  and 
Ireland.  Yet  in  what  direction  may  I 
turn  ?  I  have  stated  that,  as  between 
personalty  and  the  ratepayers,  tiie  trans- 
fer of  the  Probate  Duty  closed  the 
account,  a«  far  as  my  own  action  would 
go.  The  Horse  and  the  Wheel  Taxea 
would  be  difficult  to  carry,  nor  would  their 
aggregate  amount  cover  the  needs  which  I 
should  like  to  meet.  I  am  sure  that  the 
Committee  are  with  me  in  my  objects. 
Will  they  support  the  (government  in  its- 
effort  to  find  the  means  ?  The  objects 
are  great ;  they  are  overwhelmingly  im- 
portant ;  but  to  accomplish  them  I  must 
raise  £1,250,000.  To  find  that  sum 
I  turn  to  alcohol.  I  propose  a  surtax  on 
all  spirits,  British  and  foreign,  of  6d.  a 
gallon,  to  be  specially  paid  over  to  local 
taxation  account,  to  be  used  generally  for 
the  purposes  I  have  indicated,  and  to  be 
distributed  as  I  shall  presently  describe. 
A  tax  of  6d.  a  gallon  on  spirits  will  yield 
£918,000  on  the  number  of  gallons 
which  I  have  calculated  in  my  Imperial 
Budget.  But,  Sir,  we  must  be  fair.  It 
would  not,  I  think — and  I  believe  the 
House  will  concur  with  me — be  fair  to 
put  6d.  on  spirits  without  taking  toll  of 
beer.  I  told  my  lion.  Friends  connected 
with  the  brewing  interest  that  we  might 
have  to  meet  again  before  I  closed  my 
speech.  If  alcohol  is  to  be  taxed  for 
local  purposes,  in  some  of  which  the 
brewers  are  as  much  interested  as  the 
distillers,  beer  can  scarcely  escape ;  and 
so  I  fear  I  must  ask  them  to  contribute 
the  3d.  per  barrel  of  which  they  have 
been  relieved  in  the  Imperial  Budget, 
as  their  share  towards  that  Local  Taxa- 
tion Fund  which  I  have  been  so 
peremptorily  and  universally  called  upon 
to  reinforce.  I  will  not  press  the  argu- 
ment that  there  is  nothing  inappropriate 
in  the  consumer  of  spirits  contributing' 
in  some  slight  measure  to  the  main- 
tenance of  the  police  and  of  those  local 
funds  out  of  which  the  cost  of  pauperism 
has  to  be  met  If  the  gigantic  pro- 
portions of  the  drink  bill  of  the  nation 
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are  bat  half  as  responslbla  for  police 
work  and  pauperism  as  is  sometimes 
alleged,  it  is  certainly  not  out  of  place 
that  the  consumer  of  spirits  should  con- 
tribute, in  some  slight  measure,  to  the 
cost  of  those  local  purposes.  But  if  the 
brewers  contend  that  it  is  out  of  their 
pocket,  and  not  out  of  that  of  the  con- 
sumers, that  this  3d.  a  birrel  is  paid, 
I  respectfully  point  out  to  them  that 
in  our  proposals  we  include  the  assign- 
ment of  a  sum  equal  indeed  to  their 
contribution  for  the  purpose  of  diminish- 
ing the  number  of  existing  licences,  a 
process  in  which,  I  believe,  they  will 
find  much  compensation  and  consola- 
tion. I  do  trust  that  the  Committee, 
if  they  agree  to  the  objects,  will 
support  us  in  the  means  which  we 
require  to  carry  them  into  effect.  I 
admit  the  struggle  may  be  severe. 
We  may  have  to  deal  with  great 
interests,  but  if  they  are  not  short- 
sighted they  will  co-oparate  with  us  in 
the  task  we  have  undertaken.  If  we 
can  settle  this  great  licensing  quest  ion — 
we  cannot  do  so  in  one  year,  but  if  we 
can  make  progress  towards  solving  that 
question — we  shall  have  done  something 
with  which,  I  believe,  all  parties  in  the 
House  will  be  satisfied.  Lat  me  place 
before  the  Committee  the  special  distri- 
bution of  the  sum  to  which  I  have 
referred.  The  Beer  Duty,  on  its  present 
basis,  is  expected  to  yield  £9,650,000. 
The  3d.  per  barrel  assignable  to  local 
purposes  will  produce  £386,000.  After 
making  an  allowance  for  some  watering, 
foreign  spirits,  if  subjected  to  a  duty  of 
10s.  lOd.  instead  of  10s.  4d.  per  gallon, 
are  expected*  to  yield  £4,822,160,  and  6d. 
out  of  the  10s.  lOd.  will  produce 
£223,000.  I  have  made  an  allowance  in 
my  Imperial  Budget  for  the  reduction 
likely  to  follow  on  the  increas3  of  6d. 
per  gallon.  The  Customs  and  the  Excise 
expect  some  decrease  in  consumption, 
not  perhaps  in  the  total  amount  drunk, 
as  measured  by  measure,  but  because 
further  watering  may  take  place  in 
consequence  of  the  increased  duty.  If 
that  should  occur,  possibly  a  large 
number  of  persons  will  not  be  so  very 
much  disappointed  or  dissatisfied.  Home 
spirits,  if  subjected  to  a  duty  of  10s.  6d. 
instead  of  10s.  per  gallon,  are  expected 
to  yield  £14,595,000,  and  6d.  out  of  the 
duty  of  10s.  6d.  will  produce  £695,000 ; 
and  if  the  Committee  add  together  the 


additional  duty  on  foreign  and  home  spirits 
the  totfil  amount  will  be  found  to  be 
£1,304,000.  Therefore,  the  total  further 
amount  assigned  to  local  taxation  will 
be  £1,304,000,  and  will  be  divisible 
according  to  the  proportion  fixed  for 
Probate  Duty,  and  distributed  among  the 
Three  Kingdoms  as  follows : — England, 
80  per  cent.,  £1,043,200;  Scotland,  11 
per  cent.,  £143,440  ;  Ireland,  9  per  cent., 
£117,360.  I  propose  to  allocate  the 
English  portion  as  follows : — To  the 
Metropolitan  Police  Superannuation 
Fund,  £150,000  ;  to  the  County  Police 
Fund,  £150,000 ;  to  Local  Authorities, 
for  the  purchase  of  licences,  £350,000 ; 
and  the  remainder — £393,000,  or  what- 
ever it  may  be — for  re-inforcing  the 
funds  of  the  County  Councils;  making 
a  total  of  £1,043,000.  If  I  now  add 
together  what  I  have  already  given  to 
Local  Authorities — namely,  £2,774,000 
— and  the  further  amount  I  propose 
to  give — namely,  £1,304,000,  less  the 
amount  to  be  appropriated  for  licensing 
purposes,  £438,000 — the  amount  will  bo 
£866,000,  or  a  total  altogether  of  • 
£3,640,000  as  the  relief  to  local  taxa- 
tion. I  may  here  state  that  it  would 
certainly  \te  useless  to  give  money  for  the 
purchase  of  licences  if  at  the  same  time 
we  did  not  stop  the  issue  of  new  licences. 
We  propose,  therefore,  and  we  shall  hope 
to  carry,  if  the  House  takes  a  real 
interest  in  this  question,  as  I  believe  it 
does,  notwithstanding  the  tasks  which 
are  placed  upon  us  and  the  duties  we 
have  to  perform,  at  least  this  suspensory 
measure  that,  until  the  whole  question 
can  be  dealt  with,  there  shall  be  no  further 
issue  of  licences  at  all,  unless  in  excep- 
tional circumstances,  such  as  the 
development  of  new  populations  or  new 
wants  which  may  appear  here  and  there. 
Again,  I  say  if  the  licensed  victuallers 
take  a  broad  view  of  their  position  they 
will  S3e  that  this  is  a  matter  in  which 
the  tsraperince  party  and  they  have 
one  and  the  same  interest.  Licensed 
vituallers  do  not  object  to  a  diminution 
in  the  number  of  new  licensed  houses, 
and,  certainly,  the  temperance  party 
desire  it  ardently.  Eighteen  years  ago, 
on  the  introduction  of  Lord  Aberdare's 
Bill,  the. licensed  victuallers  themselves 
suggested  that  they  should  be  taxed  to 
contribute  to  a  compensation  fund.  We 
hope  that  we  shall  combine  hoth  parties 
and  be  able  to  reduce,  or  at  all 
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events  to  restrict,  the  issue  of 
licences.  As  I  have  had  the 
opportunity,  throug^h  the  courtesy  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South  Pad- 
dington  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill),  of 
learning  what  he  has  baen  doing  in  a 
very  assiduous  study  of  the  licensing 
question,  I  shall  be  guilty  of  no  breach 
of  confidence  when  I  say  that  he  would 
also  propose  in  his  Bill  that  there  shall 
be  a  cessation  of  the  issue  of  new  licences. 
I  am  glad  that  we  may  find  common 
ground  in  that  respect  on  which  we  may 
work.  The  House  will  see  that  we  have 
tftken  a  comprehensive  view  of  the 
question  of  Local  Finance,  dealing  with 
it  broadly  and  in  all  its  aspects.  We 
mtay  be  embarking  on  great  diflBculties. 
But  the  House  will,  I  hope,  relieve 
me  from  the  necessity  of  explaining 
those  proposals  in  further  detail. 
[The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  here 
made  a  communication  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.]  The  transfer  of  old  licences 
to  new  licences  would  continue. 
That  is  a  further  step  which 
we  consider  to  be  necessary.  As 
to  the  superannuation  of  the  police, 
I  omitted  in  my  statement  to  say  that,  of 
cours3,  while  we  find  the  new  system  of 
superannuation,  and  while  a  special  por- 
tion of  the  tax  is  raised  for  dealing  with 
this  Superannuation  Fund,  we  shall  make 
it  conditional  on  the  Local  Authorities 
receiving  those  funds  that  they  on  their 
part  shall  deal  satisfactorily  with  them. 
We  are  not  going  to  hand  over  this 
money  unconditionally  to  the  Local 
Authorities ;  advantage  must  be  taken 
of  this  occasion  to  put  the  superannuation 
of  the  police  on  a  sound  and  satisfactory 
basis.  With  regard  to  distribution  in 
Scotland  and  Ireland  those  funds  cannot 
be  distributed  precisely  on  the  same 
footing,  the  circumstances  being  so 
different,  and  a  future  occasion  will  be 
taken  to  explain  how  the  money  falling 
respectively  to  thos£;  portions  of  the 
country  will  be  assigned.  Now,  at  last,  1 
have  achieved  my  double  task.  T  have 
dealt  with  the  Imperial  Budget,  and  I 
have  had  to  deal  with  a  supplementary 
Budget,  and  possibly  in  the  opinion  of 
some  hon.  Members  they  may  find  the 
supplementary  Budget  almost  as  interest- 
ing as  the  Imperial.  We  haVe  opened 
up  and  are  touching  a  large  number  of 
questions,  and  we  have  endeavoured  to 
solve  some  of  them  without  seeking  any 
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violent  measures.  We  believe  it  will  be 
seen  that  if  we  are  imposing  a  new 
burden  on  the  consumers  of  drink  we  at 
the  same  time  believe  that  great  conse- 
quences may  flow  from  the  steps  we  have 
taken.  I  feel  that  I  may  have  created  in 
the  breasts  of  many  some  disappoint- 
ment. The  fabric  of  our  finance  is  so 
vast  and  so  gigantic  that  even  a  surplus  of 
these  respectable  dimensions  seem  scarcely 
enough  with  which  to  work  wonders, 
though  I  hope  much  good  may  flow  from 
its  judicious  and  equitable  employment. 
I  venture  to  hope  that  if  the  Cooniy 
Councils,  reinforced  by  the  funds  which 
are  placed  at  their  disposal,  are  able  to 
enter  with  fresh  energy  upon  their  task  ; 
if  the  police  is  improved,  if  licences  are 
diminished ;  if,  on  the  other  hand,  looking 
to  the  reductions  of  taxation,  consumers 
of  tea  find  some  reduction  in  the  price  of 
the  article  they  buy ;  if  humble  house- 
holders find  that  the  tax  paper  which  they 
receive  at  Christmas,  and  which  so  often 
mars  their  festivities,  shows  even  by  a 
small  sum  a  diminution  in  the  House 
Tax  ;  if  other  classes  feel  the  benefit  of 
the  remissions,  which,  though  not  heroic, 
we  have  made,  I  hope  there  may  be  some 
satisfaction,  and  that  some  portions  of  the 
community  may  look  back  with  grati- 
tude on  the  Budget  of  this  year.  Above 
all,  I  breathe  an  earnest  hope  for  the 
continuance  of  that  prosperity  which  we 
enjoy,  a  hope  that  a  further  freedom  from 
foreign  complications  may  continue, 
that  a  strengthened  harmony  between 
employers  and  employed  may,  during 
the  year  upon  which  we  are  now  entering, 
bs  developed  and  fostered,  and  that  ^1 
may  tend  to  increase  those  sources  of 
revenue  of  which  I  am  for  the  time  the 
humble  steward,  and  to  which  we  must 
look  for  the  means  of  satisfying  both  the 
demands  of  national  defence  and  the 
constantly  increasing  demands  of  pro- 
gressive civilisation,  as  well  as  for  that 
continuous  lightening,  if  it  may  be,  of  the 
burden  which  rest  on  the  shoulders  of  the 
people. 

EXCISE. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That,  in  addition  to  the  Duty  of  Excise 
payable  under  the  Act  of  the  twentj'-third  and 
twenty-fourth  yearn  of  Uer  Majesty's  reigs, 
chapter  one  hundred  and  twenty-nine,  for  and 
upon  every  GtiUon  computed  at  proof  of  Spirits 
distilled  in  the  United  Kingdom  there  shall  be 
charged  and  paid  the  Duty  of  Six  Pence,  and 
so  in  proportion  for  any  less  quantity." — (Mr. 
Chancellor  ofth$  Exchequer,) 
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(7.15.)  SieW.HARCOURT (Darby): 
I  regret  very  much,  as  I  am  sure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  regret,  the  inevit- 
able absence  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  whose  duty 
and  pleasure  it  would  have  been  to  have 
congratulated  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  not  on  the  ability  which  he 
has  shown — bdcause  that  is  a  superfluous 
task  in  a  matter  of  which  he  is  a  past- 
master — but  on  the  favourable  circum- 
stances in  which  he  tinds  himself,  and 
upon  the  relief  of  various  kinds  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been  able 
to  afEord  to  the  community.  I  am  glad 
to  find  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  at  the  beginning  of  his 
speech,  did  not  put  forward  a  surplus  as 
being  a  matter  to  boast  of  on  the  part  of 
a  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  I  ven- 
tured last  year  to  say — and  I  do  not 
know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  an  observation  he  made  was  alluding 
to  it — that  a  surplus  is  not  always  a 
feather  in  the  cap  of  a  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  I  am  bound  to  say  that  the 
explanation  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  givan  to-night  shows  that  that  criticism 
is  not  applicable  on  the  present  occasion. 
In  some  preceding  years  there  has  been 
an  excess  in  the  estimate  of  Revenue  or 
an  excess  in  the  estimate  of  Expenditure. 
I  do  not  agree  with  the  view  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  who,  I  read  this 
morning,  anticipated  the  Budget,  and 
declared  that  the  increased  Raveuue  is 
due  to  a  Conservative  Administration. 
The  mode  in  which  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  accounted  for  the  in- 
creased Revenue  does  not  seem  to  have 
any  direct  connection  with  a  Conserva- 
tive Administration,  except  that  the 
great  rush  for  drink  which  has  taken 
place  this  year  took  place  previously  in 
the  year  1875,  under  a  Conservative 
Administration.  But  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  said  that  the  growth  of 
the  Revenue  has  been  principally  in 
respect  of  the  article  rum,  and  I  suppose 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  may,  by 
his  exertions,  have  contributed  to  that 
increase,  and  that  that  is  the  reason 
he  takes  credit  to  the  Conservative 
Administration  for  the  large  sur- 
plus. I  am  not  going  —  it  would 
be  extremely  unwise  in  me  —  to 
enter  to-night  into  the  very  important 
matters  laid  before  the  Committee  by  the 
Chancallor  of   the  Exchequer.     He  has 


shown  one  very  satisfactory  thing — that 
the  Revenue  of  this  country  is  recoverinjg 
the   elasticity   it    once  possessed.     The 
figures  he  has  given  with  regard  to  the 
Customs  and  Excise  almost  exactly  re- 
produce the  figures  of  1875,  which  we 
were  in  the  habit  of  looking  to  as  the  high- 
watermark  of  the  Revenue  of  the  country. 
We   find   that  the  Customs   and  Excise 
in  1876   yielded   £47,646,000,  and  that 
this  year  they  have  yielded  £47,580,000, 
nearly  the  same  figure.     Ever  since  1875 
we  have  been  deploring  the  falling  off 
both  of  Customs  and  Excise.     We  find 
now  that  the  Stamp  Revenue,  which,  in 
1876,  was    £10,200,000,   has    risen    to 
£15,275,000— an  increase  of  £5,000,000. 
In  the  House  Duty  there  has  been  an 
increase  from  £1,400,000  to  £2,000,000 ; 
and  in  the  Post  OflBce  Revenue  there  has 
been  an   increase  of   £1,000,000.     The 
figures  show  that  the  general   financial 
condition    of    the   country   is   not    only 
•sound,  but  elastic.     I  refer  to  this  only 
to  show  that  we  should  not  listen  to  any 
of  the  quack  remedies  which  have  been 
suggested  in  times  of  financial  depression 
and   commercial   distress.      We   hear   a 
great  deal  about  Fair  Trade,  and  are  told 
the  country  is  being  ruined,  and  that  the 
cause  of  the  financial  depression  is  the 
commercial  system  of  the  country.     We 
have  now  proposed  to  us  another  remedy, 
and  that  is  a  dealing  with  the  currency. 
These  are  ideas  which  enter  into  men's 
minds  when  they  find  there  is  a  tem- 
porary depression  of   trade   or   of    com- 
merce, bat  in  spite  of  Free  Trade  and  of 
monometallism,    we    see   that  all    that 
distress   has   disappeared,  that  trade  is 
reviving,  and  that  finance  is  returning  to 
its  former  figure.     Therefore,  we  should 
wisely  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  is 
not  Free  Trade  that  is  the  cause  of  the 
depression,  and  that  it  is  not  bimetallism 
that  is  required  in  order  to  restore  the 
finances  of  the  country.     Then  we  were 
told  that  the  foreigner  would  drive  us 
from  the  markets  of  the  world.     ["  Hear, 
hear."]      Yes,    the     hon.    Member    for 
Sheffield  holds  that  faith,  I  know.     An 
interesting  Report  has  been  issued  as  to 
the  trade  of  Germany  for  the  first  half 
of  1880,  which  is  published  in  the  Frank- 
furter Zeiiung,     That  Report  states  that 
the  imports  into   Germany  have  much 
declined  in  consequence  of  the  protective 
tariff.      It    gojs  on   to   sny  that    it    is 
to    Free    Trade    and    her    faithful   ad- 
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.herence  to  it  that  Graat  Britain  owes 
her  quick  recovery  of  prosperity,  for 
it  enables  her  to  obtain  her  raw 
material  without  additional  cost.  The 
result  is  that,  while  the  amount  of 
German  exports  has  fallen,  the  amount 
of  English  exports  is  increasing.  I  be- 
lieve that  the  Germans  are  now  begin- 
ning to  recognise  that  that  condition  of 
things  is  due  to  the  protective  policy  of 
Germany  and  the  Free  Trade  policy  of 
this  country.  In  his  former  Budget 
speeches  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
has  taken  rather  a  desponding  view  of 
the  recovery  of  the  commercial  prosperity 
of  the  country.  Last  year,  and  in  pre- 
ceding years,  he  pointed  out  that  the 
Hevfenue  from  articles  of  consumption 
had  fallen  off.  1  am  glad  that  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  time  have  given  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  confidence,  and 
have  cheered  him  up  a  little,  and  that 
the  recovered  condition  of  the  country 
has  induced  him  to  propose  the  reduction 
of  the  duties  ufon  t.*a  and  currants. 
One  matter  to  which  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  alluded  was  the  increased 
yield  of  the  Income  Tax,  and  a  very 
satisfactory  increase  that  is.  The  in- 
crease in  the  receipts  from  the  Death 
Duties  is  also  satisfactory.  One  shows 
the  g^eat  growth  of  the  income  of  the 
country,  and  the  other  is  evidence  of  the 
great  increase  in  the  accumulated  wealth 
of  the  country,  and  I  think  we  may 
safely  draw  the  conclusion  that  both  the 
commercial  system  of  the  country  and 
its  monetary  system  are  sound  when  such 
results  are  produced.  Talking  of  the 
increase  of  the  Income  Tax  and  its  rela- 
,tion  to  the  question  of  the  National  Debt, 
jl  took  out  some  figures  which  I  think 
are  interesting.  The  figures  show  that 
,in  1815  it  would  have  required  an  In- 
pome  Tax  of  48.  4d.  in  the  £1  to  meet  the 
;int Brest  on  the  National  Debt ;  while  in 
,1,842  it  would  have  tiken  an  Income 
,Tax  of  38.  in  the  £1  to  do  it.  Now 
the  interest  on  the  National  Debt  would 
be  met  by  an  Income  Tax  of  9d. 
in  the  £1  ;  and  in  the  beginning  of  the 
next  century  it  would  probably  be  met 
by  a  tax  of  6d.  in  the  £1.  That  shows 
the  enormous  growth  in  the  resources  f»f 
the  country,  and  we  may  rely  upo  i  its 
continuance  if  we  do  npt  tamper  with 
the  commercial  principles  upon  which 
the  wealth  and  pro.sperity  of  the 
country  are  founded.  The  proposals 
JSir.  W  Harcourt 


now  made  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  will  re<^uiro  careful  examina- 
tion. Personally,  I  have  always  taken 
the  greatest  interest  in  the  reduction  of 
the  duty  on  inhabited  houses,  and  I 
believe  that  the  proposal  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  that  matter  will  be  a 
great  boon  to  a  large  class  of  the  com- 
munity. I  regret  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  has  not  carried  bis  pro- 
posal even  somewhat  further.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  remitted  the  duty 
upon  all  houses  under  £100  a  year  it 
would  have  amounted  to  a  remission 
of  £1,200,000.  Out  of  a  total  of 
£2,000,000,  the  sum  of  £1,200,000  is 
paid  by  persons  who  live  in  houses 
under  £100  a  year.  We  shall,  no  doubt, 
go  into  the  matt:.'r  at  greater  length  in 
the  Bill  to  be  brought  in ;  but  I  would 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  consider 
the  figures,  with  the  view  of  going 
further  than  he  has  done  with  reference 
to  the  limit  for  Inhabited  House  Duty. 
There  is  another  thing  to  be  considered, 
and  that  is  the  great  inequality  of 
the  House  Duty  with  reference  to 
houses  at  higher  rentals,  and  the 
yerj  unfair  assessments  made  on  them. 
Everyone  will  rejoice  that  the  duty  on 
tea  is  to  be  reduced,  but  no  one  supposes, 
I  imagine,  that  the  reduction  of  the 
duty  on  tea  will  stop  at  2d.  in  the  pound. 
This  can  only  be  looked  upon  as  a  com- 
mencement of  dealing  with  the  Tea 
Duty.  And  the  same  may  be  said  of 
the  duty  upon  dried  fruit.  With  refer- 
ence to  the  duty  on  beer  and  spirits, 
which  it  is  proposed  to  increase,  I  have 
no  sympathy  with  the  beer  and  spirit 
interest  which  would  induce  me  to 
oppose  the  increased  duty,  but  I  remember 
that,  in  the  year  1885,  a  Government  was 
attacked  and  turned  out  when  they  pro- 
posed a  duty  upon  ijeer  and  spirits  not 
accompanied  by  a  duty  upon  wine.  But 
I  did  not  hear  from  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  that  any  additional  duty 
on  wine  is  to  accompany  the  additional 
duty  on  beer  and  spirits.  There  are 
some  other  matters  less  agreeable  than 
those  which  are  present  by  their  reduc- 
tion— namely,  those  which  are  con- 
spicuous by  their  absence.  The  Opposi- 
tion have  always  maintained  that  one  of 
the  first  duties  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  is  to  remedy  the  inequality 
between  the  taxation  on  real  and  per- 
sonal property.     That  redress  the  Chan- 
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cellor  of  the  Exchequer  might,  and  I 
think  should,  have  found  out  of  the 
resources  of  his  Budget.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  said,  1  think,  last  year, 
that  this  is  a  mattsr  which  requires  time 
and  consideration.  So  it  does,  hut  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  had  time 
and  consideration,  and  from  a  Minister 
of  his  gi'eat  and  known  ability  and  ex- 
perience the  country  had  a  right  to 
expect  there  would  be  a  serious  attempt 
to  redress  the  present  injustice  in  our 
£nancial  system.  There  is  another 
•question  which  appears  to  me  of  capital 
importance.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
ohequer  has  a  surplusof  about £3,000,000, 
but  he  is  not  sanguine  of  any  great 
increase  in  the  Revenue,  and,  therefore, 
cannot  calculate  in  future  years  upon 
surpluses  of  the  same  character.  What 
is  he  going  to  do  with  the  question  of 
assisted  education,  to  which  the  Govern- 
ment have  pledged  themselves?  The 
Prime  Minister  said  the  question  of 
assisted  education  would  depend  upon 
the  surplus  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
•chequer  had  this  year.  Not  a  word  has 
been  heard  on  that  subject  to-night. 
The  fund  out  of  which  education  can  be 
assisted  has  been  given  away.  We  had 
a  light  to  expect  that  such  a  sum  would 
liave  been  reserved  out  of  the  surplus  as 
would  have  enabled  the  Government  to 
^redeem  the  pledges  they  have  given 
with  respect  to  education.  I  hope  that 
before  we  part  with  the  surplus  we  shall 
hear  something  from  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  on  that  subject.  I  hope 
it  was  by  au  oversight  the  Chancellor  of 
4ih6  Exchequer  made  no  statement  on 
the  subject.  I  will  not  detain  the  Com- 
mittee any  longer  than  to  ask  one  or  two 
•questions.  First  of  all,  with  reference 
to  the  coinage.  The  plan  of  paying  for 
the  deterioration  of  the  gold  out  of  the 
profit  on  the  silver  is  one  which,  by  an- 
ticipation, I  have  approved.  The  Chan- 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  spoken  on 
ithis  subject  on  former  occasions*  and  has 
always  said  that  he  regards  it  as  con- 
nected with  the  question  of  the  £\  note. 
I  think  it  important  that  the  Committee 
:should  have  that  subject  fully  discussed. 
I  think  the  two  questions  are  very 
^closely  connected,  and  we  ought  to  have 
a  statement  from  the  Chanc3llor  of  the 
Exchequer  on  the  subject.  I  know  the 
^eat  influence  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Excheauer  possesses  with  the  moneyed 


classes  in  the  City,  and  I  believe  that  a 
proposal  on  the  subject  of  J&l  notes 
coming  from  him  would  be  very  useful. 
With  reference  to  the  Floating  Debt, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said  truly 
that  there  has  been  a  large  reduction  of 
the  Funded  Debt,  which  has  been  accom- 
panied by  a  very  sensible  increase  in  the 
Floating  Debt  of  somewhere  about 
X18,000,000. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  The  increase  in  the 
Floating  Debt  in  the  hands  of  the  public 
has  been  £9,000,000. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  only  desire 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  he  means  to  make  any  special 
proposal  or  provision  with  reference  to 
the  Floating  Debt.  In  the  variations  of 
the  Money  Market  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  may  be  caught  with  the 
Floating  Debt,  and,  indeed,  I  believe  that 
for  a  few  months  in  this  year  he  was 
caught,  and  was  paying  more  than  4  per 
cent,  on  the  Floating  Debt.  There  is 
only  one  other  observation  I  desire  to 
make,  and  that  is  with  reference  to  the 
form  of  the  Revenue  Returns.  They 
are  greatly  amended,  but  in  some  of  the 
Returns  of  the  Revenue  which  are  pub- 
lished, especially  the  Quarterly  Returns, 
the  gross  produce  of  the  taxes  is  not 
given,  but  only  the  net  produce'  which 
goes  to  the  Government.  That  may  be 
very  well  as  a  matter  of  account.  It 
treats  the  taxes  which  go  to  the  Local 
Authorities  as  if  they  had  not  been 
received  at  all.  But  the  result,  is  that  in 
the  case  of  the  Excise  it  shows  an 
apparent  decrease,  whereas,  in  point  of 
fact,  there  lias  been  a  large  increase. 
That  misleads  the  public  very  much. 
I  think  the  form  which  shows  the  g^oss 
produce  and  the  amount  transferred  is 
the  b-st.  And  now  I  have  only  to  con- 
gratnlate  the  Chancellor,  of  the  Exche- 
quer and  the  country  on  the  revival  of 
prosparity  which  is  shown  in  the  condi- 
tion of  the  Revenue,  and  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  may  be  quite  sure  that 
there  will  be  every  disposition  to  deal  in 
a  spirit  of  candid  criticism  with  the  pro- 
posals he  has  made  for  dealing  with  the 
Revenue.  After  a  period  of  depression 
we  seem  again  to  be  rising  on  the  *  crest 
of  the  wave.  It  is  very  difficult  to  ex- 
plain what  are  the  causes  which  have  led, 
throughout  all  the  countries  of  Europe, 
to  a  depression  of  trade.  I  do  not 
think  the  causas  have  yet  been  ascer 
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tained.     In  trade,  as  in  harvests,  there 
seems  to  ba  cycles — seven  fafc  years  and 
seven   lean   years — and   none   of    those 
variations   ought   to   disturb   the  deter- 
mination of  the  people  of  this  country  to 
adhere    to   the    general    financial    and 
economic  policy  of  the  country  which  has 
brought  such   benefits   to   it,    and   has 
placed   its   finance  upon   so  sound   and 
satisfactory  a  basis. 
*(7.42.)     Mb.   HOWARD  VINCENT 
(Sheffield,  Central)  :  I  will  not  now  follow 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  (Sir  W.  Harcourt)  in  his  references 
to    the  question   of    Fair   Trade,    some 
betfcer  opportunity  wil  1  soon  occu r.  Before 
making  one  or  two  observations  upon  the 
Budget  laid  before  the  Committee  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  I  should 
like    respectfully    to    coni^ratulate   the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  Govern- 
ment upon    the   two   great  concessions 
which  they  have  made.     The  first  is  the 
effect,   the  generous   effect,   they   have 
given  to  the   recent  Resolution  proposed 
to   the   House   by  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend    the    Member     for    Birkenhead 
(Sir  E.  Hamley),  and   which  I  had  the 
honour  of  seconding.     The  effect  given 
to  that  Resolution  will,   I  am  sure,  be 
heartily    welcomed,    not    only   by    the 
public   at  large,  but  by  every  officer  and 
man  in  the  Volunteer  Force.     I  can  only 
express  the  hope  that  the  greater  control 
which  the  Government  propose  to  take 
over  the  Volunteer  Force  by  reason  of 
this  increased  liberality  will  not  take  the 
form  of    harrassing  and   trivial   regula- 
tions.    I  also  thank  the  Government  for 
what  they  propose  to  do  as  regards  the 
superannuation  of  the  Police  Force.  The 
Police    Force     have    waited    long    and 
patiently    for     a     great     many    years, 
and    I    am   sure     it     is    gratifying    to 
those    who   admire    their    services    that 
those    services    are     at    length    appre- 
ciated    by    the    House     of     Commons. 
I  am  sorry  to  learn  from  the  speech  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that,  in 
spite  of  the  earnest  protests  of  all  the  lead- 
ing firms  in  the  silver  trade,  he  has  de- 
cided to  take  off  theduty  which  was  at  once 
a  source  of  Revenue  and  a  great  preven- 
titive,  I  am  assured  on  all  hands,  of  fraud 
upon  the  purchaser.    I  very  much  doubt 
if  anyone  will   thank   him   except  one 
well-known  dealer,  who  has  agitated  this 
question  for  a  g^reat  many  years,  and, 
possibly  some  Imlian  exporters  of  silver. 
Sir  W,  Harcourt 


Mr.  GOSCHEN:  I  made  one  great 
omission  in  my  speech,  which  I  regret.  I 
ought  to  have  spoken  upon  the  subject 
of  hall  marking,  which  is  mixed  up  with 
the  Silver  Duty.  When  I  come  to  reply  I 
will  deal  with  the  matter,  but  I  may 
inform  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  and 
the  Committee  that  we  do  not  propose  to 
abolish  the  compulsory  system  of  hall- 
marking. 

♦Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT :  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  assures  the  Committee 
that  the  matter  of  compulsory  hall-mark- 
ing, to  which  the  trade  attaches  enormous^ 
importance,  and  upon  the  maintenance 
of  which   it  is  unanimous,  will  not  be 
dealt      with,      I      will      not     proceed 
further    into    that    question.     But,    aft 
regards    the    duty,    I    should    like    to 
say  a  few   words.      I  do  not  hesitate 
to  once  more  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  fact  that  every  prominent 
manufacturer  in  the  country  is,  so  far  as. 
I  have  been  able  to  learn,  against  the 
abolition  of  the  duty.     The  silver  trade 
is  a  flourishing  industry.     The  statistics, 
regarding  it  prove   this,   and   a  recent 
Parliamentary  Return  shows  that  thera 
is  a  vast  increase   in  the   quantity   of 
silver  upon   which    duty  was  paid   in 
1886-8.'^   as   compared    with    the    year 
1879-80.     In  London  the   increase  was 
from  442,000  ounces  to  535,000  ounces. 
In  Birmingham  the  increase  was  from 
75,000  ounces  to    122,000   ounces.     In. 
Sheffield  the  increase  was  from  73,598 
ounces  to  162,852  ounces^  or  more  than 
double.     There  has  also  been  an  increase 
in    the     quantity    of    silver    exported, 
and   upon   which    drawback    has    been 
allowed  in  London,  from  73,000  ounces  in 
1879-80,  to  101,000  ounces  in  1886-87. 
In  value,  the  increase  has  baen  over  75 
per  cent.      The  only   thing  which  haa 
held  the  ti-ade  back  in  recent  years  has 
been  the  perpetual  agitation  in  favour  of 
an  upheaval  of  the   system   which  has 
worked  well,  an  agitation  which  has  dis- 
organised trade  to  a  very  large  extent. 
Let  me  mention  what  the  duties  are. 
First  of  all,  there  is  the  duty  upon  gold 
plate,     which    is    not     compulsory,     of 
1 7s.  6d.  per  ounce,  and  that,  I  understand 
from  my  right  hon.  Friend,  is  not  to  to- 
touched.      Secondly,  there  is  a  duty  of 
Is.  6d.  an  ounce  upon  silver  plate,  which 
is    compulsory.       Thirdly,    there    is    a 
countervailing  duty  upon  gold  and  silver 
plate  imported  into  the  United  Kimgd'om,. 
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equal  to  the  Excise  Daty,  and  lastly, 
there  are  the  licences  to  sell  gold  and 
silver  plate.  My  right  hon.  Friend  has 
not  stated  whether  he  proposes  to  do 
away  with  these  licences.  I  trust  he 
intends  to  do  so ;  the  trade  confidently 
expect  he  will  do  so  if  the  duty  upon 
silver  plate  is  abolished.  Thesa  sources 
of  Revenue  have  produced  to  the  Ex- 
chequer, on  an  average,  as  I  gather, 
upwards  of  £130,000  a  year,  or,  in  round 
figures,  £72,000  Excise  Duty,  £10,000 
Import  Duty,  and  £48,000  from  licences. 
Will  anybody  thank  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  for  taking  away  this  consider- 
able source  of  national  income?  Mr. 
Edward  Watherston  may  do  so,  but 
there  are,  indeed,  few  others.  In  1883 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  South  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Childers)  was 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  he 
thought  he  would  abolish  these  duties, 
but  so  strong  was  the  opposition  of  the 
trade  that,  on  the  17th  of  April,  1883, 
my  right  hon.  Friend  and  Colleague,  the 
Member  for  the  Brightside  Division  of 
Sheffield  (Mr.  Mundella),  wrote  to 
us — 

**The  Government  definitely  abandon  the 
proposal  to  repeal  the  duties  upon  silver 
plate." 

Upon  this  subject  19  of  the  largest 
firms  in  the  country  addressed  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  on  the 
18th  of  December,  1888,  a  Memorial,  in 
which  they  said  : — 

**  The  agitation  for  the  remission  of  these 
duties  does  not  proceed  from  the  public  or  the 
trade  at  large,  but  from  a  very  unim])ortant 
minority,  who  have  next  to  no  interest  at 
stake,  and  we,  the  repreaentatives  of  firms  who 
pay  more  than  four-fifths  of  the  whole  duty, 
desire  to  protest  against  the  representations 
constantly  made  by  these  agitators  as  being  far 
from  true." 

Similarly,  the  Sheffield  traders  last  year 
memorialised  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  the  effect  that — 

*' The  majority  decline  to  believe  that  the 
repeal  of  the  duties  on  silver  will  stimulate  the 
purchase  of  silver  plate ;  that  the  tax  falls 
almost  entirely  upon  a  a  class  well  able  to  bear 
it,  and  from  which  no  urgent  demand  for  its 
repeal  has  arisen." 

There  is  also  the  question  of  drawback. 
I  understand  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  proposes  that  only  two  years* 
drawbsick  should  be  paid  to  the  trade, 
estimated  at  about,  I  think  he  said, 
£120,000  or  £130,000.     I  feel  convinced 


of  this,  that  two  years'  drawback  will  by 
no  means  satisfy  the  trade.  There  are 
considerable  stocks  on  hand  upon  which 
it  is  only  fair  that,  if  the  duty  is  abolished > 
drawback  should  be  paid  in  full.  To  give 
only  two  years'  drawback  would  be  im- 
politic and  unfair  to  the  trade.  I  need 
not  press  further  upon  the  arguments. 
I  have  already  detailed  them,  and  they 
have  app3ared  in  the  Press,  and  been 
endorsed  by  54  of  the  leading  manufac- 
turers of  silver  plate  in  Sheffield  and 
London,  and  by  the  principal  firm  in 
Birmingham.  These  firms  pay  seven- 
eighths  of  the  duty  which  is  now 
to  be  remitted,  and  they  beg  the 
House  to  leave  the  Silver  Duty 
and  the  compulsory  hall-marking  un- 
altered. I  am  glad  t.)  hear  from  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  he  doea 
not  propose  to  touch  the  compulsory 
hall-marking,  to  which  the  silver  trade 
throughout  the  country  attach  the  very 
utmost  importance  ;  but  I  fear  that  now 
the  duty  is  abolished,  the  apprehensions 
of  some,  that  it  will  be  excaedingly  diffi- 
cult to  retain  compulsory  hall-marking, 
will  be  realis3d.  In  conclusion,  I  will 
only  say  that,  despite  the  brilliant  and 
popular  Budget  laid  before  the  Commit- 
tee by  t!ie  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  can- 
not help  saying  that  I  hope  the  time  will 
come  when  he,  or  succeeding  Chancellors 
of  the  Exchequer,  will  lay  before  the 
British  House  of  Commons  Budgets 
which  will  deal,  to  use  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  own  phrase,  with  British 
interests  alone,  and  seek  alone  to  en- 
courage British  manufaciaror  and  pro- 
duction. 

♦(7.55.)  Mr.  MONTAGU  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Whitechapel) :  I  am  pleased 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  proposes 
to  deal,  in  a  comprehensive  manner,  with 
the  question  of  light  gold,  but  I  must  join 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Djrby  (Sir  W.  Harcourt)  in  the  hope  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will 
see  his  way  to  give  the  public  the  boon 
of  £1  notes.  In  past  times  we  exported 
a  great  many  old  Dragon  sovereigns  to 
Ceylon,  where  they  were  used  for  orna- 
ments, and  in  Europe  and  America  large 
quantities  of  our  gold  have  been  melted 
down.  At  the  time  c»f  the  Paris  Exhibi- 
tion English  heavy  gold  was  melted  down, 
and  only  the  light  gold  coins  returned. 
The  cause  of  all  the  trouble  is,  as  I  have 
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already  explained  in  the  House,  that  we 
<join  our  gold  absolutely  free  of  charge, 
whereas  other  conntries  make  a  moderate 
charge  for  minting.  If  we  charged  a 
small  amount,  even  ^  per  cent,  it  would 
preserve  our  sovereigns,  and  we  should 
not  again  be  called  upon  to  spend  the 
X600,000  as  proposed.  I  do  not  advise 
that  we  should  alter  the  value  of  the  coin, 
but  I  should  like  to  have  increased 
weight,  using  gold  9-lOths  fine,  which 
would  make  the  coin  more  durable. 
I  would  also  suggest  that  the  Bank  of 
England  should  bo  authorised  to  receive 
feirly  worn  gold  coins,  and  melt  them 
down  at  the  cost  of  the  State.  I  am 
very  glad  to  hear  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proposes  to  abolish  the  duty 
on  silver  plate.  A  portion  of  the 
present  duty  is  absolutely  protective, 
becaus3  la.  6d.  pjr  oz.  is  charged  on 
all  foreign  imported  silver  plate,  while 
only  Is.  3d.  per.  oz.  is  charged  on  plate  of 
British  manufacture.  I  am  glad,  too, 
to  find  that  the  compulsory  hall-marking 
is  to  be  retained,  because  the  charge  is 
exceedingly  small,  and  it  prevents  un- 
scrupulous dealers  from  deceiving  the 
public,  and  so  injuring  the  whole  trade. 
That  is  a  kind  of  dealing  which  was  prac- 
tised when  hall-marking  of  gold  chains 
was  not  made  compulsory,  and  it  was 
said,  I  remember,  that  a  copper  coal  scuttle 
and  half  a  sovereign  would  make  a  gold- 
smith's stock  of  gold  chains.  But  the 
tendency  of  modern  legislation  is  in 
favour  of  protecting  the  public  from 
adulteration,  either  in  food  or  in  the 
material  of  the  goods  they  buy.  On  the 
other  hand,  I  do  not  see  why  there  should 
not  be  some  modification  in  the  hall- 
marking of  silver  plate.  It  is  done  in 
the  marking  of  gold.  You  can  hall-mark 
gold  at  22,  18,  15,  12,  and  even  9  carats ; 
why  should  not  manufacturers  be 
allowed  to  hall-mark  different  qualities  of 
silver?  Why  not  have  in  addition  to 
our  present  standard  of  hall-marking  at 
925  the  Indian  standard  of  916,  the 
French  standard  of  900,  the  German  of 
800,  for  it  is  found  that  the  lower  quali- 
ties ara  more  durable  in  wear?  An 
arrangement  of  this  kind  would  r^jmove 
a  great  hardship.  It  sometimes  happens 
that  a  work  of  art  in  silver  of  high 
artistic  merit  is  sent  to  be  hall-marked, 
and  if  it  does  not  happen  to  come  up  to 
the  standard  of  925  this  beautiful  piece  of 
workmanship  is  liable  to  bo  broken  up ; 
Mr,  MorUayu 


whereas  if  a  modification  were  allowed,  it 
could  be  marked  at  a  lower  standard.  Pass- 
ing from  the  silver  plate  question,!  should 
like  to  direct  the  attention  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  to  another  subject. 
He  has  made  a  great  reduiftion — a  grand 
reduction — in  the  Debt  of  the  country  by 
his  conversion  scheme ;  but  he  might 
make  another  considerable  saving  bj 
converting,  or  better  still  by  re-paying,  the 
Turkish  Four  per  Cent.  Guaranteed  Loan. 
There  is  now  a  favourable  opportunity, 
for  the  Turkish  Government  have  agreed 
to  convert  their  outstanding  Debt,  and  it 
might  be  a  favourable  opportunity  to  get 
France  to  assent  to  ^he  conversion  or 
re-payment  of  these  Bonds.  It  would  be 
a  saving  of  over  £20,000  a  year  in  respect 
to£2,000,000of  these  Bonds  that  have  been 
drawn  fur  payment,  yet  by  some  extra- 
ordinary circumstances  have  not  been  paid 
off.  If  no  other  means  are  adopted  this 
country  can  borrow  for  the  purpose  at 
2|  per  cent.,  and  France  at  3^^  and 
there  is  no  reason  why  we  should  keep 
this  outstanding  Debt  at  4  per  cent.  At 
any  rate,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer could  arrange  that  the  Treasury 
should  hold  these  Bonds.  A  short  time 
since  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
refused  to  stati  the  amount  received 
from  transfer  stamps  on  Stocks  and 
Shares  to  bearer,  not  wishing  to  antici- 
pate his  Budget  Statement.  He  has  not 
now  indicated  the  amount,  but  in  his 
long  speech  it  is  excusable  if  he  omitted 
some  minor  details.  .  But  perhaps  he  will 
tell  us  now  what  the  amount  is,  and  will 
consider  whether  the  time  has  now 
arrived  to  change  this  very  obnoxious 
tax.  Irksome  and  obnoxious  it  un- 
doubtedly is  to  everybody  concerned. 
I  know  for  a  fact  that  people  come  to  a 
broker's  office  on  settling  day  with  a 
mass  of  small  bonds,  and  it  is  practically 
impossible  for  them  to  afiBx  the  adhesive 
stamp  in  time  for  settlement.  Indeed, 
I  have  been  told  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer's  life  would  scarcely  be  safe 
if  he  ventured  within  the  precincts  of 
the  Stock  Exchange,  so  great  is  the 
irritation  caused  by  this  transfer  stamp. 
There  is  no  objection  to  the  payment  of 
the  money  if  only  some  other  means 
could  be  found  for  exacting  it ;  but  the 
manner  in  which  the  tax  is  paid  by 
affixing  adhesive  stamps,  which  will  in 
time  cover  the  bonds,  is  the  cause  of 
general  complaint. 
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(8.5.)  MAJOR  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.): 
An  agricultural  Representative  is  not 
expected  to  be  a  financial  expert,  and  I 
am  the  last  man  to  lay  claim  to  such  a 
character  ;  but  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  devoted  a  considerable 
portion  of  his  spaech  to  the  subject  of 
local  taxation,  and  has  grant  d  an 
amount  of  £400,000  to  re-inforc3  the 
resources  of  Couaty  Councils,  for  which 
we  are  by  no  means  ungrateful ;  and  I 
hope  I  shall  not  be  considered  presump- 
tuous if  I  suggest  a  method  by  which, 
without  increasing  taxation,  he  might 
increase  his  sources  of  revenue  and  give 
still  further  aid  to  the  agricaltural 
interest.  As  the  right,  hon.  Gentleman 
and  every  Member  of  the  Committee 
knows,  the  law  is  continually  evaded  in 
connection  with  the  transfer  of  shares. 
The  amount  of  the  share  is  constantly 
put  at  10s.,  whereas  the  money  absolutely 
passing  amounts,  perhaps,  to  £1.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  introduce  a 
Bill  to  provide  that  the  nominal  amount 
of  tha  nioney  paid  for  the  transfer  of 
Stocks  and  Shares  shall  be  printsd  on  the 
stamp,  and  that,  if  this  is  not  done  the 
transfer  shall  be  null  and  void,  the  right 
hon.  Gantleman  might  get  a  considerable 
increase  of  revenue.  Then,  again,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  not 
particularly  tender-hearted  when  he 
attacks  a  big  interest.  He  has  very 
properly  taxed  champagne,  and  put  a 
\  per  cent,  on  gin  distilling,  but 
I  should  like  to  ask  him  on 
what  possible  consideration  is  it  that  a 
beverage  which  has  15  per  cent,  more 
alcoholic  strength  in  it  than  good  port, 
sherry,  or  hock,  should  absolutely  escape 
all  duty  whatever — I  allude  to  British 
wines.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
take  these  two  matters  into  consideration  I 
think  he  might  raise  sufficient  revenue  to 
give  us  an  extra  £500,000  a  year.  1  hope 
he  will  not  think  me  presumptuous  in  call- 
ing attention  to  these  matte  rs.  I  only  do  so 
as  a  R3pre83ntativ3  of  a  section  of  that 
hard-working,  uncomplaining  class — the 
agricultaralists. 

(8.10.)  Mr.  RATHBONE  (Carnarvon- 
shire,  Arfon)  :  I  just  wish  to  ask  one  im- 
portant question  arising  out  of  the  latter 
part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech.  I  am  snre  that  he,  with  his 
commercial  experience,  will  realise  the 
fact  that  when  he  proposes  to  buy  up  a 
numb3r  of  thes3  licences  and  at  the  same 


time  to  restrict  the  issue  of  further 
licences,  that  will  have  the  effect  of 
adding  enormously  to  the  value  of  exist- 
ing licences,  and  I  would  ask  him  if  he 
has  taken  any  precaution  that  this 
enormously  enhanced  value  shall  not  be 
brought  in  as  a  charge  for  compensation 
when  this  great  question  of  licensing 
comes  up  for  settlement. 
♦(8.11.)  Mr.  BROADHURST(Notting- 
ham,  W.)  :  I  have  only  one  question  to 
put,  and  in  doing  this  I  must  express 
my  regret  that  out  of  his  large  surplus 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  seen  his 
way  to  deal  with  the  appeal  made  by 
Trades  Union  to  two  or  three  Chancellors 
of  the  Exchequer  that  the  Income  Tax 
charged  on  the  incomes  of  Trades  Unions 
derived  from  investments  in  real  pro- 
perty should  be  remitted  as  I  believe  it 
is  in  the  case  of  Friendly  Societies.  It 
is  a  very  small  item  in  the  National 
Revenue,  but  it  would  give  very  great 
satisfaction  to  those  Unions  who  have 
so  invested  their  savings,  and  it  would 
very  much  encourage  further  invest- 
ment in  the  saoie  direction,  a  policy 
which  1  think  everyone  will  commend. 
I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  too  late  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  consider 
this  question,  and  if  it  is  not  I  hope  he 
will  do  so.  The  amount  of  revenue 
derived  from  this  source  is  but  a  few 
thousands  a  year,  and  not  at  all  consider- 
able as  compared  with  the  great  pleasure 
it  will  give  to  those  concerned.  Then  I 
have  only  one  other  word  to  address  to 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  He 
referred,  in  that  portion  of  his  speech  in 
which  he  spoke  of  the  prosperity  of  the 
country  during  the  last  few  years,  to  the 
great  caution  with  which  we  must  regard 
the  prospects  of  the  trade  and  industries 
of  the  country  in  the  next  few  years ; 
and  then,  in  that  portion  of  his  speech 
he  seemed  to  declaim  somewhat  strongly 
against  the  institution  of  strikes, 
speaking  with  strong  emphasis  as 
to  their  discouragement.  Well,  of 
course,  we  all  discourage  strikes  where 
we  find  it  possible  to  do  so ;  but  I  would 
beg  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
remember  that  in  periods  of  great  pros- 
perity it  is  the  only  means  labour 
possesses  of  enforcing  its  claim  to  a  share 
in  the  general  prosperity  of  the  com- 
munity. I  do  not  say  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  intended  his  remarks  to  be 
so   interpreted   as  a  S3vere   censure   of 
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But  I  know  on  this  side  it  will  not  be 
considered  sufficient.  I  think  the  riglit 
hon.  Gentleman  may  make  up  his  mind 
that  he  will  hear  more  of  it,  and  I  think 
a  Division  will  be  taken.  I  am  pleased 
to  hear  of  the  reduction  in  the  duty  on 
currants ;  but  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  spoken  reminds  me 
that  when  I  was  in  Athens  some  two 
months  ago  this  matter  came  up  in  con- 
yersation  with  a  man  who,  above  all 
others  in  Athens,  was  able  to  give  an 
assurance,  and  he  assured  me  that  if  we 
took  the  duty  ofE  currants  they  would  at 
once  take  off  the  Export  Duty.  It  is  but 
a  small  duty,  a  sixth  or  a  seventh,  of  our 
Import  Duty,  but,  however,  my  informant 
said  nothing  in  respect  to  reductions  of 
duties  on  English  imports ;  and  it  may 
prove  to  be  the  cas3  that  the  concessions 
obtained  on  these  will  be  of  more  ad- 
vantage to  us  than  the  abolition  of  the 
Export  Duty  on  currants.  With  regard 
to  the  change  in  the  House  Duty,  I  may 
call  attention  to  the  fact  that  it  will 
add  to  the  number  of  existing  anomalies 
in  respect  to  this  duty.  The  principle 
on  which  the  duty  is  charged,  that  is  on 
the  rental  value,  is  a  fair  one ;  but,  un- 
fortunataly,  that  principle  is  only  carried 
out  in  reference  to  small  houses,  it  is  not 
carried  out  in  respect  to  large  country 
houses,  mansions,  and  castles,  which  are 
rated  far  below  their  actual  letting 
value.  On  one  point  Scotch  Membjrs  are 
naturally  much  interested,  the  i>l  44,000 
to  be  granted  tj  Scotland.  Oar  share  of 
the  Probate  Duty  was  applied  to  freeing, 
so  far  as  we  could,  the  first  five  of  the 
educational  standards.  The  amount  was 
hardly  sufficient ;  and  I  hope,  in  the 
allocation  he  makes,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  remember  tJiat  we  still 
require  something  to  free  all  the  stan- 
dards in  every  school  in  Scotland.  On 
account  of  the  sum  formerly  given  being 
insufficient,  we  have  what  are  very  much 
disliked — gnided  schools,  schools  where 
fees  are  charged,  but  which  also  receive 
a  share  of  the  Probate  Duty.  Therefore, 
I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
consult  Scotch  Members  as  to  the  applica- 
tion of  the  £144,000,  and  I  am  sure  he 
will  find  the  general  desire  will  be  to 
free  all  the  standards  in  every  school, 
and  also  to  apply  part  .of  the  money  to 
evening  or  continuation  schools.  The 
feeling  upon  this  point  among  the  Scotch 
Members  will  be  practically  unanimous. 
Mr.  Provand 


When  it  was  proposed  last  year  to  apply 
our  share  of  the  Probate  Doty  entirely 
to  freeing  education,  there  was  not  a 
single  dissentient  voice  against  the  pi^o- 
posal,  and  we  all  feel  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  could  not  do  better 
than  apply  part  of  his  surplus  to  freeing 
the  standards  in  those  schools  which  still 
charge  fees,  and  in  assisting  evening  and 
continuation  schools.     (8.31.) 

*(9.4.)  Mr.  HUGH  WATT  (Glasgow, 
Camlachie) :  I  congratulate  myself  on 
having  been  present  this  evening  to 
listen  to  one  of  the  most  able,  exhaustive, 
and  practical  addresses  ever  made  by  any 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  during  the 
present  century,  and  1  may  add  that  in 
my  opinion,  when  the  political  history  ci. 
this  country  comes  to  be  written,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  be  entitled  to  a 
place,  as  one  of  the  most  successful  as 
well  as  the  most  able  financiers  the 
country  has  ever  known.  I  should  like, 
without  unnecessarily  occupying  the 
time  of  the  House,  to  call  attention  to  a 
subject  of  great  interest,  magnitude,  and 
importance,  in  connection  with  the  opera- 
tions of  a  body  of  men  who  are  practi- 
cally an  irresponsible  body,  who  are 
called  upon  to  deal  with  transactions 
representing  many  thousands  of  millions 
per  annum.  I  allude  to  the  Stock 
Exchange.  On  this  subject  I  might 
remind  the  House  of  the  recommen- 
dations made  by  the  Royal  Commission 
of  1878,  a  Commission  which  was  com- 
posed, for  the  most  part,  of  exceedingly 
able  and  practical  men.  Since  the  Com- 
mission conducted  its  investigations  the 
Brokers'  Relief  Act  of  1884  was  passed 
— an  Act  which  destroyed  all  public 
control  over  the  operations  of  the  Stock 
Exchange.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Essex  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Whitechapel  have  referred  to  stamps  in 
transfers  and  Foreign  Bonds.  I  am 
convinced  that  the  only  effective  way  to 
prevent  the  Revenue  being  defrauded  is 
by  carrying  out  the  recommendations  of 
the  Royal  Commission,  and  gi*anting  a 
Charter  to  the  Stock  Exchange. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  Order,  order  !  I 
beg  to  remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
he  is  travelling  somewhat  beyond  the 
question  which  is  at  present  before  the 
Committee. 

♦Mr.  watt  :  I  thank  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man for  the  intimation  he  has  given,  my 
excuse  for  seizing   the    present   oppor- 
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tunity  being  that  as  the  Government 
have  appropriated  private  Members' 
nights  another  will  not  bj  afforded 
during  the  present  Session.  I  will  not 
pursue  the  subject  further.  There  is, 
however,  one  matter  with  regard  to 
which  I  should  like  to  offer  an 
observation.  I  refer  to  s^fl.rkling  wines, 
in  regard  to  which  I  maintain  that  no 
advantage  is  at  present  derived  by  the 
consumer.  The  tax  on  those  wines  is 
one  which  is  a  very  slight  advantage  to 
the  country  at  large,  while  it  certainly 
has  an  injurious  operation  upon  the 
trade,  and  I  trast  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer will  take  the  matter  into  his 
careful  consideration.  I  am  authorised 
to  state  that  the  trade  would  much 
prefer  a  3s.  or  even  4s.  rate  to  a  differential 
tax  as  at  present.  With  regard  to 
another  subject,  I  must  confess  that  I 
should  have  liked  to  have  seen  a  penny 
taken  off  the  Income  Tax ;  but  as  that 
seems  to  be  an  impossibihty  at  the 
present  moment,  and  in  the  present  stage 
of  the  financial  condition  of  the  country, 
I  trust  that  by-and-bye  he  will  be  able  to 
see  his  way  to  the  wiping  out  of  that 
imposition  in  its  entirety.  I  would  only 
remind  him  and  the  House  that  that  tax 
was  originally  imposed  as  a  War  Tax, 
and  was  never  intended  to  be  a  permanent 
burden  on  the  people  of  this  country,  nor 
do  I  think  it  should  be  allowed  to  become 
a  permanent  tax,  because  in  the  event  of 
war  or  any  other  great  and  pressing 
emergency,  it  would  be  very  difficult, 
should  thsLt  burden  be  continued  in  its 
present  form,  to  find  the  ways  and 
means  of  meeting  the  demands  thus 
created.  In  conclusion,  I  have  only  to 
repeat  mj  congratulations  on  the  able 
and  satisfactory  Financial  Statement  which 
has  been  presented  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  to  express  my  opinion 
that  it  will  meet  with  the  general 
approval  of  the  country. 

*(9.9.)  Sir  R.  LETHBRIDGE  (Ken- 
sington,  N.)  :  I  desire.  Sir,  as  one  who 
has  some  claim  to  speak  on  behalf  of  our 
fellow-subjects  in  India  to  express  to  the 
right  hon  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  my  deep  satisfaction  at 
the  announcement  he  has  made  of  the 
intended  abolition  of  the  duties  on  silver 
plate,  an  announcement  which  I  am  sure 
will  be  received  with  much  gratification 


throughout  the  length  and  broadth  of 
that  country.  I  am  quite  certain  that 
the  action  of  the  Government  with 
regard  to  this  matter  will  be  hailed  by 
the  people  of  India  as  a  distinct 
mark  of  the  sympathy  felt  in  this 
country  for  its  greatest  Dependency. 
Like  the  quality  of  mercy,  this  remission 
will  be  twice  blessed — ^it  will  be  blessed 
to  the  country  that  gives  it,  and  also  to 
the  country  that  receives  it.  On  the 
ohe  hand  it  will  undoubtedly  quicken 
the  silver  export  trade  of  India,  while  it 
will  encourage  the  art  manufacture  of 
silver  in  that  country  ;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  beyond  this  it  will  multiply  for  us 
in  this  country  those  beautiful  objects 
of  art  which  are  manufactured  in  India, 
and  which,  in  the  present  state  of  metallic 
art  in  this  country,  cannot  be  produced 
here,  and  which,  in  fact,  can  only  be  manu- 
factured by  the  Indian  artificer.  Further- 
more, it  will  tend  pro  tarUo  to  re-habilitate 
silver,  at  least  to  a  certain  extent,  and 
thus  will  tend  to  afford  relief  to  the 
agricultural  and  other  interests  of  this 
country  which  are  naturally  affected  by 
the  appreciation  of  gold.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer has  alluded  to  the  opposition  which 
has  been  offered  in  anticipation  of  this 
remission  of  taxation  by  the  traders 
of  Sheffield,  and  some  other  centres 
of  the  silversmiths'  art  in  England. 
These  manufacturers  fear  to  meet  the 
competition  of  the  Indian  artificers  in 
their  own  trade,  but  I  venture  to  submit 
that  their  fear  is  based  on  an  entire  mis- 
apprehension. The  silver  manufacture 
of  India  is  entirely  unique,  being  mainly 
composed  of  filagree  work,  grotesque  and 
otherwise,  requiring  very  laborious  hand 
labour,  of  a  kind  certainly  not  likely 
to  be  carried  on  t^  any  large  extent  by 
the  silversmiths  of  this  country.  Having 
said  this  I  should  like  to  pass  to  another 
part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  State- 
ment, which  deals  with  a  subject  of  vital 
importance  to  the  people  of  India,  and 
that  is  the  proposed  remission  of  the 
duty  on  tea.  I  feel  bound  to  say,  as 
being  myself  a  proprietor  of  tea  gardens 
in  Ceylon,  that  the  Indian  and  Ceylon  tea 
industry  will  not  gain,  but  will  rather 
lose,  by  the  proposed  remission  of  duty, 
because  it  is  probably  not  understood  in 
England  that  the  remission  of  duty  will 
act,  to  a  certain  extent,  as  a  bounty  or 
premium  on  the  low-priced  China  teas, 
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and  to  that  extent  we  should  be  dis- 
couraging the  growth  of  the  superior 
and  higher-priced  Indian  and  Ceylon 
teas.  But  my  right  hon.  Friend  fore- 
shadows that  the  Empire  will  gain  by  the 
proposed  remission  of  taxation.  He  puts 
it  that  the  consumers  may  possibly  gain 
2d.  per  pound  by  the  remission.  I  hope 
they  may ;  but  I  doubt  whether  they 
will  gain  anything  like  that  amount.  I 
am  afraid  that  a  good  deal  of  it  will  stick 
to  the  middleman  on  the  way .  Never  the  - 
less,  that  the  consumer  may  possibly  gain 
something  I  am  free  to  confess,  and  I 
would  sooner  see  my  working-class 
friends  giving  up  their  gin  and  other 
alcoholic  drinks,  and  taking  to  tea, 
even  if  they  took  to  the  low-priced 
and  inferior  brands  of  China.  I 
consider  the  Budget  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  is  distinctly  a  temperance  Budget, 
and  as  such  I  hail  it  most  heartily. 
The  provision  which  is  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  under  which  the 
County  Councils  will  be  able  to  control 
the  supply  of  temptations  to  drink  is,  in 
my  opinion,  a  most  statesmanlike  pro- 
vision. The  local  veto  has  hitherto,  as 
we  all  know,  generally  been  hampered 
by  this  dilemma,  that  it  involved  a  heavy- 
local  expenditure,  in  order,  in  the 
exercise  of  that  veto,  to  stop  the  supply 
of  temptations  to  intemperance ;  or,  on 
the  other  hand,  it  meant  the  distinct 
robbing  of  the  licensed  victuallers,  by 
depriving  them  of  their  licences  without 
any  compensation  whatever.  Well,  Sir, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  proposals 
clearly  postulate  the  principle  of  com- 
pensation to  those  whose  licences  are  to 
be  taken  away  from  them.  That,  in  my 
opinion,  is  the  only  principle  which  is 
compatible  with  national  honesty.  It  is 
the  principle  which  was  laid  down  in  the 
most  emphatic  manner  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle, 
in  the  published  letter  which  he  addressed 
some  years  ago  to  a  licensed  victualler 
in  my  own  constituency  of  North 
Kennington,  and  it  is  a  principle  that  I 
trust  this  House  will  maintain.  The 
proposals  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  at  once,  and  perceptibly,  reduce  the 
number  of  licensed  houses.  It  may  be 
said,  in  fact,  that  this  Budget  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  greases  the  wheels  of 
temperance,  whilst  it  acts  honourably 
and  justly  by  the  licensed  victuallers, 
and  to  every  other  class  of  the  com 
Sir  R,  Lethh'idge 


munity,  and  as  such,  Sir,  I  hail  it  with 
the  utmost  enthusiasm. 

(9.20.)  Mb.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow, 
St.  Biollox) :  Mr.  Courtney,  the  surplus  at 
the  disposal  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer is  £3,500.000,  and  that  surplus  is 
brought  about  by  the  increased  consump- 
tion of  spirits  and  beer.  The  question  is 
in  what  way  is  that  surplus  to  be  dis- 
posed of.  I  venture  to  say  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  makes  a 
very  great  mistake  in  not  availing  him- 
self of  this  opportunity  of  giving  Free 
Education  to  England,  equally  with 
Scotland.  A  contest  will  arise  at  the 
next  election  with  regard  to  this  ques- 
tion of  fVee  Education,  and  then  the 
country  will  be  told  that  there  is  no 
surplus  for  the  purpose. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  What  election? 

Mr.  CALDWELL:  The  General  Elec- 
tion. For  Free  Education  in  the  three 
countries  £2,250,000  would  be  required. 
That  would  absorb  so  much  of  the 
surplus.  Then,  as  to  the  Inhabited 
House  Duty.  That  would  take  £540,000, 
which  still  leaves  £750,000  to  be  dis- 
posed of  in  any  way  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  might  think  fit.  As  to 
the  reduction  of  the  Tea  Duty,  it 
is  a  question  how  far  the  con- 
sumer will  reap  the  benefit  of  it. 
We  know  that  in  the  case  of  the 
London  Coal  Dues,  the  consumers  have 
not  reaped  the  benefit  yet.  Therefore, 
we  should  take  care  that  the  surplus 
really  confers  benefit  when  benefit  is 
intended.  The  reduction  of  the  Tea 
Duty  will  benefit  the  family  man,  not 
the  workman  who  has  to  attend  a  cofEee 
shop  to  get  his  meals.  But  if  you 
abolished  the  School  Fees  the  family 
would  thus  directly  get  the  benefit  of 
the  money.  And  there  is  great  reason 
why  the  surplus  should  be  applied  in 
this  way.  The  consumption  of  spirits 
may  be  taken  to  have  remained  stationary 
among  those  above  the  rank  of  the 
working  classes,  and  the  increased 
revenue  from  the  consumption  of  spirits 
has  been  derived  from  the  working 
classes.  If  the  House  is  really  to  look  to 
the  proper  application  of  the  money,  I 
would  contend  that  the  families  which 
have  been  impoverished  by  this  increased 
contribution  to  the  Revenue,  for  alcohol, 
should  be  benefited  by  the  application 
of  part  of  the  surplus  to  Free  Education. 
It   is   evident   that   the   system   of   the 
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Conservative  Govsrnment  is  to  give 
grants  in  aid  to  local  taxation,  of  which 
the  landlords  get  one-half  of  the  benefit. 
I  contend  that  this  money  having  come 
from  the  working  men  should  go  back  to 
them,  to  benefit  thsir  faoiilies,  and  not  to 
the  pockets  of  the  landlords.  We  have 
got  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in 
a  difficulty.  In  dealing  with  the  distri- 
bution of  tha  Probati  Duty  bitween 
England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland  ha  pro- 
ceeded on  the  basis  of  population.  It 
has,  curiously  enough,  been  left  to  a 
Conservative  Government  to  deal  with 
the  three  Kingdoms  saparately.  The 
result  has  been  that  the  richer  country 
got  the  larger  grant,  and  Ireland,  the 
poorer,  got  the  least.  You  are  going 
now  to  deal  with  a  surplus  raised  from 
Excise.  Is  it  not  a  notorious  fact  that 
Scotland  pays  more  for  exciseable  liquors 
than  England?  Yet  what  does  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  propose  to 
do?  To  give  Scotland  less  than  her 
share.  In  this  case  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  told  us  that  the  money  is 
to  be  divided  between  the  three  countries, 
according  to  the  precedent  of  the  Probate 
Duty  distribution. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  not  correct.  The  amount 
of  the  Probate  Duty  paid  by 
England  is  far  larger  in  proportion 
than  that  paid  by  Ireland  and  Scotland, 
but  the  Probate  Duty  was  distributed 
according  to  the  totil  contribution  of 
Revenue  from  each  country.  Though 
England  paid  by  far  the  larger  share, 
we  arranged  that  it  should  be  changed 
in  the  direction  of  easing  Ireland  and 
Scotland  by  distributing  the  duty  in  a 
manner  more  satisfactory. 

Mr.  CALDWELL:  The  popula- 
tion  of  England  is  seven  times  that  of 
Scotland,  and  the  amount  granted  to 
England  exceeds  that  granted  to  Scot- 
land in  proportion  to  the  population.  It 
may  not  exceed  the  actual  amount  of 
Probate  Duty  paid,  but  that  ifc,  in  point 
of  fact,  exceeds  the  amount  paid 
in  proportion  to  population  is  un- 
deniable. With  regard  to  this  new 
surplus,  Scotland  will  pay  an  in- 
ordinate share,  yet  she  will  not  get   a 
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proportion  equal  even  to  her  population. 
I  do  not  suppose  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  means  to  do  the  slightest 
injustice  to  Scotland,  but,  by  giving  Local 
Government  to  Scotland  a  year  in 
advance,  he  did  us  out  of  £80,000.  I 
do  not  suppose  he  will  take  any* 
thing  from  us  this  year.  I  think 
the  Budget,  83  far  as  regards  two 
points,  at  any  rate,  will  not  meet  the  ex- 
pectations of  the  country.  I  liad  hoped 
that  when  the  Local  Government  Bill  for 
England  was  before  the  country,  and  the 
Government  were  compelled  to  withdraw 
the  compensation  clauses,  we  had,  once 
for  all,  heard  the  last  of  compensation  to 
publicans.  I  do  not  know  why  the 
Government  should  have  entered  on  a  case 
of  this  kind  at  this  moment.  I  do  not 
suppose  that  the  cause  of  temperance 
is  weaker  now  than  at  other  periods,  and 
I  think  that  this,  like  the  Van  and  Wheel 
Tax,  will  militate  very  much  against  the 
Government.  As  to  police  superannua- 
tion there  may  be  a  considerable  difference 
of  opinion  in  the  country  on  the  matter, 
and  I  think  it  is  a  pity  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  should  have 
mixed  up  his  Imperial  Budget  with  an 
attempt  to  manage  and  control  Local* 
Bodies  who  are  to  receive  grants  in  aid. 
He  would  have  saved  himsslf  a  great 
deal  of  trouble,  if,  having  money  to  hand 
over,  he  had  given  it  to  the  Local 
Authorities, without  instructions  as  to  l>ow 
they  were  to- dispose  of  it. 

*(9.33.)  Mr. BARTLEY(l8lington,N.) : 
I  congratulate  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer on  his  Budget  from  the  point 
of  view  I  indicat3d  last  year,  namely,, 
that  it  is  a  step  towards  makinp;* 
the  ihcidenca  of  taxation  fairer  be- 
tween the  richer  and  poorer  classes 
of  the  community.  [Laughter  J\ 
The  hon.  M3mb3r  for  Northampton 
laughs,  but  there  is  no  doubt  it  does 
do  that.  I  hav3  always  held  that, 
under  the  present  incidence  of  taxation , 
the  richer  classes  pay  a  smaller  propor- 
tion than  the  poorer  classes,  and  I  think, 
when  the  figures  are  gone  into,  it  is 
impossible  to  deny  that.  I  do  net  say 
the  Budget  equalises  the  incidence,  hut 
2  D 
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And  bo  that  extent  we  should  be  dis- 
couraf^ing  the  growth  of  the  superior 
and  higher-priced  Indian  and  Ceylon 
teas.  But  my  right  hon.  Friend  fore- 
shadows that  the  Empire  will  gain  by  the 
proposed  remission  of  taxation.  He  puts 
it  that  the  consumers  may  possibly  gain 
2d.  per  pound  by  the  remission.  I  hope 
they  may ;  but  I  doubt  whether  they 
will  gain  anything  like  that  amount.  I 
am  afraid  that  a  good  deal  of  it  will  stick 
to  the  middleman  on  the  way.  Neverthe- 
less, that  the  consumer  may  possibly  gain 
something  I  am  free  to  confess,  and  I 
would  sooner  see  my  working-class 
friends  giving  up  their  gin  and  other 
alcoholic  drinks,  and  ta-king  to  tea, 
even  if  they  took  to  the  low-priced 
and  inferior  brands  of  China.  I 
consider  the  Budget  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  is  distinctly  a  temperance  Budget, 
and  as  such  I  hail  it  most  heartily. 
The  provision  which  is  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  under  which  the 
County  Councils  will  be  able  to  control 
the  supply  of  temptations  to  drink  is,  in 
my  opinion,  a  most  statesmanlike  pro- 
vision. The  local  veto  has  hitherto,  as 
we  all  know,  generally  been  hampered 
by  this  dilemma,  that  it  involved  a  heavy 
local  expenditure,  in  order,  in  the 
exercise  of  that  veto,  to  stiop  the  supply 
of  temptations  to  intemperance ;  or,  on 
the  other  hand,  it  meant  the  distinct 
robbing  of  the  licensed  victuallers,  by 
depriving  them  of  their  licences  without 
any  compensation  whatever.  Well,  Sir, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  proposals 
clearly  postulate  the  principle  of  com- 
pensation to  those  whose  licences  are  to 
ba  taken  away  from  them.  That,  in  my 
opinion,  is  the  only  principle  which  is 
compatible  with  national  honesty.  It  is 
the  principle  which  was  laid  down  in  the 
most  emphatic  manner  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle, 
in  the  published  letter  which  he  addressed 
some  years  ago  to  a  licensed  victualler 
in  my  own  constituency  of  North 
Kennington,  and  it  is  a  principle  that  I 
trust  this  House  will  maintain.  The 
proposals  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  at  once,  and  perceptibly,  reduce  the 
number  of  licensed  houses.  It  may  be 
said,  in  fact,  that  this  Budget  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  greases  the  wheels  of 
temperance,  whilst  it  acts  honourably 
and  justly  by  the  licensed  victuallers, 
and  to  every  other  class  of  the  com 
Sir  R,  Lethhridge 


munity,  and  as  such.  Sir,  I  hail  it  with 
the  utmost  enthusiasm. 

(9.20.)  Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow, 
St.  Rollox) :  Mr.  Courtney,  the  surplus  at 
the  disposal  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer is  £3,500.000,  and  that  surplus  is 
brought  about  by  the  increased  consump- 
tion of  spirits  and  beer.  The  question  is 
in  what  way  is  that  surplus  to  be  dis- 
posed of.  I  venture  to  say  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  makes  a 
very  great  mistake  in  not  avaihng  him- 
self of  this  opportunity  of  giving  Free 
Education  to  England,  equally  with 
Scotland.  A  contest  will  arise  at  the 
next  election  with  regard  to  this  ques- 
tion of  I*Vee  Education,  and  then  the 
country  will  be  told  that  there  is  no 
surplus  for  the  purpose. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN:  What  election? 

Mr.  CALDWELL:  The  General  Elec- 
tion. For  Free  Education  in  the  three 
countries  £2,250,000  would  be  required. 
That  would  absorb  so  much  of  the 
surplus.  Then,  as  to  the  Inhabited 
House  Duty.  That  would  take  £540,000, 
which  still  leaves  £750,000  to  be  dis- 
posed of  in  any  way  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  might  think  fit.  As  to 
the  reduction  of  the  Tea  Duty,  it 
is  a  question  how  far  the  con- 
sumer will  reap  the  benefit  of  it. 
We  know  that  in  the  case  of  the 
London  Coal  Dues,  the  consumers  have 
not  reaped  the  benefit  yet.  Therefore, 
we  should  take  care  that  the  surplus 
really  confers  benefit  when  benefit  is 
intended.  The  reduction  of  the  Tea 
Duty  will  benefit  the  family  man,  not 
the  workman  who  has  to  attend  a  coffee 
shop  to  get  his  meals.  But  if  you 
abohshed  the  School  Fees  the  family 
would  thus  directly  get  the  benefit  of 
the  money.  And  there  is  great  reason 
why  the  surplus  should  be  applied  in 
this  way.  The  consumption  of  spirits 
may  be  taken  to  have  remained  stationary 
among  those  above  the  rank  of  the 
working  classes,  and  the  increased 
revenue  from  the  consumption  of  spirits 
has  been  derived  from  the  working 
classes.  If  the  House  is  really  to  look  to 
the  proper  application  of  the  money,  I 
would  contend  that  the  families  which 
have  been  impoverished  by  this  increased 
contribution  to  the  Revenue,  for  alcohol, 
should  be  benefited  by  the  application 
of  part  of  the  surplus  to  Free  Education. 
It  is   evident   that  the  system  of  the 
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Conservative  Government  is  to  give 
grants  in  aid  to  local  taxation,  of  which 
the  landlords  get  one-half  of  the  benefit. 
I  contend  that  this  money  having  come 
from  the  working  men  should  go  back  to 
them,  to  benefit  th3ir  families,  and  not  to 
the  pockets  of  the  landlords.  We  have 
got  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in 
a  difficulty.  In  dealing  with  the  distri- 
bution of  th'i  Probati  Duty  between 
England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland  h^  pro- 
ceeded on  the  basis  of  population.  It 
has,  curiously  enough,  been  left  to  a 
Conservative  Government  to  deal  with 
the  three  Kingdoms  separately.  The 
result  has  been  that  the  richer  country 
got  the  larger  grant,  and  Ireland,  the 
poorer,  got  the  least.  You  are  going 
now  to  deal  with  a  surplus  raissd  from 
Excise.  Is  it  not  a  notorious  fact  that 
Scotland  pays  more  for  exciseable  liquors 
than  Englrind?  Yet  what  does  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  propose  to 
do?  To  give  Scotland  less  than  her 
share.  In  this  case  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  told  us  that  the  money  is 
to  be  divided  between  the  three  countries, 
according  to  the  precedent  of  the  Probate 
Duty  distribution. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  not  correct.  The  amount 
of  the  Probate  Duty  paid  by 
England  is  far  larger  in  proportion 
than  that  paid  by  Ireland  and  Scotland, 
but  the  Probate  Duty  was  distributed 
according  to  the  totil  contribution  of 
Revenue  from  each  country.  Though 
England  paid  by  far  the  larger  share, 
we  arranged  that  it  should  be  changed 
in  the  direction  of  easing  Ireland  and 
Scotland  by  distributing  the  duty  in  a 
manner  more  satisfactory. 

Mr.  CALDWELL:  The  popula- 
tion of  England  is  seven  times  that  of 
Scotland,  and  the  amount  granted  to 
England  exceeds  that  grant jd  to  Scot- 
land in  proportion  to  the  population.  It 
may  not  exceed  the  actual  amount  of 
Probate  Duty  paid,  but  that  ifc,  in  point 
of  fact,  exceeds  the  amount  paid 
in  proportion  to  population  is  un- 
deniable. With  regard  to  this  new 
surplus,  Scotland  will  pay  an  in- 
ordinate share,  yet  she  will  not  get   a 
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proportion  equal  even  to  her  population. 
I  do  not  suppose  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  means  to  do  the  slightest 
injustice  to  Scotland,  but,  by  giving  Local 
Government  to  Scotland  a  year  in 
advance,  he  did  us  out  of  £80,000.  I 
do  not  suppose  he  will  take  any* 
thing  from  us  this  year.  I  think 
the  Budget,  83  far  as  regards  two 
points,  at  any  rate,  will  not  meet  the  ex- 
pectations of  the  country.  I  liad  hoped 
that  when  the  Local  Government  Bill  for 
England  was  before  the  country,  and  the 
Government  were  compelled  to  withdraw 
the  compensation  clauses,  we  had,  once 
for  all,  heard  the  last  of  compensation  to 
publicans.  I  do  not  know  why  the 
Government  should  have  entered  on  a  case 
of  this  kind  at  this  moment.  I  do  not 
suppose  that  the  cause  of  temperance 
is  weaker  now  than  at  other  periods,  and 
I  think  that  this,  like  the  Van  and  Wheel 
Tax,  will  militate  very  much  against  the 
Government.  As  to  police  superannua- 
tion there  may  be  a  considerabledifference 
of  opinion  in  the  country  on  the  matter, 
and  I  think  it  is  a  pity  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  should  have 
mixed  up  his  Imperial  Budget  with  an 
attempt  to  manage  and  control  Local* 
Bodies  who  are  to  receive  grants  in  aid. 
He  would  have  saved  himself  a  great 
deal  of  trouble,  if,  having  money  to  hand 
over,  he  had  given  it  to  tlie  Local 
Authoritiss, without  instructions  as  to  lv)w 
they  were  to-  dispose  of  it. 

*(9.33.)  Mr. BARTLEY(l8lington,N.) : 
I  congratulate  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer on  his  Budget  from  the  point 
of  view  I  indicated  last  year,  namely^ 
that  it  is  a  step  towards  making^ 
the  incidence  of  taxation  fairer  ho- 
tween  the  richer  and  poorer  classes 
of  the  community.  \^Lau^hter.'\ 
The  hon.  Member  for  Xorthampton 
laughs,  but  there  is  no  doubt  it  does 
do  that.  I  have  always  held  that, 
under  the  present  incidence  of  taxation , 
the  richer  classes  pay  a  smaller  propor- 
tion than  the  poorer  classes,  and  I  thiiik» 
when  the  figures  are  gone  into,  it  is 
impossible  to  deny  that.  I  do  net  say 
the  Budget  equalises  the  incidence,  but 
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t  goes  a  long  waj  towards  it.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  seems  to 
hsLve  relieved  in  all  directions  those 
per^ns  who  paj  a  larger  amount  in  the 
J^l,  on  their  incomes  than  thej  are 
entitled  ti  pay  according  to  the  general 
incid3nce  of  taxation.  The  relief  on  the 
Inhabited  House  Duty,  and  the  reduc- 
tion of  th3  Tea  Duty,  will  sensibly  affect 
the  poor.  As  to  Fre3  Education,  it  is 
very  easy  when  a  Budget  is  produced  to 
■ay,  "If  something  had  been  done  in 
this  direction  it  would  have  been  better." 
Of  course  we  should  all  like  to  have 
everything  relieved.  I  suppose  every 
sort  of  taxpayer  would  like,  out  of  the 
surplus,  to  get  the  whole  of  his  taxation 
remitted,  but,  as  we  know,  that  is  im- 
possible, and  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
right  principle  to  adopt  is  to  do  our 
b^t  to  so  adjust  taxation  that  all  classes 
shall  pay  according  to  their  means.  I 
have  worked  it  out,  and  I  find  that  if 
the  whole  Revenue  were  raised  by  Income 
Tax,  the  rate  would  be  about  Is.  2d.  in 
the  £1,  but  capital  only  pays  6d.  in  the 
£1,  and  whatever  tends  to  diminish  this 
inequality,  is  hailed  with  satis^tion. 
Something  has  been  said  about  the 
licensing  question.  Well,  I  must  say  I 
commend  the  courage  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  tackling  that  question.  I 
always  regretted  that  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  did  not 
stick  to  the  provisions  on  the  subject 
contained  in  his  great  Bill.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  done  so,  he  would 
have  deserved  a  greater  monument  from 
the  advoc3ttes  of  temperance  than  even 
the  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  W. 
Lawson.)  I  believe  the  only  way  to  suc- 
cessfully deal  with  this  subject 
is  to  go  into  it  boldly.  It  is 
quite  impossible  to  deal  with  public- 
houses  without  the  principle  of 
compensation,  and  it  is  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  grapple  with  the  excessive 
temptations  to  drunkenness.  The  licens- 
ing question  is  one  which,  though 
troublesome,  must  be  faced  by  some 
Government,  and  I  doubt  if  our  Friends 
opposite,  when  they  come  into  OflBce,  will 
care  to  touch  it.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  by  introducing  the  system  of 
raising  the  money  out  of  the  drinking 
habits  of  the  people  to  pay  out  a  number 
of  the  licensed  houses,  is  doing  a  wise  and 
proper  thing.  I  believe  the  scheme  will 
Mr.  Bartley 


lead  to  the  promotion  of  t?mperance  ; 
and,  though  I  am  aware  that  in  my  con- 
stituency, as  elsewhere,  our  opponents 
will  placBkrd  the  walks  with  the  dedara 
tion  that  we  are  going  to  buy  out  the 
publicans,  at  any  rate  these  provisitHis 
will  tend  to  make  the  people  more  sober. 
The  superannuation  of  the  police  and  the 
reduction  of  postage  are,  no  doubt, 
matters  of  great  iiaportanoe ;  but  tiie 
great  feature  of  the  Budget,  as  I  have 
said,  is  the  reduction  of  the  taxation  of 
the  poor. 

(9.38.)  Mb.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield, 
Bright-side)  :  I  must  take  exception 
to  a  statement  made  by  the  last 
speaker  that  this  Budget  goes  a  long 
way  to  redress  the  inequalities  of 
taxation  which  press  upon  the  poor. 
There  never  was  a  more  unwarranted 
statement.  Whence  comes  the  fund 
from  which  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  is  able  to  make  these  re- 
ductions ?  It  is  almost  exclusively  from 
the  working  classes  ;  but  the  remissions 
of  taxation  which  this  surplus  enables  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  make 
will  benefit  rather  the  classes  above  them. 
I  am  not  complaining  of  the  reductions 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
proposes.  It  is  true  that  the  working 
classes  will  be  benefited  by  the  reduction 
of  the  duty  on  tea,  but  is  that  not  a  re- 
mission that  affects  the  rich  in  greater 
proportion  ?  I  balieve  the  reduction  in 
postage  will  affect  our  merchants  and 
trading  classes  very  much  more  than  the 
working  classes.  Every  mercantile 
house  in  the  City  of  London  will  send  a 
hundred  letters  for  every  one  sent 
by  a  member  of  the  working  classes. 
The  idea  is  excellent  in  itself,  and 
although  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer is  making  provision  for  a 
deficit  which  may  arise  from  the  reduc- 
tion, there  can  be  no  doubt  that,  in  a 
very  short  time,  that  reduction,  instead 
of  diminishing  the  amount  of  Revenue, 
will  tend  to  increase  it.  I  do  not  at  all 
despair  of  seeing  a  penny  ocean  postage, 
although  I  know  that  every  Treasury  is 
opposed  to  Postal  reductions.  The 
contributions  from  that  Service  are 
getting  almost  beyond  reasonable  bounds, 
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and  more  should  be  done  to  develop 
cheap  postage.  I  ros3  mainly  to  say  a 
few  words  as  to  the  abolition  of  the 
Silver  Duty.  I  congratulate  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  on  having  the 
courage  to  abolish  that  duty  and  deal 
with  that  subject,  and  I  hope  and  trust 
that  his  effort  will  not  be  abortive.  I 
trust  that  this  time  we  shall  get  rid  of 
the  Silver  Duty.  My  hon.  Friend  and 
Colleague  the  Member  for  the  Central 
Division  of  Sheffield  (Mr.  Howard 
Vincent)  is  anxious  to  maintain  the  duty 
in  the  intarest  of  the  British  manufac- 
turer, as  he  believes.  The  idea  is,  that 
to  impose  a  duty  of  40  per  cent,  on  the 
manufactured  article  is  to  encourage 
home  manufacture.  Nothing  can  be 
more  absurd..  It  is  the  old  idea  the 
paper-makers  and  others  entertained, 
but  the  very  reverse  of  that  which  they 
feared  has  always  been  found  to  be  the 
case.  We  have  always  found  that  when 
the  Protective  Duties  have  been  swept 
away  the  home  manufactures  have 
extended  year  by  year.  I  congratulate 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  course 
he  has  taken,  but  I  do  not  know  what 
he  is  going  to  do  as  to  compulsory  hall- 
marking. He  advanced  as  one  of  the 
reasons  for  the  abolition  of  the  duty,  that 
he  was  onlv  doing  justice  to  the 
fair  claims  of  India.  In  that  I  quite 
agree,  but  you  cannot  liave  one  uniform 
standard  of  compulsory  hall-marking. 
You  must  allow  some  kind  of  elasticity, 
so  that  the  standard  adopted  by  India  or 
any  other  country  that  may  import  silver 
will  allow  for  the  admission  of  manufac- 
tured silver  into  this  country.  I  am 
sure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  recognises 
that  something  must  be  done  in  that 
direction,  so  as  to  admit  the  articles  he 
contemplates  admitting  by  the  abolition 
of  the  Silver  Duties.  I  am  glad  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  reduced  the 
Tea  Duty,  although  he  has  been  criti- 
cised on  his  own  side  for  doing  so. 
One  of  his  supporters  deprecated  the 
"  abandonment  "  of  so  important  a  source 
of  Revenue.  I  do  not  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  abandoning  a  source 
of  Revenue  at  all :  on  the  contrary,  I 
think  he  is  taking  means  to  increase  it. 
I  have  always  felt  that  the  reduction  of 
duty  has,  within  a  certain  time,  compen- 
sated for  itself  by  an  increase  in  the 
consumption.     I  think  we  all  agree  that 


the  price  at  which  tea  is  sold  to  the 
poorer  classes  is  most  excessive.  When 
the  duties  on  sugar  were  reduced, 
it  was  found  that  the  taking  of  a  penny 
off  meant  a  great  deal  more  than  the 
penny  itself  in  the  reduction  of  the  price 
at  which  the  article .  was  sold.  The 
public  get  better  acquainted  with  the 
net  value  of  the  article,  which  is  dealt  in 
with  much  more  freedom  as  soon  na 
reduction  takes  place.  I  believe,  there- 
fore, that  this  is  the  first  step 
towards  a  very  considerable  reduction 
in  the  cost  of  it  to  the  people.  I  do  not 
believe  it  is  the  last  step  by  any  means. 
Having  reduced  the  duty  by  2d.,  I  think 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will 
not  remain  there,  but  that  he  will  have 
to  go  further,  and  the  duty  will  probably 
be  entirely  swept  away.  We  all  regret 
that  the  surplus  should  have  been  de- 
rived almost  exclusively  from  an  increased 
consu  mption  of  intoxicating  liquors.  That 
increased  consumption,  however,  has  not 
been  confined  to  one  class.  I  notice  that 
the  increased  duty  on  wine  amounts  to 
more  than  £120,000,  which  represents  a 
selling  value  of  between  £1,500,000  and 
£2,000,000.  It  is  also  only  fair  to 
suppose  that  the  middle  and  poorer 
class  ?s  have  consumed  their  increased 
share  of  beer  and  spirits.  It  would 
be  much  to  be  regretted  if  there  was 
any  indication  of  an  increased  consump- 
tion of  drink  in  the  country,  because 
we  all  believe,  with  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  that  the  greatest  curse  of  the 
country  after  all  is  drink.  I  wish  to 
invite  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
to  touch  upon  another  question.  I  refer 
to  the  question  of  Free  Education.  When 
an  hon.  Gentleman  suggested  that  this 
must  stand  over  until  the  next  election, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  seemed 
anxious  to  repudiate  the  assertion.  I  am 
glad  he  should  have  done  so.  There  never 
was  a  year  in  which  the  prospects  of  the 
Budget  were  so  falsified  as  in  the  present 
insfaince.  A  short  time  ago  nothing 
could  be  more  explicit  than  the  statement 
of  the  Prime  Minister  that  we  should 
have  a  free  system  of  education  if  there 
was  a  surplus.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself  (Mr.  Goschen)  also  said  that 
the  moment  Free  Education  was  estab- 
lished in  Scotland  a  great  grievance  and 
hardship  was  established  in  England  and 
Ireland.  Certainly,  therefore,  we  had 
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ample  justification  for  thinking  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  have  given  us 
Free  Education  in  this  Budget.  I  cer- 
tainly trust  the  time  is  not  far  distant 
when  we  shall  have  Free  Education,  for 
no  greater  boon  could  be  conferred  upon 
the  working  classes  of  the  country.  All 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
done  to-nigh fc,  however  we  may  ap- 
preciate it,  falls  far  short  of  the 
great  service  he  would  have  ren- 
dered to  the  country  if  he  had  given 
Free  Ijducation  to  the  children  of  the 
people.  Nothing  can  do  so  much 
to  stop  the  tide  of  intemperance,  and 
nothing  has  done  so  much  hitherto  to 
arrest  that  tide,  as  education.  With 
regard  to  the  question  of  licences,  I 
would  point  out  that  the  suspension  of 
licences  means  making  existing  licences 
very  much  more  valuable.  That  is  a 
question  that  will  have  to  be  very  care- 
fully dealt  Tvith  before  we  go  much 
^rther.  I  am  sure  we  shall  all  be  glad 
to  pass  the  necessary  Resolution  to  in- 
crease the  price  of  spirits,  and  I  am  glad 
of  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
done  with  regard  to  the  Silver  Duty  and 
some  other  matters. 

(9.53.)  Mr.  salt  (Stafford):  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down  complained  that  we  have  not  got 
Free  Education.  I  am  afraid  that  if  we 
had  Free  Education  the  right  hon.  Gen. 
tleman  would  have  complained  that  we 
had  not  got  the  Tea  Duty  reduced.  We 
cannot  have  both  things  at  once.  We 
are  told  that  we  are  to  have  a  consider- 
able sum  of  money  given  to  the  County 
Councils,  in  order  to  deal  with  the 
difficult  question  of  Police  Superannua- 
tion. I  presume  that  the  object  of  that 
grant  is  to  make  up  a  fund  for  Police 
Superannuation  in  various  cases  where 
the  existing  funds  have  proved  to  be 
insufficient.  I  wish  to  know  how  my 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Goschen)  is  going 
to  deal  with  those  counties  in  which  the 
funds  are  sound  and  sufficient.  It 
would  not  be  very  fair  to  make  grants 
in  cases  where  the  funds  are  insufficient 
and  to  do  nothing  for  the  few  counties 
in  which  the  funds  are  sound.  A  ques- 
tion with  regard  to  sparkling  wines  has 
been  brought  to  my  attention.  I  am 
Mr,  Mwndella 


told  that  a  great  grievance  exists  respecting 
the   surtax   on    sparkling   wines    being 
charged  as  an  ad  valorem  duty,  and  it  is- 
said   to  give   rise  to  fraud.     I  have  no 
personal  interest  in  the   question,  but  I 
trust  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
will  see  his  way  to  give  it  his  attention. 
The  proposal  respecting  the  purchase  of 
licences  has  my   sympathy  and  support. 
I  only   wish  that   the   suggestion  made 
in  this  respect  years  ago  by  Lord  Aber- 
dare  had  been  carried  out.     Had  it  been, 
very    many    difficulties    in    connection 
with     the     liquor     trade     would     now 
have   been  cleared   away.     Very  great 
difficulty  will  probably  be  experienced 
in  applying  the  funds  to  the  purchase  of 
licences.     The  '  value    of    public    house 
licences  has,  in  the  last  few  years,  enor- 
mously increased — in  many  respects  to 
quite  an  artificial  value.     The  whole  of 
the  beer  trade  has  drifted  into  quite  a 
different    class   of  business    altogether 
during  the  last  10  or  15  years.     Instead 
of  being  in  the  hands  of  a  great  number 
of  small  people,  the  trade  is  now  in  the 
hands  of  large  brewers  and  capitalists, 
who  are  buying  up  retail  houses  at  very 
much   more   than   market    value.     The 
transfer  of  licences  from  one  place  to 
another  is  a  matter  which,  no  doubt,  will 
also  have  consideration.     The  reason  I 
mention  this  is,  that  if  it  has  to  be  dealt 
with  by  the  Local  Bodies  in  the  counties, 
they  will,  I  think,  require  some   rather 
distinct  directions  from  Parliament  as  to 
the  lines  on  which  they  ought  to  proceed. 
I  must  venture  to  warn  hon.  Members 
not  to  expect  very   great   results   from 
diminishing  the  number  of  public  houses, 
as  regards  the  amount  of  beer  and  spirits 
consumed  in  the  country.     I  expect  some 
good,    however,    from    my    right    hon. 
Friend's  proposal,  and  I  think  some  of  the 
worst  public  houses  will  be  cleared  away, 
to  the  great  benefit  of  the  community. 
Observation  has  naturally  been  made  on 
the  very  large  amount  received  from  the 
Alcoholic  Duties  in  the  past  year,  but  I 
think  we  are  rather  apt  to  get  on  the 
high  horse  and  talk  about  how  the  poor 
people  drink.      What  has  happened   is 
simply  this :  During  the  last  few  months 
working  men,    who,  a  little  while  ago 
were  earning  some  16s.,  or  18s.,  or  £1  a 
week,  have  had  their  wages  increased  in 
some  cases  to  6s.,  7s.,  or  10s.  a  day.  These 
men,  when  they  were  receiving  very  low 
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wages,  lived  upon  tea.     Now  they  are 
earning  good  wages  they  live  upon  beer. 
Me.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton)  : 
On  brandy. 

Me.  SALT:  Well,  brandy.  At  all 
•events,  there  is  no  reason  why  this  in- 
crease in  the  coQSumption  should  be 
attributed  to  excessive  drinking.  I  de- 
plore excessive  drinking  just  as  much  as 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  but  I  cannot  say  that  I  deplore 
the  fact  that  working  men  are  receiving 
tjuch  good  wages  that  they  are  able  to 
live  well  and  comfortably,  and  as  English 
working  men  ought  to  live. 

(10.5.)    Dr.     CAMERON    (Glasgow, 
College) :  I  wish  to  draw  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer's  attention  to  a  blot  en 
an  otherwise  excellent  Budget.     I  have 
always  been  a  very  strong  advocate  of 
temperance    Ever  since  I  entsred  Parlia- 
ment  I  have    supported  extreme   tem- 
perance'  legislation,  and  I  have  myself 
secured  the  passing  of  Bills  which  have 
much    diminished     drinking    hours    in 
public  houses.     I  have  no  friend  among 
the  publicans.     I  have  been  constantly 
and  persistantly  opposed  by  the  publicans, 
and  so  long  as  I  remain  in  Parliament  am 
likely  to  be  opposed  by  them.     But,  Sir, 
I  am  a  friend  of  fair  play.     When  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  Childers)  was  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  he  proposed  to  put  a  small 
tax  on  beer  and  a  large  tax  on  whisky. 
I  opposed  that  as  grossly  unfair,  and  I 
regard  the  present  proposal  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  with  regard  to 
the  whisky  duty  as    grossly  unfair    in 
the  same  way.     I  am  in  favour  of  taxing 
alcohol  to  the  utmost  extent  of  taxation 
it  will  bear  without  encouraging  illicit 
distillation,  but  as  regards  whisky   the 
C/ommissioners  of  Inland  Revenue  said 
it  would  be  dangerous  to  add  any  taxa- 
tion for  fear  of  increasing  illicit  distilla- 
tion.    It    is    notorious   that    alcohol   is 
chiefly  consumed  in  England  in  the  form 
of  beer,  while  in  Scotland  it  is  consumed 
in  the  form  of  whisky.     In  the  form  of 
beer  alcohol  pays  about  Is.  5d.  a  gallon 
of  proof  spirit,  at  present,  whereas  in  the 
form  of  whisky  a  tax  is  imposed  to  the 
extent  of  about   10s.  per  gallon  of  proof 
spirit.     You  propose  now  to  add  3d.  per 
cask  upon  beer  and  to  add  6d.  per  gallon 
on  whisky.     Is  not  this  making  people 
in  Scotland  through  their  favourite  tipple 


pay   enormously  more    than    people   in 
England  through  their  favourite  tipple  ? 
What  makes  the  grievance  more  serious 
in   the    case  of    Scotland  is,    that    we 
recognise  no  vested  right  in  licences,  and 
do  not  want  you  to  assist  us  to  purchase 
licsnces.     In  every  step  we  have  takien  in 
the    way    of    curtailing    the    trade    of 
licensed  houses,  we  have  given  no  com- 
pensation.    The  law  with  us  stands  on 
quite  a  different  basis  from  that  which  it 
occupies  in  England.     The   Magistrates 
who  represent  the  people  in    Scotland 
have  absolute  control  in  the  matter  of 
new  licences.     If  I  thought  you  coiild 
diminish  the  consumption  of  whisky  by 
any  extra  taxation,  1  should  overlook  a 
great  deal  in  the  way  of  unfairness  in 
any  proposal  to  achieve  such  an  object ; 
but  I  do  not  believe  this  proposal  will 
have  that  result.      We  have  a  great  deal 
of  illicit  distillation,  as  it  is,  and  if  you 
increase  the  tax  you  run  a  great  danger 
of    increasing    this     illicit     distillation. 
When    the   right   hon.    Gentleman   the 
Member     for     South     Edinburgh    (Mr. 
Childers)     brought     forward    his     pro- 
posal   it    created    so    great   an   outcry 
that  he  was  obliged  to  abandon  it,  and  I 
shall   be   very   much    surprised    if    the 
present  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  does 
not   find   himself  in  a  similar  position. 
It   will   not   improve   the   feeling   with 
which  the  people  of  Scotland  will  receive 
these  repeated  attacks  upon  their  favourite 
beverage — a  beverage   which   has  been 
described   as   almost   synonymous    with 
freedom — when  they  remember  that  of 
the  two  Chancellors  of   the   Exchequer 
who  have  made  them,  one   was  a  Mem- 
ber, and  the  other  an  ex-Member,  for  the 
City  of  Edinburgh.     I  should  like  to  ask 
the"  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  what  he 
proposes  to  do  with   the  £144,000  he 
intends   to   allocate    to   Scotland.      The 
Probate  Duty  grant  given  last  year  aided 
the  remission  of  school  fees  to  a  certain 
extent,  but  it  has  been  insufficient,  and  I 
trust  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  will  see 
his   way   to   follow    precedent    in    this 
matter,   and   complete   the    work    then 
commenced.      There  can  be  no  difficulty 
in  the  matter.     The  work  has  been  half 
done,  and  Local  Authorities  have  been 
led  into  extravagancies  which  will  com- 
pel them  either  to  impose  heavy  local  taxa- 
tion,   or   to  retract   the   benefits    which 
have  already   been   conferred,   and  this 
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£144,000  would  be  a  most  acceptable 
sum  for  the  crowning  of  the  edifice  that 
hasbaen  raised. 

*(10.15.)     Mr.   CHANNING    (North- 
ampton, E.)  :  It  is  perhaps   well,   before 
this  debate    closes,    that    one     or    two 
remiarks  should  be  offered  by  a  County 
Member  on  this  side  of  the  House,  inas- 
much as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman   the 
Chancellor  of  the    Exchequer  has  dealt 
very  generously — some  people  may  think 
almost    too    generously — with      County 
Finance.     I  understand  that  the  Probate 
Duty  has   amount  3d   to  more  than  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  anticipated,   and 
yet  he  is  proposing  to  hand  us  over  the 
proceeds      of      the      Beer     Duty.       I 
would  add  one  word  of  protest  to  what 
has  fallen  from  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  SheflBeld  'Mr.  Mundella), and 
other  Members,  on  the  question  of  Free 
Education.      After    the     very     distinct 
announcements  of   the   Prime   Minister 
in  the  autumn,  the  words  in  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  referred   to 
Assisted  Education  struck  me  as  singu- 
lar.     Ho    put    the     question    of    Free 
Education     on    a     par     with       buying 
pictures  for  the  National  Grallery.     He 
went  on  to  say  that  if  he  yielded  to  such 
demands — if  he  did  not  sit  tight  on  the 
lid  of  the  chest — he    would   have    the 
whole  of  his   mighty  surplus  scattered, 
and  still  the  burdens  of  the  people  would 
not  be  lightened.     I  am  sure  the  country 
will  take  note  of  the  position  to  which 
Free  Education   has  been  relegated   by 
the    right    hon.    Gentleman.      On    one 
subject      I     am      sure     the     proposals 
of     the     right     hon.     Gentleman     will 
meet     with     universal    acceptance.      1 
refer    to    the   Inhabited    House    Duty. 
Those  acquainted  with  Town  Holdings 
might  possibly  object  that  this  remission 
is  only  too  likely  to  go  in  London,   not 
into  tiie  pockets  of  the  poor  occupiers   of 
small  houses,  but  rather  into  the  hands  of 
house-jobbers     and     owners     of    small 
property.    The  class  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man wishes  to  relieve  is  substantially  the 
class      wnose      incomes      vary       from 
£150  to  £400,  and  a  Httle  over.     We  all 
wish  to  relieve  them,  but  I  venture  to 
say  it  is  time  to  consider  this  question  of 
the  taxation  of  small  and  precarious  in 
comes   on   a   somewhat  wider  principle 
than  is  contained  in  the  Budget.     I  do 
think  that  when  we  have  a  surplus   of 
Dr,  Cameron 


£3,250,000  in  one  year,  to  be  followed  by 
a  surplus  of  £3,500,000  in  the  next,  a 
great  opportunity  has  been  afforded  to 
a  financier  who  has   brilliantly    distin- 
guished his  tenure  of  his  present  ofBce  of 
dealing  with  this  question  of  small  and 
precarious    incomes.     I  hope  that  next 
year  the  question  may  come  more  to  the 
fore,  and  that  some   relief  from  direct 
taxation  will  be  afforded  to  small  incomes. 
"With  regard  to  the  temperance  question, 
we  must  all  feel  some  pleasure  at  seeing 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  so  conspicuously 
and  so  obviously  running  off  with  the 
Bill    of    the    noble    lx)rd  the  Member 
for     Paddington    (Lord    R.    Churchill) 
under  his  arm.      The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man    has,     as     far     as    I    can    judge^ 
adopted  all  its  principles  and  provisions. 
As  to  the  compensation  question,  I  waa 
rather  surprised  that  the  hon.  Member 
for   Glasgow    (Dr.   Cameron)    did    not 
protest  more  vigorously  against' the  gross 
injustice  of  the  Scotch  having  to  pay  for 
buying     out     English     public    houses^. 
According  to  the  proposals  of  the  Govent- 
ment    in    the    Local   Government  Bill 
two      years     ago,      the      compensation 
was  to  come  first  from  the  county  rate- 
payers, and  secondly  from  a  fund  raised 
by  an  increase,  limited  to  20  per  cent,  in- 
crease   on    the    present    licence    duty. 
In      the      discussion     on     the     Local 
Government     Bill,     if     my      memory 
serves     me      right,     the      right      hon. 
Gentleman,  or  some  defender  of  his  pro- 
posals, went  so  far  as  to  say  that  the  in- 
crease     of      the      duty      would       by 
itself     form     a     suflBcient      fund     for 
dealing     with     the     question    of    com- 
pensation.  The  Government  then  sought 
to  place  the  burden  on  the  trade,  but 
now  they  propose   to  place  it  upon  the 
unfortunate   consumer,   and   to  tax  the 
tempted  instead  of  the  tempter.  I  cannot 
help  expressing  mj  satisfaction   at  the 
loweringof  tariffs  obtained  by  thearrange- 
ment  which  has  been  made  with  Greece. 
I  noticed  that  Gentlemen  opposite  cheered 
his  announcement  on  that  point,  as  if  it 
was  a  grand  victoiy  of  the  principles  of 
reciprocity.     I  venture  to  say  it  is  just 
the  other  way.     It  is  a  victory  of  Free 
Trade,  and  an  application  of  Mr.  Cobden'a 
principle  of  obtaining  reductions  of  tariff 
in  other  countries  by  reducing  the  tariffs 
here.     I  welcome  many  of  the  proposals 
in   the   Budget.      Everyone  must    con- 
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sider  it  an  advanced  Badget ;  at  the  same 
time,  I  think   we  have  great  reason  to 
protest  'against  the  total  failure  of  the 
Government  to  redeem  its  promises  in 
respect  of  Free  Education. 
♦(10.24.)     Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  There  are 
a  great  many   points  on  which   I  am 
asked  to  reply,  and  I  will  try  to  do  so  as 
briefly  as  possible.     The  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down  referred  to  the 
very  important  matter  of  assisted  educa- 
tion, to  which  the  right  hon.    Member 
for  Derby  (Sir  W.  Harcourt)  alluded  in 
his    remarks    on    the    Budget     I    am 
obliged  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
the  spirit  in  which  he  has  discussed  it. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  spoken 
said  that  I  put  free  education  on   the 
same  footing  as  the  baying  of  pictures. 
That  is  drawing  an  inference  which  is 
scarcely  warranted  from  remarks  which 
wera  intended  to  be  somewhat  jocular. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Leader  of  the 
House  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  in  the  early 
part  of  the  Session,  said  he  reserved   the 
question    for   next   Session.     It   is    not 
merely   a    question   of     giving    money 
for     assisted      education,      for      enor- 
mous  importance    must   attach   to   the 
conditions  upon  which  the  money  was 
given.     An  hon.  Member  has  spoken  of 
the  matter  as  being  reserved  for  the  next 
General  Election.     I  do  not  know  when 
the  hon.  Member  thinks  the  next  General 
Election  will  take  place,  unless  he  im- 
agines it  will  be  between  now  and  next 
Session.     I  do  not  think  that  will  be  the 
case.     Of  course   we   are  liable   to  the 
changes  and  chances  of  this  mortal  state, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere),  who  does  not  seem  to 
share  my  opinion,  may  be  in  possession  of 
secrets  with  which  I  am  not  acquainted, 
but    I    do    not  think    we   need  speak 
of  postponing  free  education  until  after 
the  next  General  Election.  A  s  far  as  I  can 
calculate  the  chances  of  politics,  it  will 
fall  to  our  lot  to  deal  with  the  question, 
and  we  look  forward  to  dealing  with  it 
next  year.     The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Derby  thought  we  should  have  exhausted 
all    our    resources.       I    believe    I    see 
£500,000  which  will  be  available  next 
year,  and  which   is   not  available    this 
year.    This  year  we  spend  £300,000  on 
barracks.     Again,  we  have  this  year  a 
drawback  of  £120,000  for  silver  plate, 
and  that  will  not  fall  to  be  paid  next 
year,    and  there   is  £100,000   for   the! 


Volunteers,  not  a  recurring  item.     I  can 
assure   the  Committee  I  have  carefully 
considered     our   liability     with   regard 
to      assisted     education      in      framing 
my    Budget      this    year.        Supposing 
we  do   not     realise   greater    advantage 
from  articles  of  consumption  than  I  have 
estimated,  there  is  generally  now  a  pro- 
gressive increase  from  the  Death  Duties, 
which  is  almost  automatic.     I  am  bound 
to  say  that  we  consider  ourselves  com- 
mitted   to     the     question     of    assisted 
education,   and   I   am   afraid    that    the 
liability  of  finding  the  necessary  funda 
will  fall  upon  me.      I  trust  1  shall  ba 
able  to  meet  that  liability,  which,  in  fact,. 
I  must  meet.    I  hope  now  the  Committee, 
will  consider  I  have  made  a  categorical; 
declaration  with  respect  to  assisted  edu- 
cation.    The    hon.    Member    for    West 
Nottingham  spoke  in  terms  of  reproach, 
and  condemnation  as  to  what  I  said  about 
employers  and  employed,  and  went  out 
of  his  way  to  draw  an  inference  from 
the  remarks  I  made.     I  repudiate  the 
inference  which  the  hon.  Member  draws, 
from   my   words.     I   said,   in   language 
which  I  believe   will   be  accepted   and 
appreciated  by  almost  every  Member  of 
the  House,  that  I  trusted  the  relations 
between  employers  and  employed  would 
be  harmonious  during  the  present  year, 
and  I  pointed  out   that  the  internecine 
struggles     between       the      employers 
and    the     employed     are     a     drag    on 
the    prosperity    of     the    country,    and 
might  fill   us    sometimes    with    alarm. 
No  word  fell  from  my  lips  in  criticism  or 
condemnation   of   either    party    in    the 
struggle.      I      spoke       with      absolute 
neutrality,  but  surely  I  am  entitled  to 
say,   as   having  an  interest  in  the  pros- 
perity of  the  country,  that  we  desire  to 
continue     and     increase    the    harmony 
between  capital    and    labour,    between 
employers    and    employed.       The    hon. 
Member  spoke    with   perfect    courtesy, 
but  I  cannot  accept  the  interpretation  he 
put   upon  my  declaration,  and  1  would 
not  have  what  I  did  say  misinterpreted 
in  any  degree.     The  hon.  Member  also 
spoke     about  the  exemption   and    non- 
payment  of  Income   Tax    on    property 
which  is  held  by  Trade  Unions.    It  is  not 
a  question  as  to  the  amount  of  money 
which  the  Exchequer  would  lose  which 
would  in  any  way  induce  me  to  oppose 
such  a  wish  ;  but  the  question  must  be 
considered  with  the    general   principles 
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which  attach  to  Income  Tax  on  land.     I 
^m   not   able   to  enter  into  the  subject 
minutely   this   evening,  but   I   promise 
again  to  look  into  it.     I   strongly  hold 
that  every  person  not  getting  an  income 
of  JB150  should  not  be  called  upon  to  pay, 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  1  do  not  think  as 
Trade  Unionists  they  should  receive  ex- 
ceptional treatment  to  other  citizens  as  to 
the  funds  they  possess ;  they  must,  with 
all  other  classes,  be  justly  treated.     The 
right  hon.  Member  said  something  with 
regard  to  the  currency,  and   hoped   that 
the  Government  might  undertake  some 
measures   with  regard  to  £1  notes  and 
the  currency  generally  in  connection  with 
the   Coinage   Bill  to  be  introduced.     I 
have   been    studying    the    question    of 
reforms  in  the  currency,  and  I  should  be 
very   glad  if  before  we  leave   office  it 
should  be  in  our  power  to  deal  with  the 
question.     I  do  not  despair  of  it.     I  do 
not  say  of  the  question  of  £1  notes  more 
than  that  I   must   reserve  myself,  but 
there  are  questions  connected  with  the 
currency  I  should  ba  glad  to  deal  with 
while    I    have    the     power    to  do   so. 
I  omitted  to  refer  earlier  in  the  evening 
to  my  statement  last  year  that  the  cost 
of  restoring  light  gold  coinage  should  not 
be  put  on   the   taxpayer  at"  large,  but 
that  the  remedy  should  be  looked  for  in 
banking  directions.     We  have  now  been 
saved    from    the    necessity    of  further 
legislation   at   the   present   moment   on 
that   subject  by  the  large  profit  which 
we  have  realised  on  one  form  of  banking 
transaction — namely,    on    the    issue    of 
.silver.     The  right  hon.  GentL^man  also 
complained  that  the  Revenue  Returns 
did  not  show  the  aggregate  amount  which 
is  realised  by  different  forms  of  taxation. 
I  admit  the  inconvenience,  but  I  think  it 
is  a  temporary  one.     Comparisons  have 
been  complicated  and  difficult  during  the 
past  few  years,  but  as  soon  as  the  new 
system  has  been  inaugurated  I  think  that 
the   complexity  and  difficulty  will  cease 
to  exist.    1  attach  great  importance,  how- 
ever,   to   this    point.     Sums    which    are 
raised  for  local  purposes  should  not  be 
considered  as   raised  for  Imperial  pur- 
poses, and  they  should  not  figure  twice 
in  the  national  accounts.     I  promise  to 
see  whether  we  can  keep  the  local  finance 
separate    from  the  Imperial   finance,  in 
order  to  meet  the  legitimate  wish  of  the 
right   hon.   Gentleman,  and   to  present 
Returns  in  a  form  which  will  admit  of  a 
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convenient  comparison.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  spoke  of  the  Floating  Debt. 
I  do  not  know  that  any  special  measures 
will  be  necessary  for  dealing  with  the 
Floating  Debt,  because  I  believe  by  the 
funds   in  the    hands    of    the    National 
Debt  Commissioners  w^e  shall,  within  a 
reasonable   time,  be   able   to  bring  the 
Floating  Debt  back  almost  to  the  point  at 
which  it  stood  before.     A  large  Floating 
Debt  exposes  us  to  fluctuations  of  interest 
which  might  be  extremely  inconvenient. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  but  not 
with  perfect  accuracy,  that  there  was  a 
time  when  this  country  had  to  pay  more 
than  i  per  cent,  on  the  Floating  Debt. 
That  was   not  the   case,'  because   it  was 
only  on  £1,500,000  of  the  Floating  Debt 
that   we   were   obliged   to  pay  four  per 
cent.     But  the  general  rate  at  which  we 
have   raised  funds  under  the    Floating 
Debt  has  been,  I  think,  £2    14s.     The 
fact  is  that  our  Floating  Debt  securities 
are  extremely    popular    in   the    whole 
banking  world.     I  agree  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  however,  in  not  desiring 
to  have  a  too  large  Floating  Debt,  because 
three  or  four  years  out  of  five  we  may  be 
able  to  make  considerable  money  upon  it, 
but  we  might  be  caught  in  one  year,  and 
the    loss   might  wipe  off  the  profits  of 
preceding  years.       There   is   something 
that   grates   on   the  national  feeling  in 
having  to  pay,  even  temporarily  and  on 
a    small  amount,  a  rate  above  the  rate 
paid  in  the  funds.     Therefore,  although 
we  have  done  extremely  well  as  regards 
the  Unfunded  Debt,  having  been   con- 
tinually able  to  borrow  at  2  per  cent., 
and  sometimes  at  1|,  under  this  form  of 
securities.  Still  it  undoubtedly  is  not  our 
wish  to  multiply  them,  or  even  to  main- 
tain them  at  their  present  amount.      I 
trust  I  have  expUined  myself  sufficiently 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.   I  feel  very 
strongly  the    necessity  of  keeping  the 
Floating   Debt  within  moderate  limits, 
Then  I  turn  for  a  moment  to  the  Tea 
Duty,  upon  which  much  has  been  said. 
One  hon.  Member  objects  to  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  Tea  Duty,  and  would  rather, 
he    says,   have  had  assisted  education. 
But  if  the  reduction  of  the  Tea  Duty 
should  be  followed  by  assisted  education, 
I  think  he  would  have  no  cause  to  com- 
plain,  for    then    he    would    have    the 
advantage  of  a  reduction  of  the  Tea  Duty 
one  year  and  the  advantage  of  assisted 
education  would  be  realised  in  the  next 
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year.  But  my  Hon.  Friend  behind  me 
(Sir  R  Fowler)  complains  of  tlie  manner 
in  which  the  Tea  Duty  has  been  dealt 
with,  on  the  ground  that  we  ara  parting 
with  a  permanent  source  of  Revenue. 
But  we  have  not  parted  with  it,  and  we 
do  not  intend  to  do  so.  By  putting  the 
duty  at  4d.  there  will  be  a  chance,  if  we 
should  ever  have  to  make  a  special 
effort,  of  calling  upon  the  consumers  to 
contribute  something  to  that  special 
effort.  If  we  treat  it,  on  the  one 
hand,  as  a  permanent  scarce  of  Rsvenue, 
but  at  the  same  time  put  it,  if  I  may  say 
80,  on  a  peace  footing  by  reducing  it 
considerably,  we  retain  it  as  a  source  of 
Imperial  Revenue,  as  I,  for  one,  desire 
to  retain  it.  Here  is  a  short  letter 
which  I  have  received  on  the  subject, 
which  amused  and  interested  me  very 
much,  and  which  I  think  is  genuine  : — 
**Sir,— Being  a  n on  smoker  and  a  non- 
drinker,  not  eligible  for  Income  or  Property 
Tax,  not  able  to  stand  cofifee  drinking,  but 
withal  a  patriot  though  a  Radical,  I  would  like 
to  know  how  I  am  going  to  stand  my  *  corner ' 
in  regard  to  the  expenses  of  my  country  if  I 
do  not  pay  something  through  my  teacup,  if 
you  take  off  the  Tea  Duty." 

I  call  that  a  sensible  letter.  I  have  not 
— but  not  in  consequence  of  that  letter — 
taken  off  the  whole  of  the  Tea  Duty.'  I 
place  it  at  4d.  I  keep  it  as  a  source  of 
Revenue,  a  national  reserve,  and  though 
some hoD.  Members  may  wish  to  abolish  it 
altogether,  I  protest  earnestly  against 
diminishing  too  much  the  number  of  our 
sourc3S  of  Revenue.  My  theory  is  that 
having  reached  a  certain  point,  though 
we  may  ramit  when  we  can  in  order  to 
lighten  the  general  burden,  we  should 
keep  what  I  may  call  the  skeletons  of 
our  regiments  intact,  so  that,  to  quote 
the  writer  of  the  letter,  every  man  should 
be  able  to  stand  his  "  comer."  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  Derby  regretted  that 
we  had  not  seen  our  way  to  deal  with  the 
DeathDuties.  Imay  remind  the  Committee 
that  last  year  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  declared 
that  a  real  adjustment  of  the  whole  of 
the  Death  Duties  would  require  almost  a 
Session  to  itself.  But  this  question  does 
not  stand  alone.  The  re-constr action  of 
the  Income  Tax  in  certain  respects  would 
have  to  go  in  any  case  hand  in  hand  with 
a  re-construction  of  the  Death  Duties,  and 
that  is  a  task  which  we  think  the  dimen- 
sions of  the  present  Session  forbid  us  to 


undertake,  especially  looking  to  the 
warning  we  have  received.  With  regard 
to  one  of  the  most  important  proposals  of 
the  Budget — namely,  the  increase  in  the 
duty  upon  Spirits — I  am  not  surprised 
that  a  protest  has  come  from  Scotland 
based  on  the  assertion  that  whiskey  is  the 
favourite  tipple  of  that  country,  and  that 
the  Scotch  people  drank  more  whiskey  in 
proportion  than  the  English  people  do, 
and  that,  therefore,  they  will  have  to  pay 
more  in  proportion  in  consequence  of  the 
increase  of  the  Spirit  Duties  than  the 
English  people  will  have  to  pay.  A  large 
portion  of  the  money  so  raised,  however, 
will  be  applied  te  various  local  purposes, 
and  I  am  glad  to  find  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Glasgow  is  already  looking  for- 
ward with  great  pleasure  and  content  to 
the  manner  in  which  a  part  of  the  extra 
duty  is  to  be  applied  in  Scotland.  It 
must  also  be  remembered  that  the  extra 
duty  is  in  some  degree  compensated  for 
by  the  large  proportionate  share  which 
Scotland  obtained  two  years  ago  in  the 
distribution  of  the  Probate  Duties,  the 
greater  portion  of  which  are  paid  by 
England,  while  Scotland  and  Ireland 
largely  participate  in  them. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) :  Not 
according  to  population. 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  repeat  that  while 
England  pays  the  larger  share  of  those 
duties,  Scotland  and  Ireland  are  allowed 
to  have  the  advantage  of  their  distribu- 
tion. In  these  circumstances  I  do  not 
think  that  either  Scotland  or  Ireland 
have  any  reasonable  cause  of  complaint. 
Ireland  especially,  as  being  the  poorer 
country,  has  always  received  the  utmost 
consideration,  and  she  hasalways  received 
the  benefit  of  the  doubt  when  there  was 
a  question  as  to  which  way  the  scale 
inclined. 

Colonel  NOLAN:  On  what  figures 
does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  found  that 
statement  ? 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN:  I  am  afraid  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  will  not 
accept  my  assurance,  but  I  can  assure 
him  that  my  statement  is  founded  on 
thoroughly  impartial  calculations. 

Colonel  NOLAN  :  By  whom  ? 

♦Mr.     GOSCHEN:     By     those    who 

collect  the  Revenue,  and  the  impartiality 

of  whose  statistics  are  above  suspicion, 

and  who  have  been  consulted  on  these 
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subjects  by  the  right   hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian. 

Colonel    NOLAN:    Have   they    pat 
these  calculations  above  my  Returns  ? 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  am  afraid  I  cannot 
accept  the  figures  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman,  who  is  undoubtedly  a  par- 
tial man  and  evidently  holds  strong  views 
upon  the  subject.  I,  however,  believe 
in  the  impartiality  of  the  calculations 
before  me,  and  in  the  position  in  which  I 
am  placed  I  have  felt  bound  to  look 
very  carefully  into  the  figures.  With 
regard  to  the  disposal  of  the  fund  in 
Scotland,  that  is  a  matter  that  is  not  yet 
finally  concluded,  and  it  will  receive 
the  most  careful  consideration  in  con- 
nection with  the  whole  circumstances  in 
the  case  of  both  Ireland  and  Scotland. 
It  is  not  proposed  to  deal  with  Ireland 
and  Scotland  in  precisely  the  same  way 
as  England,  and  separate  arrangements 
will  have  to  be  made  with  regard  to  each 
country,  which  I  hope  to  be  able  to  place 
before  the  Housa  at  a  very  early  time. 
With  regard  to  the  application  of  this  new 
tax,  obssrvations  were  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stafford,  who  referred  to 
the  question  of  police  superannuation. 
The  hon.  Member's  observations  were  very 
pertinent,  and  we  had  clearly  before  us 
the  point  to  which  he  has  called  atten- 
tion— namely,  what  would  be  the  just 
way  of  securing  the  distribution  of  the 
money  among  counties  some  of  which 
have  already  taxed  themselves,  while 
others  have  not.  It  is  a  diflBcult  problem 
which  the  Government  will  endeavour 
to  solve  with  equity.  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Essex,  I  may  say  that 
the  County  Councils  will  get  £393,000, 
besides  £300,000  for  the  police  ;  together 
£693,000.  Then  there  is  £160,000 
for  pleuro  -  pneumonia,  which  will 
lieve  the  .ratepayers  in  the  Three 
Kingdoms  to  a  very  considerable  ex- 
tent. If  those  figures  are  added 
together  it  will  be  found  that, 
irrespective  of  the  advantage  to  be 
derived  from  the  sum  set  apart  for 
licences,  there  is  a  sum  of  about  £850,000 
applied  to  the  Local  Taxation  purposes.  The 
hon.  Member  will  admit  that  that  is  an 
ample  redemption  of  the  pledge  given 
by  the  Government.  Mention  has  been 
made  of  the  arrangements  with  Greece, 
and  here  let  me  take  the  opportunity  of 
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stating  that  much  credit  is  due  in  the 
management  of  these  affairs  to  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  who  has  given  great 
attention  to  questions  of  tariff^  and  also 
to  the  talented  representative  of  the 
Greek  Government  in  this  country. 
The  matter  stands  thus :  the  Octroi 
Duty  on  currants  is  still  levied 
by  the  Greek  Government,  but  that 
Government  have  very  fairly  met 
us  by  reductions  on  imports  of 
English  manufactured  goods,  so  I  do  not 
think  we  h^ve  a  right  to  press  them  any 
further.  There  is  one  point  I  have  to 
mention  in  connection  with  the  change 
in  the  duty  on  silver  plate.  I  omitted 
to  state  that  while  we  shall  leave  the 
law  as  to  hall-marking  practicaUy  in  the 
state  in  which  it  now  stands,  we  shall 
make  special  arrangements  in  regard  to 
India.  India  exports  to  this  country 
her  manufactured  silver,  and,  generally, 
I  think,  that  silver  is  of  the  same 
standard  as  her  rupee,  and  somewhat 
below  the  standard  adopted  in  this 
country.  We  propose  that  the  Indian 
goods  shall  be  specially  hall-marked  and 
shall  be  allowed  to  be  imported  at  the 
Indian  standard.  We  propose  also  that 
the  Indian. Government  shall  be  allowed 
to  establish  assay  oflBcrs  for  this  purpose, 
and  certified  by  Indian  authority  that 
they  are  up  to  standard,  Indian  silver 
goods  will  be  allowed  to  be  imported 
here.  In  this  way  I  hope  we  shall  satisfy 
India.  In  other  respects  we  do  not 
propose  to  interfere  with  arrangements 
under  the  existing  law,  or  change  the 
practice  as  to  hall-marking.  One  im- 
portant matter  I  must  not  omit  to 
mention,  and  I  am  glad  to  be  reminded 
of  it '  The  Committee  will  bear  in  mind 
the  proposal  that  a  certain  sum  should 
be  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  Local 
Authorities  for  the  purchase  of  licences ; 
and  it  has  been  pointed  out,  thoiigh  it 
was  a  matter  which  had  not  escaped  us^ 
that  it  would  be  no  legitimate  con- 
sequence of  that  arrangement,  but,  on 
the  contrary,  a  consequence  we  should 
deplore  if  the  value  of  public  houses^ 
should  be  raised  by  the  very  measure  we 
are  introducing  to  give  the  power  of 
purchasing  these  licences.  We  acknow- 
ledge it  would  be  perfectly  right  to 
introduce  some  limitation  by  which 
any  increased  value  which  is  given 
to  public  houses  owing  to  the  enactanent 
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of  the  measure  wbicli  we  shall  have 
the  honour  to  introduce,  shall  not  be 
taken  into  acconnt  in  any  future  com- 
pensation that  may  be  given.  With  regard 
to  the  ad  valorem  duty  on  wines,  1  have 
been  asked  as  to  the  result  of  the 
change  made  last  year,  which  was  exactly 
equivalent  to  the  imposition  of  an  ad 
valorem  duty  in  some  repects. 
We  were  anxious  that  the  change 
should  not  operate  against  the  importa- 
tion of  the  cheaper  sparkling  wines 
from  Germany  and  from  the  Saumur 
country,  and  I  am  glad  to  say  that,  although 
there  have  been  some  objections  raised, 
our  plan  has,  on  the  whole,  worked  with 
great  smoothness.  I  know  that  all  wine 
merchants  will  not  be  ready  to  admit 
that ;  but  it  is  the  fact  that  the  anticipated 
importation  of  wine  paying  the  28.  6d. 
duty  has  not  diminished  with  a  corres- 
ponding increase  of  the  wines  under  the 
Is.  duty.  It  was  thouvht  that  higher 
class  wines  would  be  introduced  under 
the  Is.  duty ;  but  the  watchfulness  of  the 
Customs  and  the  bona  fides  of  the  trade 
have  prevented  that  result,  and  the  pro- 
portion remains  practically  as  hereto- 
fore. With  regard  to  the  Tea  Duty,  it  was 
proposed  that  the  reduction  should  come 
into  operation  on  an  after  May  1 .  Some- 
times a  longer  period  has  been  given ; 
but  I  am  led  to  believe  that  stocks  have 
been  rather  exhausted,  and  the  data  I 
mention  I  think  will  be  convenient  to 
all  concerned.  I  appeal  to  the  Com- 
mittee to  allow  the  Resolution  to  be 
passed.  ["No,  no"  from  Colonel 
Nolan.]  It  would  be  according  to 
precedent  on  previous  and  similar 
occasions.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Edinburgh,  when  he 
proposed  an  increase  of  the  Spirit  Duty, 
though  it  was  subsequently  rejected  by 
the  House,  was  allowed  to  take  it  on  the 
first  day.  Great  inconvenience  would 
result  from  the  uncertainty  to  the  trade 
if  the  Resolutions  are  not  passed  to-day. 
(11.1.)  Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  I 
do  not  know  any  precedent  for  the 
Budget  Resolutions  being  taken  exactly 
at  11  o'clock.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  spoken  as  if  he  occupies 
a  freehold  of  his  seat  on  the  Treasury 
Bench,  and  the  cheers  of  his  friends 
show  that  they  think  so,  although  he 
may  be  too  modest  to  say  so.     He  has 


been  explaining  what  he  is  going  to  do 
next  Session  ;  but  while  he  was  doing  so 
I  ventured  to  interject  a  remark  as  to 
the  possibility  of  a  General  Election 
before  then.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that  I  might  possess  some 
secrets  unknown  to  the  Government.  Sir,  I 
possess  no  secrets ;  but  I  do  know  that 
the  constituencies  are  anxious  to  pro- 
nounce a  verdict  on  the  conduct  of 
the  Government.  Now,  Sir,  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  I  think  this  is 
a  peddling  Budget :  it  tries  to  satisfy 
everybody,  and  it  satisfies  nobody.  I 
could  understand  it  if  it  proposed  to 
abolish  the  Tea  Duty  altogether;  but, 
instead  of  doing  that,  it  only  takes  away 
one-third  ;  it  takes  off  2d.  per  lb.,  and 
nobody  will  profit  by  it.  This  is  a 
middleman's  and  a  capitalist's  Budget. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  woidd 
have  abolished  the  Tea  Duty  entirely, 
but  that  he  had  not  a  sufficient  surplus 
to  do  It.  But,  Sir,  he  would  have  had 
a  sufficient  surplus  to  make  the  abolition 
of  the  Tea  Duty  an  easy  thing,  had  it  not 
been  for  the  enormous  expenditure  of  the 
Government  in  preparations  for  war  and 
war  armaments.  This  year,  and  for 
several  subsequent  years,  the  country 
will  have  to  pay  £1,430,000  for  the  in- 
crease of  the  Navy,  and  to  spend  further 
money  in  erecting  new  barracks  for  oujr 
soldiers.  A  considerable  sum  is  to  be 
given  to  the  County  Councils  for  the 
superannuation  of  the  police  and  other 
general  purposes.  Nothing  could  be 
more  objectionable,  in  my  opinion,  than 
giving  large  sums  from  the  Imperial 
Treasury  to  the  County  Councils,  because 
the  money  is  collected  principally  from 
the  inhabitants  of  the  towns,  and  it 
will  be  expended  chiefly  in  making 
roads  and  generally  improving  the  pro- 
perty of  the  landowners.  Then  a  large 
sum  of  money  was  to  be  jfiven  in  order 
to  compensate  the  publicans.  I  object 
to  this  insidious  way  of  dealing  with 
that  question.  Let  the  right  hoii. 
Gentleman  bring  in  a  specific  Bill  saying 
that  the  publicans  have  a  freehold,  and 
that  they  are  to  be  compensated  out  of 
Imperial  taxation,  and  then  the  country 
will  know  what  it  means.  I  am  astonished 
that  more  notice  has  not  been  taken  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  little 
bargain  with  Greece  in  relation  to  cur- 
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rants,  because  the  statements  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  that  connection 
amount  to  the  enunciation  of  a  new 
fiscal  policj.  I  very  much  regret  that 
the  Chancallor  of  the  Exchequer  has  not 
made  alterations  in  the  Income  Tax,  a 
tax  which  operates  very  unjustly  upon 
professional  men  and  those  engaged  in 
trade ;  and  I  urge  the  Chancellor  to  con- 
sider whether  he  cannot,  as  they  do  in 
America,  make  some  distinctions  between 
income  derived  from  investments  and 
casual  income  derived  from  professions 
and  trades.  I  think  that  this  is  a  Tory 
Budget.  I  have  done  my  best  to  protest 
against  the  excessive  expenditure  of  the 
Government  in  civil  matters  and  in  pre- 
parations for  war.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer has  pointed  out  that  he  has 
reduced  the  National  Debt  to  a  con- 
siderable extent ;  but  I  am  one  of  those 
who  consider  that  it  may  be  reduced 
too  much.  I  do  not  possess  so  very 
great  an  interest  in  my  grandchildren 
as  to  save  them  from  paying  all  these 
debts.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
not  pointed  out  that  he  is  going  to 
increase  the  National  Debt  by  a  sum  of 
,£30,000,000,  should  the  Government  be 
able  to  carry  a  certain  Bill  now  before 
the  House. 


(11.20.)  Colonel  NOLAN:  I  think 
the  proposals  of  the  Chancellor  of  tlie 
Exchequer  show  not  only  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  a  knowledge  of 
finance,  but  that  he  is  also  an  accom- 
plished electioneer.  I  admit  that  it  is 
not  a  bad  electioneering  Budget.  I  hail 
with  pleasure  the  reduction  on  tea,  but 
I  do  not  understand  why  the  duty  on 
raisins  should  not  be  reduced  as  well  as 
that  on  currants ;  they  arj  both  made 
from  grapes,  and  I  do  not  see  how  a  dis- 
tinction is  to  be  made  ;  the  result  will  be 
endless  confusion.  Then  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  taken  off  these  duties 
at  the  expense  of  Scotch  and  Irish 
whisky.  I  consider  that  the  tax  is  put 
most  unequally  upon  spirits  as  compared 
with  beer.  I  object  also  to  the  system 
of  creating  fictitious  surpluses  followed 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
Mr,  Labouchere  \ 
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Why  should  only  Is.  duty  be  paid   on 
claret  dnd   9s.    6d.   be  paid  on  spirits, 
seeing  tlmt  it  is  the  poor  who  drink  spirits  ? 
You  have  got  a  majority  in  England  and 
a  minority  in  Ireland,  and  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  in  bringing  forward 
his  Budget,   is   simply  going  with   the 
majority.     Why  should  poor  people  have 
to  pay  10s.  instead  of  9s.  6d.  per  gallon> 
while  the  claret  drinker  is  not  taxed  so 
heavily  ?  •  Then  as  to  the   distribution- 
Could  you   have    any   more    iniquitous 
distribution  ?    I  will  leave  out  the  case 
of  Scotlaiid,  which  is  similar  to  that  of 
Ireland,  only  that  the  case  of  Ireland  is 
much  stronger   than   that  of   Scotland. 
The  origin  of  this  distribution  is  to  be 
found   in  what  the  Chancellor   of   the 
Exchequer   did   two  years   ago   in    the 
division  of    the  Probate  Duty  between 
the   three   countries  in   relief    of   local 
taxation.     I  contended  that  it  would  be 
fair  in  allotting  the  duty  to  divide  it 
according  to  the  amount  paid  on  Probate 
Duty  by  each  country,  for    Ireland  in 
proportion  paid  far  more  than  the  other 
two  countries.     The   Chancellor  of    the 
Exchequer,    in    reply,    said     that     the 
division  would  be  made,  not  in  propor- 
tion to  the  amount  paid  in  Probate  Duty 
but  according  to  population.     But  in  this 
instance    nearly  double   the   amount   is 
given  to  England  in  proportion  to  popula- 
tion, compared  with  what   is   given   to 
Ireland.     England  gets  something  over 
£1,000,000,     and     Ireland     gets     only 
£118,000.     Though  England  has  by  far 
the  larger  population,  yet  the  difference 
does  not  warrant  such  a  discrepancy  as 
lies  between  giving  over  £1,000,000  to 
one  country  and  only  £118,000  to  the 
other.     Though  Ireland  is  not   a  great 
country   like   England,   yet,    when    you 
come   to  deal  with  spirits,  Ireland  con- 
sumes a  very   much  larger  quantity  of 
spirits  in  proportion  to  population  than 
does   England.     But   you   are   going  to 
give  her  the  least   share.     Ireland  will 
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pay  mnch  more    than  England   in  con- 
sumption  of   spirits,    and  will  get  very 
mnch  less.     Ireland  nc»t  only  consumef^j 
but  she  exports  whisky,  and  her   chief 
customer  is  England.      You  are  not  only 
taxing  whisky  in  Ireland,  but  you  are 
checking     the     consumption    of     Irish 
whisky  in  England.     I  suppose  the  Chan- 
cellor   of    the    Exchequer   exr^ects    the 
people  of  Ireland  to  be  grateful  to  him 
for  this  contribution  to  local   needs  by 
putting    a    tax    of    6d.    per   ^llon   on 
whisky.      I     think    they    will    be  the 
reverse.      Nineteen-twentieths-   of    the 
taxation  go  to  England ;  and  every  Irish- 
man, when  he  drinks  his  glass  of  whisky, 
will   think  of  the   extreme    unfairness 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in 
taxing  Irish  resources  for  the    English 
majority.     The  Irish  Members  have  had 
no  opportunity  of  consulting  about  this 
matter,  and  I  speak  simply  for  myself 
personally.     I   do  not  oppose    the  Tea 
Tax  ;  I  take  what  is  good  in  the  Budget ; 
but  I  oppose  all  the  bad  parts,  such  as 
that  relating  to  silver.     People  have  got 
up  in    this    House    and    talked    as   if 
drink   was   a   frightful  iniquity.     It   is 
perfect   hypocrisy.     Why,    in    Sweden, 
where    you    have    the    best    educated 
people,  and  in  North  Russia,  where  you 
have  not  the  best  educated  people,  they 
drink  more  than  we  do.     I  believe  the 
consumption  of  alcohol  is  simply  a  ques- 
tion of  latitude.     It  was  proved  by  an 
eminent  statistician  lately  that  wherever 
alcohol  is  drunk  you   have  very  much 
less  crime.     You  will  never  make  very 
much  difference  in  the  consumption  of 
alcohol.     I    would    draw  the   attention 
of    the   Chancellor    of    the    Exchequer 
to     one     matt,er.      Ten     years    ago     I 
obtained    a     Return,     signed     by    Mr. 
Courtney,  and  I  have  no  doubt  it  was 
correct,  which  showed  that  Ireland  con- 
tributed a  larger  share  to  the  Imperial 
Revenue    than   the   Chancellor  of    the 
Exchequer    has    stated.      Subsequently, 
a   Return     was     made    by     the    Trea- 
sury.    It   was   compiled    at    the    time 
of     the     Home      Rule     Bill     of      the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)   a  time  of 
heat  and  conflict,  and  when  the    right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  anxious  to  make  a 


good  bargain  with  Ireland.  Every  Irish- 
man who  understood  the  subject  knew  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  his  Home 
Rule  Bill  was  driving  a  terribly  hard 
bargain  with  Ireland.  What  I  wish  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  do  is  to 
compare  the  two  Returns  and  see  where 
they  vary  from  each  other,  and  ascertain 
what  is  conveyed  by  the  one  and  the 
other  as  to  the  proportion  which  Ireland 
contributes  to  the  Imperial  Revenue 
compared  with  England. 

♦(11.40.)  The  FIRST  LORD  op  thb 
TREASURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  Sir,  I  wish  to  make  an 
appeal  to  the  House.  Unless  these 
Resolutions  are  carried  forthwith  great 

inconvenience  will  result.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men will  have  a  full  opportunity  of 
discussing  every  question  on  the  Bill 
which  will  be  based  on  the  Resolutions, 
and  I  trust,  therefore,  the  House  will 
allow  the  Resolutions  themselves  to  pass. 

♦(11.41.)  Mb.  H.  H.  fowler 
(Wolverhampton) :  Sir,  I  will  not  detain 
bhe  House  more  than  a  couple  of 
minutes.  I  am  not  going  in  any  way  to 
criticise  the  Budget  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer.  I  think  it  right  to 
say,  inasmuch  as  he  alluded  to  my 
criticism  on  the  disposal  of  a  previous 
surplus  that  it  favoured  the  direct 
rather  than  the  indirect  taxpayer,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  to- 
night done  very  fair  justice  to  indirect 
taxation.  Sir,  you  are  going  to  put 
a  Motion  from  the  Chair  for  adding 
6d.  per  gallon  to  spirits,  and  3d.  per 
l^arrel  to  beer,  and  I  want  the  House 
n,nd  the  Committee  to  understand  that 
we  are  this  evening  imposing  an  addi- 
tional Imperial  alcoholic  taxation.  We 
reserve  to  ourselves  the  absolute  right 
to  discuss  the  appropriation  of  that 
taxation.  Look  at  it  in  any  way  you 
like,  the  proposal  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  is  simply  a  subsidy  from 
Imperial  funds  for  certain  local  purposes, 
among  others,  compensation  to  publi- 
cans for  the  purchase  of  their  licences. 
In  voting    to-night  for  the  addition  to 
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this  duty,  I  want  it  to  be  distinctly 
understood  that  we  are  voting  for  an 
Imperial  duty,  and  if  alcohol  will  bear  it, 
I  shall  be  only  too  happy  to  put  it  on 
alcohol.  It  will  be  for  the  House,  here- 
after, to  decide  whether  this  increased 
taxation,  amounting  to  a  million  and 
a-quarter,  which,  added  to  the  surplus  of 
3|^  millions,  gives  a  surplus  of  4^ 
millions,  is  to  be  applied  as  a  sub- 
sidy to  local  purposes.  The  other  re- 
mark I  wish  to  make  is  in  consequence- 
of  the  ironical  cheers  with  which  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  were  received  with  respect 
to  the  Naval  and  Military  expenditure. 
It  is  all  very  well  for  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  justify,  in  powerful 
and  eloquent  language,  his  disposition 
with  reference  to  those  items.  When 
Lord  Beaconsfield  was  in  the  height 
of  his  power  the  ordinary  ex- 
penditure on  our  Army  and  Navy 
was  £25,000,000.  When  Lord  Beacons- 
field  left  Office  in  1880  it  was 
only  £25,250,000  ;  but  this  year  the 
House  is  going  to  vote  £33,000,000, 
making,  t(^ether  with  the  £20,000,000 
for  the  Indian  Army,  a  normal  annual 
expenditure  of  £53,300,000  in  a  time  of 
peace.  There  may  be  reasons  why  we 
should  endure  that  expenditure,  and  no 
doubt  hon.  Members  opposite  think  there 
are;  but  when  you  have  a  normal 
military  expenditure  of  £53,000,000 
in  a  time  of  peace  I  defy  any  hon. 
Member  to  furnish  a  parallel  to  it 
from  the  Expenditure  of  any  country  in 
the  world.  I  think  that  this  is  a  fact 
that  ought  nob  to  escape  the  attention  of 
the  House  and  the  country. 

•(11.46.)  Me.  PICTON  (Leicester)  :  I 
shall  wish,  at  the  proper  time,  to  take  a 
Division  on  the  question  of  the  Tea 
Duty. 

(11.46.)  Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) : 
I  think  that  in  some  respects  the  pro- 
posals of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
manifest  injustice  to  Ireland,  and  though 
I  do  not  propose  to  divide  the  Committee 
against  the  Resolution  before  it,  I  desire 
it  to  be  understood  that  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers reserve  to  themselves  the  right  of 
taking  such  steps  as  they  may  hereafter 
deem  desirable  in  defence  of  the  interests 
of  their  country. 

Mr.  If.  H.  Fowler 


Mr.  SHAW  LEPEVRB  (Bradford, 
Central) :  I  presume  that  the  Grovern- 
ment  do  not  propos3  to  take  the  Report 
of  Supply  to-night  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  We  propose  to 
take  Report  of  Supply,  but  not  to  go 
into  matters  of  a  controversial  charac- 
ter. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

CUSTOMS. 

2.  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

**  That,  in  addition  to  the  Duties  of  Castoms 
payable  on  Spirits  under  *<  The  Customs  and 
Inland  Revenue  Act,  1881,"  there  shall  be 
charged  and  paid  the  Duties  following:  (that  is  to 
say): —  £   9.   d. 

For  every  Gallon  computed  at 
proof  of  Spirits  of  any  des- 
cription as  in  the  said  Act 
mentioned  (except  Perfumed 
Spirits)  .  .  .  .006 
For  every  Qallon  of  Perfumed 

Spirits 0    0    9 

For  every  Grallon  of  Liqueurs, 
Cordials,  and  other  prepara- 
tions entered  so  as  to  be 
chargeable  under  the  said 
Act  with  the  Duty  of  Four- 
teen Shillings  .  .  .008 
and  so  in  proportion  for  any  less  quantity. 

And  the  Duties  of  Customs  on  the  articles 
hereinafter  mentioned,  being  articles  of  which 
Spirits  are  a  part  or  ingredient,  shall  be  propor- 
tionately increased,  and  shall  be  as  follows :— - 


Chloroform  . 
Collodion 
Ether  Acetic 
Ether  Butyric 
Ether  Sulphuric 
Ethyl,  Iodide  of 


£ 
0 

1 
0 
0 
1 
0 


d. 
1 

0 

10 

8 


3 
6 

1 
15 

6    2 
13     7 


the  pound 

the  gallon 

the  pound 

the  gallon 

the  gallon 

tho  gallon 

and  80  in  proportion  for  any  less  quantity." — 
{Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.) 

Colonel  NOLAN:  I  should  like  to 
point  out  in  reference  to  this  Vote  that  the 
Government  are  proposing  to  tax  a  most 
useful  and  beneficent  ansesthetic.  The 
man  who  invented  chloroform  probably 
conferred  greater  benefit  on  the  human 
race  than  any  other  inventor  who  ever 
lived.  Why,  I  ask,  is  chloroform  to  be 
made  the  subject  of  taxation  ?  Perhaps 
the  Government  will  furnish  some  ex- 
planation of  the  reason  why  such  articles 
are  to  be  taxed. 

*Me.  GOSCHEN:   The  Excise  Autho- 
rities   find  it  impossible   to  make  any 
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difference  in  regard  to  the  taxation 
of  spirits.  No  change  is  made  in  regard 
to  the  law,  and  the  increase  on  the 
existing  duty  is  not  large.  I  am  quite 
sure  that  hon.  Members  will  not  expect 
me  to  enter  into  a  scientific  discussion  on 
such  a  subject  at  the  pressnt  moment, 
even  if  I  were  competent  to  do  so. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork,  Co.,  Mid)  :  I  do 
not  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  takes 
into  consideration  when  he  proposes  to 
increase  the  tax  on  ansesthetics  how 
important  these  things  are  in  surgical 
operations.  He  has  apparently  forgotten 
that  already  the  price  of  these  articles  is 
exceedingly  high,. and  it  seems  to  me  to 
bs  unwise  to  still  further  enhance  the 
cost  of  materials  which  are  only  used  for 
the  purpose  of  relieving  pain,  notably  in 
the  case  of  poor  persons  who  are  subject 
to  surgical  treatment.  Hon.  Members 
may  not  object  to  proposals  making  the 
consumption  of  intoxicating  liquors  as 
expensive  as  possible ;  but  at  the  same 
time  I  think  it  will  be  generally  granted 
that  articles  like  chloroform,  which  are 
merely  aids  to  humanity,  ought  to  be 
made  as  cheap  as  possible.  In  in- 
creasing the  cost  of  these  things  there 
is  some  risk  of  doing  harm  by  adding  to 
the  inducements  to  adulteration. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

METHYLATED  SPIRITS. 

3.  Resolved,  That  no  drawback  shall  be 
allowed  to  a  Rectifier  of  Spirits  in  respect  of 
Duty-paid  Spirits  Methylated,  after  the  thirtieth 
day  of  June,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
ninety. 

EXCISE  LICENCE. 

4.  Resolved,  That  every  Excise  Licence  to 
carry  on  any  trade  or  business  (except  the  trade 
or  business  of  an  Appraiser,  Auctioneer,  or 
Hawker),  which  shall  hereafter  be  granted, 
shall  only  authorise  the  person  to  whom  the 
Licence  Jis  granted  to  carry  on  the  trade  or 
business  mentioned  therein,  in  one  set  of 
premises  to  be  specified  in  the  Licence. 

PLATE  DUTIES. 

5.  Resolved,  That,  from  and  after  the 
thirtieth  day  of  April,  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  ninety,  the  Stamp  Duties  and  the 
Duties  of  Customs  now  payable  on  Plate  of 
Gold  and  Plate  of  Silver  shall  oease  to  be  pay- 
able,  and  the  Drawback  now  payable  upon  the 
exportation  of  Plate  shall  cease  to  be  allowed  ; 
and  in  respect  of  Plate  of  Silver  manufactured 
in  the  United  Elingdom,  which  has  not  left  the 


stock  of  any  manufacturer  or  other  licensed 
dealer  in  Plate,  an  allowance,  by  way  of  Draw- 
back, shall  be  made  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund  or  the  growing  produce  thereof,  subject 
to  (amongst  other  provisions)  the  provisions 
following  (that  is  to  say)  :— 

(a)  Every  licensed  dealer  in'  Plate  who  is 
entitled  to  make  any  claim  for  allowance 
shall,  on  or  before  the  seventh  day  of 
May,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
ninety,  give  notice  of  his  intention  to 
make  such  claim  upon  a  form  to  be  im- 
mediately provided  and  delivered  to  him 
by  the  Commissioners  of  Inland  Revenue ; 

(b)  If  the  aggregate  number  of  ounces  of 
Plate  of  Silver,  in  respect  of  which 
claims  are  sent  in  and  proved  to  be  valid 
and  correct,  is  not  such  that  the  amount 
required  to  repay  the  Duties  paid  there- 
on would  exceed  the  sum  of  one  hundred 
and  twenty  thousand  pounds,  the  whole 
of  such  Duties  shall  be  repaid,  but,  if 
otherwise,  that  sum  shall  be  distributed 
rateably  amongst  the  claimants  according 
to  the  number  of  ounces  in  respect 
whereof  each  of  them  has  establi&ed 
hie  claim. 

IN'COME  TAX. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That,  towards  raising  the  Supply  granted 
to  Her  Majesty,  there  shall  be  charged, 
collected,  and  paid  for  the  year  which  com- 
menced on  the  sixth  day  of  April,  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  ninety,  in  respect  of  all 
Property,  Profits,  and  Gains  mentioned  or 
chargeable  in  the  Act  of  the  sixteenth  and 
seventeenth  years  of  Her  Majesty's  reign, 
chapter  thirty-four,  the  following  Duties  of 
Income  Tax  (that  is  to  say)  — 

For  every  Twenty  Shillings  of  the  annual 
value  or  amount  of  Property,  Profits, 
and  Gains  chargeable  under  Schedules 
(A.),  (C),  (D),  or  (E)  of  the  said  Act,  the 
Duty  of  Sixpence ; 
And  for  every  Twenty  Shillings  of  the 
annual  value  of  the  occupation  of  Lands, 
Tenements,  Hereditaments,  and  Heri- 
tages chargeable  under  Schedule  (B)  of 
the  said  Act, — 

In  England, '^the  Duty  of  Three- 
pence; 
In  Scotland  and  Ireland  respectively, 
the  Duty  of  Twopence  Farthing ; 
Subject  to  the  provisions  contained  in  section 
one  hundred  and  sixty- three  of  the  Act  of  the 
fifth  and  sixths  years  of  Her  Majesty's  reign, 
chapter   thirty-five,    for    the    exemption    of 
persons  whose  income  is  less  than  One  Hundred 
ahd  Fifty-five  Pounds,  and  in  section  eight  of 
'  The  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Act,  1876,' 
for  the  relief  of  persons  whose  income  is  less 
than  Four  Hundred  Pounds." — [Mr,  Chancellor 
of  thelExeheqtter.) 

*Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  was  under 
the  impression  that  the  Government  did 
not  propose  to  take  this  Vote  to-night, 
and  I  trust  it  will  not  be  insisted  on. 


Sup2dy- 


791  .  ^^  ^ 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  Under  the  circum- 
stances, I  do  not  propose  to  press  the 
Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

TEA. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  prop  oped, 
.  **  That,  in  lieu  of  the  Duty  of  Customs  now 
chargeable  upon  Tea,  there  shall  be  charged 
and  paid,  on  and  after  the  first  dav  of  May. 
one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  ninety,  the 
Duty  fallowing,  and  such  Duty  shall  continue 
to  be  charged  and  paid  upon  Tea  imported  into 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  until  the  first  day  of 
August,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
ninety-one  (that  is  to  say) : 
.  Tea  ....  the  pound  .  Pour  Pence." 
'^{Mr.  Chaneellor  of  the  Exchequer.) 

Mr.  PICTON  :  This  is  a  proposal  to 
alter  a  duty  which  has  been  in  existence 
for  a  very  long  time,  and  I  think  the 
Committee  ought  to  have  a  full  opportu- 
nity of  discussing  it. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  That  opportunity 
will  be  afforded  on  the  Report.  The  date 
fixed  for  the  remission  is  the  1st  of  May, 
which  is  not  very  far  ahead,  and  it  is 
important  that  the  trade  should  know 
what  it  has  to  expect. 

♦Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  think,  under 
the  circumstances,  this  Motion  ought  not 
to  be  pressed. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Resolutions  to  be  reported  to-morrow. 
Committee  to  sit  a^ain  to-morrow. 

SUPPLY.— REPORT. 
Resolutions  [1st  April]  reported  (sae 
page  416)  and  read  the  first  and  second 
time. 

Resolution  1. 
*(12.3.)  Mr.  cavendish  BEN- 
TINCK  (Whitehaven):  I  have  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  "  to  reduce  the 
Vote  by  £500  (part  of  Vote  for  Restora- 
tion of  Westminster  Hall)."  It  is  not 
my  intention  to  repeat  the  observations  I 
have  made  before  on  the  Vote,  except  as 
to  one  point.  I,  on  a  former  occasion, 
called  the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
.Gentleman  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  to  the  fact  that  there  was  no 
accommodation  for  the  carriages  of  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  in  Palace  Yard,  except 
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a  sort  of  cave  at  the  North  entrance, 
which  is  extremely  inconvenient  of  access. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  then  told  the 
Committee  that  that  cavern  or  receptacle 
was  intended  for  horses  and  not  for 
carriages  at  all.  It  will  be  in  the  re- 
collection of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  he  promised  to  consider  th3  matter 
to  sje  if  sojie  arrangement  could  not  be 
made  for  the  convenience  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers. I  find  that  an  Order  has  been 
issued  from  the  Board  of  Works,  for- 
bidding carriages  to  enter  the  cave,  and, 
therefore,  though  8  or  10  carriages  were 
some  time  ago  able  to  seek  refuge  there* 
there  is  now  no  protection  whatever  for 
them.  I  should  like  to  know  why  that  Order 
has  been  issued  ?  There  is  no  danger  in 
the  matter  of  driving  into  the  cavern.  I 
tested  the  matter  by  driving  a  carriage 
into  it  myself,  and  I  came  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  any  well-conducted  schoolboy 
could  drive  a  carriage  down  without  the 
least  chance  of  accident.  Therefore,  I  do 
not  see  why  Members  should  not  be 
allowed  to  use  that  receptacle  if  they 
think  fit.  I  would  point  out  that  the 
interior  is  by  no  means  so  dangerous 
as  the  descent  from  the  Strand,  say 
down  Buckingham  Street,  and  I  there- 
fore do  not  see  why  we  should  be  pre- 
vented from  using  this  cave.  I  would 
also  point  out  that  this  cave  is  lighted 
up  at  night.  At  this  moment  there  are 
li  gas  lights  burning  in  it  for  the  sole 
delectation,  it  seems  to  me,  of  messengers 
belonging  to  the  Standard  newspaper.  I 
have  great  respect  for  that  newspaper,  but 
I  do  not  see  why  we  should  bum  gas 
lights  for  its  advantage  alone,  and  I 
find  that  the  only  occupants  of  this 
place  are  four  bicycles  or  velocipedes 
with  their  riders  belonging  to  that 
journal.  I  think  we  might  have  some 
part  of  the  space  at  the  end  of  West- 
minster Hall  converted  into  a  refuge 
for  carriages.  Another  point  I  desire 
to  draw  the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  is  the  staircases  in  West- 
minster Hall.  I  do  not. wish  to  repeat 
the  arguments  I  have  already  used : 
but  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
followed  my  advice  with  regard  to  the 
southern  end  of  that  Hall,  I  would 
urge  him  also  to  adopt  my    suggestion 
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with  regard  to  these  staircases.  The 
area  of  the  Hall  need  not  be  inter- 
fered with,  nor  its  structure,  for  the 
alteration,!  propose  could  be  brought 
about  by  removing  tho  return  stair- 
cases. For  the  purpose  of  raising  a 
diacuasion,  I  move  to  reduce  the  Vote 
hy  the  sum  of  £500, 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  first 
Resolution,  lo  leave  out  **  £165,767/' 
and  insert  "£165,267;*— (.1/n  Camndish 
Bentinck, )  ^  inst  ead  tl  \ e reof . 

Question  put,  *'That  *  £165,767'  stand 
part  of  the  Resolution." 

(12.10)  Sir  G,  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  <fec»)  :  In  my  opinion  the  buildings 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  has  referred  are  more 
suited  to  a  carriage-shed  than  anything 
else,  and  1  hope  he  will  be  able  to  oome 
to  terms  with  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  with  regard  to  them.  I  do  not 
like  this  Vote  to  pass  without  raising  a 
word  of  protest  with  regard  to  the 
restoration.^  of  Westminster  Hall,  I  do 
not  think  anything  in  the  way  of  re  a! 
restoration  has  iieen  done  ]  but  we  have 
have  had  a  building  put  up  more  like  a 
second-rate  dissenting  cliurch  than  any- 
thing else — a  structiire  which  is  a  dis- 
grace to  this  Honse,  which  has  no  perspec- 
tive, atid  which  is  as  defective  in 
architectural  beauty  aB  any  average  dis- 
senting church.  As  to  the  interior  of 
Westminster  Hall,  I  would  ask  whether 
it  would  n<jt  be  possible  to  reduce  that 
meretricious  piece  of  architecture  which 
has  been  called  *^  Spurgeon's  pulpit  '* 
there  t 

♦(1  ± 1 2.)  The  FIRST  COMMiasIONER 
Of  WORKS  (Mr.  Plunkbx,  Dublin  Qui- 
versity)  :  I  will  undertake  respectfully  to 
consider  any  plan  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man may  suggest  for  the  improvement 
of  the  interior  uf  Westminster  Hall  or 
any  other  building.  If  the  hon.  Member 
(Sir  G.  Campbell)  has  any  design  to  pro- 
pose to  improve  the  beauty  of  that  part 
of  the  Hall  lately  restored^  itsluiU  receive 
every  attention  if  he  will  lay  it  before 
mo.  As  to  the  accommodatioti  for  horses, 
I  should  be  very  glad  if  some- 
VOL.  CCCXLIIL     [thied  SEurEs.] 


thing  could  be  done,  and  I  will  take 
care  thut  the  matter  is  not  lost  sight  of, 
I  should  be  sorry,  however,  to  set  up  any 
tempnrary  shed  which  would  have  the 
effect  of  disfiguring  the  place.  Also  I  am 
afraid  it  would  be  impossible  to  provide 
any  large  amount  of  accommodation  for 
carriages ^ — especially  carriages  with  pairs 
of  horaes.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(]Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck)  says  in  regard 
to  the  **  cave  '*  to  which  he  has  referred 
that  he  himself  has  driven  down  it^  and 
that  there  is  no  danger  in  so  doing ;  but 
I  certainly  think  it  would  be  dangerous 
if  a  large  number  of  spirited  aniniala  were 
congregated  there.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentletnan  can  suggest  an  alternative 
scheme  to  that  we  have  carried  out,  I 
shall  be  very  glad  to  consider  it. 

( 1 2, 15.)  Me.  MARJORIBANKS  (Ber- 
wickshire) :  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  good 
in  crying  over  spilt  milk.  We  muat 
make  the  best  of  what  we  have  got* 
I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
make  a  way  for  carriages  to  go  into  tiiis 
place  by  taking  down  the  low  wa  1  in 
front  of  it,  lowering  the  level  of  the 
yarti,  and  making  an  exit  at  the  end  opix>. 
site  the  present  entrance.  It  is  really 
useless  in  these  days  to  provide  accommo- 
dation for  the  horses  of  Members.  It 
is,  however,  highly  desirable  that  some 
shelter  should  be  provided  for  carriages. 
A  suggestion  haa  been  made  that  a 
temporary  shed  should  be  put  up  oppo- 
site the  entrance  to  the  House  of 
Commons  for  th©  accommodation  of 
carriages.  I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  consider  that  suggestion,  and 
endeavour  to  provide  accommodation. 

(12.17.)  The  House  proceeded  to  a 
Division, 

Mr.  Akers- Douglas  and  Sir  William 
Walrond  were  appointed  Tellers  for  the 
.Ayes,  but  no  Members  l:>eing  willing  to 
act  as  Tellers  for  the  Noes,  Mr. 
Speaker  declared  that  the  Ayes  had  it. 

Resolution  agrejd  to. 

Second,  Third,  and  Fourth  Resolutioua 
agreed  to. 

Fifth  Resolution  postponed. 

Subsequent  Resolutions  agreed  to. 

Postponed  Resolution  to  be  considered 
upon  Monday  next, 
2  E 
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EEGJSTRATION  OF  VOTERS  (BOROUGH 
OF  BELFAST)  BILL.-(No.  153.) 
SBCOKD   RBADtKG. 

Order  for  Second  Readmii?  Pen4, 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'•  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time/' — (Mr,  Mavariney.) 

D».    TAJJf NER  :  I  object 

Mr.  sexton  :  This  is  a  BiU  to  adjust, 
1  believe  in  an  equitable  sense,  the  cost 
of  the  registration  of  voters  in  tbje 
Borough  of  Belfast,  in  consequence  of 
an  addition  to  the  borough^  and  I  think 
Tuy  lion.  Friend  might  agree  to  tke 
Second  Reading. 

♦Mr.  macartney  (Antrim^  S.)  : 
I  am  quite  willing  ttj  name  a  daj  which 
will  give  time  for  considering  Amend- 
m.ent«.  I  intend  to  submit  them  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  in  case 
the  Second  Reading  be  taken  to-night 

De,  tanner  :  Of  course,  if  my  hon. 
Friend  is  willing,  and  if  the  bou.  Gentle- 
mau  will  acquaint  my  hon.  Friend  with 
all  the  steals  that  are  taken,  I  will  ti'ust 
him  so  far» 

Question  put»  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  lieoond  time,  and  Com- 
mitted for  Monday,  ath  May* 


of  Mr,  M.  Man-iM, 
MOTIONS. 
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POST  OFFICE   MAIL  CONTRACTS. 
(AUSTRALIAN  MAILS.) 

RetoWed,  That  the  Contracta  with  the 
Peninsular  and  Oriental  Ste«Tii  Navigation 
Company,  dated  the  lUthJAnuiiry,  188;*,  and 
the  Orient  Steam  N&vigation  Company,  dated 
the  23rd  January,  ln88,  lor  the  conveyaiice  of 
the    AiiBtrahau    Mttik,    be    approved.  — {Ht\ 

LAND   PURCHASE  AND   CONGESTED 
DISTRICTS  (IRELAND)  BILL,  1890. 
Return  ordered — 

"Showing  approximatdy  the  Amounts  and 
Distribution  of  the  Imperial  Annual  IrrantH  to 
Ireland  for  local  purpoHet},  propost^d  to  be  dealt 
ytiih  under  the  Caeh  and  Contin^jfent  portions, 
re«p>©ctively,  of  the  Guaniotee  Fund." 

**  And^  Table  illustrative  of  the  operation  of 
the  prupoaed  provision  for  creating  a  Tenants' 
Insurance  Fund.'*~(Jfr.  Arthnr  Balfour,) 

Return  presented  accordingly  ;  to 
He  upon  the  l^ble,  and  to  be  printed* 
[Na  134,] 


TOWN  HOLDINGS  BILL, 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Law  son,  Bill  to  give  oom- 
pensation  to  occupying  tenants  of  Town  Hold- 
ing!! for  beneficial  improvements,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Lawson,  Earl  Compton,  and 
Mr.  James  Rowlands. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time,[BiU  i27.] 

BOCfi^riEB   BI^OFBIC   BllX. 

On  Motiun  of  Sir  J  thn  Gorst,  Bill  to  am^nd 
'•The  Bishopric  of  St.  AlbanV  Act,  l87o,'*  m 
regiirda  the  Bishopric  of  Rochester,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Sir  John  Gorst,  Sir  John 
Mowbray,  Mr.  Cnbitt,  Mr.  Edward  Knatch- 
bull-Hugessen,  and  Mr.  Causton. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  6rst  time,[Bill  226.] 

IRELAND— FUNERAL    OP    MR.     M, 
HARRIS— CONDUCT  OF   POLICE. 

On  the  Motion  for  the  Adjonrnment  of 
the  House  : — 

Mr.  SEXTON :  I  shoiUd  like  to  ask 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whetber 
he  has  any  information  as  to  the  circTLxn- 
stances  of  the  funeral  of  a  late  Member 
of  this  House,  Mr.  Matthew  Harris, 
whose  death  is,  I  am  sure,  regretted  by 
bon.  Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House. 
I  am  informed  thiit  a  body  of  policemen^ 
armed  with  batons,  and  acoc^mjmni ad  by  a 
note- take  r^  broke  into  the  churchyard 
and  remained  there  during  the  inter- 
ment. 

Ths  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  tob 
IRELAND  (Mr,  Madden,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  have  no  information  to  that 
effect.  PerhaiJS  the  h<iu.  Gentleman 
will  put  a  question  down  for  to- 
morrow, 

Db.  TANNER:  Has  the  nght  hon. 
Gentleman  any  information  concerning 
the  action  of  some  drunken  polidemen 
who  followed  and  insulted  the  boa. 
Member  for  Spalding  (Mr.  Halley 
Stewart)  while  driving  to  Cashel  1 

Mr.  madden  :  I  have  no  infonMi- 
tion. 

House  ttdjoomed  at  half  alter 

^Twslve  o'clock. 
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SAT  FIRST. 
The  Lord  Ashburton,  after  the  death 
of  his  father. 

LICHFIELD  CATHEDRAL  BILL— (No.  I2.j 
SECOND   BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

♦The  Bishop  op  LICHFIELD:  The 
Bill  which  I  ask  your  Lordships  to  read 
a  second  time  to-night  is  so  simple  in  its 
charactar,  and  so  obvious  in  its  purpose 
that  it  will  require  the  fewest  possible 
words  of  explanation.  By  various 
Sfcatates  passed  within  the  last  150 
years,  some  of  the  prebendal  stalls  in  the 
Cathedral  Church  of  Lichfield  have  been 
attached  to  Canonries,  and  some  to  bene- 
fices, for  the  purpose  of  increasing  the 
endowment  of  these  benefices.  As  the 
prebsndal  stills  have  now  ceased,  as  your 
Lordships  are  aware,  to  have  any  income 
attached  to  them,  the  purpose  for 
which  they  were  thus  annexed  has  come 
to  an  end,  and  it  is  very  desirable  that 
appointments  may  be  made  to  fill 
up  the  number  of  Canonries  in  the 
Cathedral.  That  really  is  the  whole 
purpose  of  this  Bill,  and  the  method  by 
which  it  is  proposed  to  proceed  is,  to 
authorise  and  give  power  to  the  Lichfield 
Cathedral  Chapter  to  frame  a  Statute  or 
Statutes  with  a  view  to  accomplishing 
these  objects.  I  move,  my  Lords,  that 
this  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time. 

Bead  2*  (according  to  order),  and  com 
mitted  to  the  Standing  Committee  for 
General  Bills. 

COMMITTEE  OF  SELECTION  FOR 
STANDING   COMMITTEES. 

Beport  from.  That  the  Committee 
have  added  the  Lord  Bishop  of  Lichfield 
to  the  Standing  Committee  for  General 
Bills  for  the  consideration  of  the  Lich- 
field Cathedral  Bill;  read,  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Four  o'clock, 

to  Monday  next,  a  quarter  before 

Eleven  o'clock. 
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QUESTIONS. 

THE  VOLUNTEERS. 

Mb.  LLEVSTELLYN  (Somerset,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  his  attention  has  been 
directed  to  the  fact  that  in  some  places 
where  the  population  is  less  than  10,000, 
there  exists  more  than  one  branch  of  the 
Volunteer  Service ;  and  whether,  since 
such  an  arrangement  may  interfere  with 
the  eflBciency  of  the  several  corps  affected, 
he  can  provide  a  remedy  ? 

•The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle)  :  In  the  early  days  of  the 
Volunteer  Force  the  raising  of  corps  was 
sanctioned  in  particular  localities  mainly 
with  reference  to  local  wishes.  Now, 
however,  that  mobilisation  for  home  de- 
fence is  the  principal  consideration,  only 
those  corps  are  allowed  which  suit  the 
scheme  of  defence  of  the  particular 
district.  There  are  diflBculties  in  chang- 
ing a  corps  from  one  arm  of  the  Service 
to  another ;  and  local  prejudices  have 
also  to  be  fully  allowed  for.  But  I 
cordially  sympathise  with  the  suggestion 
of  my  hon.  Friend,  and  shall  be  glad  to 
consider  in  any  particular  case  whether 
we  cannot  do  something  to  meet  the 
difficulty. 

THE  BELL  HOCK  LIGHTHOUSE. 

Mr.  LENG  (Dundee):  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  ho  has  received  any  detailed 
statement  explaining  the  circumstances 
attending  the  explosion  of  a  fog  signal  at 
the  Bell  Rock  Lighthouse,  on  the  night 
of  the  5th  April,  which  extinguished  the 
lights,  and  is  reported  to  have  shattered 
the  glass,  wrecked  the  dome,  and  de- 
ranged the  lighting  apparatus ;  whether 
he  will  state  for  how  many  successive 
nights  the  usual  lights  have  not  been  ex- 
hibited, and  whether  this  is  the  first 
occasion  on  which  the  lighthouse  has 
been  in  darkness  since  its  first  illumina- 
tion on  the  10  th  February,  1811 ; 
whether  the  regulations  of  the  Board  of 


799 


Jrdand—The 


{COMMONS}  Rev,  J.  Brawn,  C.C.        800 


Trade  permit  that  explosive  fog  signals  I 
should  be   worked  in   proximity  to  the  i 
lighting  apparatus ;  and  whether  precau- 1 
tions  will.be  taken  for  the  future  in  this 
and  other  lighthouses  against  the  recur- 
rence of  a  casualty  which,  by  extinguishing 
an  important. light,  might  be  followed  by 
serious  peril  to  vessels  approaching  the 
British  coasts  ? 

••The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OP  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach, 
Bristol,  W.) :  The  Scottish  Lighthouses, 
are  under  the  management  of  the  Com- 
missioners of  Northern  Lighthouses,  who 
have  forwarded  a  lengthy  Report  upon 
the  subject,  from  which  it  appears  that 
the  usual  light  was  not  exhibited  at  the 
Bell  Rock  from  the  5th  ,to  the  12th  of 
April,  that  is,  for  eight  nights,  and  that 
this  is  the  only  occasion  on  which  the 
lighthouse  has  been  in  darkness  since  it 
was  first  lighted.  The  regulations  made, 
not  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  but  by  the 
Commissioners  of  Northern  Lighthouses, 
do  provide  for  the  explosive  signal  being 
fired  only  when  at  a  due  and  safe 
distance  outside  of  and  above  the  lighting 
apparatus.  The  regulations  were,  how- 
ever, not  carried  out,  and  the  Com- 
missioners have  directed  their  engineer 
to  report  whether  such  a  modification  of 
the  fog  signal  apparatus  can  be  made  as 
will  render  impossible  the  recurrence  of 
a  similar  accident. 

THE  CARLISLE  RAILWAY  ACCIDENT. 
Me.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham, 
Rushcliffe)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  what  steps  he 
proposes  to  take  respecting  the  fatal  rail- 
way accident  at  Carlisle  on  4th  March,  with 
special  reference  to  the  evidence  given 
that  the  defective  brake  had  proved 
defective  at  Nortliampton  in  1889  ;  and 
also  having  regard  to  the  following 
sentence  in  the  verdict  of  the  Coroner's 
Jury:— 

"  We  are  further  of  opinion  that  the  London 
and  North-Westem  Railway  Company  in- 
curred a  very  grave  responsibility  in  using  a 
brake  of  such  an  uncertain  and  unreliable 
character"? 

*SiE  M.  HICKS  BEACH  :  Until  I  have 
received  and  had  time  to  consider  the 
Report  of  the  Inspecting  Officer  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  circumstances  attend- 
ing the  accident  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member,  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  make 
^y  statement.  I  am  informed  that  the 
fifr,  Leny 


Report  will  be  ready  in  a  few  days,  and 
I  will  at  once  lay  it  on  the  Table  of  the 
House. 

PARCELS  POST- DEFECTIVE  SERVICE. 
Me.  MACDONALD  CAMERON 
(Wick)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  complaints  have  reached 
him  that  a  parcel  of  winter  underclothing 
was  sent  from  the  Strand  to  Upper  Street, 
Islington,  a  distance  of  two  miles,  on  the 
20th  December  last,  but  was  undelivered 
up  to  the  8th  January;  whether  the 
Post  Office  Authorities  refused  to  make 
any  compensation,  as  other  carriers  must 
have  done,  for  the  loss  caused  by  the 
delay ;  and  if  it  be  true  that  the  Depart- 
mental excuse  was  that  the  parcel  had 
no  address  on  it ;  and,  if  so,  how  it  found 
its  way  to  the  Northern  District  post 
office  ;  and  whether,  prior  to  its  delivery, 
its  original  wrapper  had  been  removed 
and  another  substituted  1 
♦Tjie  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes,  University  of  Cambridge)  :  The 
non-delivery  in  due  course  of  the  parcel 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  arose 
from  the  absence  of  an  address.  How 
the  address  became  detached  in  course  of 
post  is  not  knowQ.  It  was  apparently 
written  on  a  label,  which,  presumably, 
was  not  firmly  attached  to  the  parcel. 
The  enclosing  of  the  parcel  in  a  fresh 
cover  was  an  act  of  grace  on  the  part  of 
the  Post  Office  for  the  greater  security 
of  the  parcel,  and  for  enabling  the 
address,  when  ultimately  furnished  by 
the  sender,  to  be  written  upon  it.  No 
blame  attaches  to  the  Department,  and 
no  grounds  for  compensation  exist. 

IRELAND— THE  REV.  J.  BROWN,  C.C. 
Mb.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  (Fer- 
managh, N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Rev.  J.  Brown,  C.C.  of  Ramsgrange, 
County  Wexford,  has  received  a  com- 
munication from  the  Resident  Magistrate 
of  the  district,  informing  him  that  he 
would  be  followed  by  the  police  if  he  did 
not  refrain  from  holding  meetings  of  the 
National  League  ;  and  whether,  in  pur- 
suance of  this  threat,  it  is  true  that  a 
police  constable  followed  Father  Brown 
into  the  house  of  a  dying  woman ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  the  police  acted  in  ac- 
cordance  with   their  instructions;    an^ 
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whetliei*  this  part  of  the  Connty  Wexford 
is  quite  free  from  crime  1 

The  chief  SECBETARY  for  IRE^ 
LAND  (Mr,  A.  J.  Balfods,  Manchester, 
E.) :  I  am  iaformed  that  the  communica- 
tion referred  to  in  the  question  was  made^ 
not  by  the  Resident  Magistrate,  but  by 
the  Diviyional  Cum  miss  ioner.  It  was  to 
the  effect  that  the  rev.  gentleman  would 
be  watched  if  ho  did  not  refrain  from 
holding  ntilawful  meetings.  That  part 
of  the  County  Wexford  is  free  from 
crime  classed  in  the  Returns  as  agrarian. 
Whether  it  is  free  from  intimidation  or 
other  illegal  conspiracies  I  cannot  say 
without  further  inquiry, 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  :  A 
criminal  prosecution  ha\^ing  failed  against 
this  rev,  gentleman,  is  it  desirable  that 
he  should  be  spied  upon  and  followed  by 
the  pilice  1 

Mr,  a.  J,  BALFOUR:  I  presume 
that  the  usual  course  has  been  followed 
where  a  person  is  suspected  of  holding 
illegal  meetings. 

Mr,  W.  REDMOM)  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  posssssion  of  evidence  that 
this  gentleman  has  been  engaged  in 
holding  illegal  meetings ;  and,  if  so,  why 
have  not  proceedings  been  taken  against 
him  in  the  ordinary  way  ?  Why  should 
his  life  b3  rendered  miserable  by  the 
police  dogging  him  about  day  after  day  1 

Mb.  a.  J,  BALFOUR:  I  cannot  say 
whether  this  gentleman  has  not  persisted 
in  holding  illegal  meetings  or  not, 

LA.ND  COM,M!SSlON~FERMANAaH. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  REDMOND:  1  beg 
t )  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  is  aware 
that  great  dissatisfaction  exists  amongst 
the  tenant  farmers  of  Fermanagh  owing 
to,  the  fact  that  the  Sub- Commissi  oners 
have  not  been  to  the  County  Fermanagh 
^  «mce  November,  1888;  and  whether  it 
is  a  fact  that  there  were  several  cases  in 
which  notices  to  fix  fair  rent;*  in  Fer- 
managh were  served  as  far  back  as 
October,  1887,  and  which  have  not  yet 
been  heard  1 

Mk,  a,  J,  BALFOUR:  The  Land 
Commissioners  report  that  u.  Sub- Com- 
mission sat  in  the  county  in  October, 
November,  and  December,  1888*  There 
are  in  the  county  69  cases  undisposed  of, 
in  which  the  originating  notices  were 
reoeived  before  the  31st  October,  1887. 
A  S|ib-Com mission    will    shortly   sit  in 


Enniskillen  to  hear  cases  from  the 
county. 

Mr,  W,  REDMOND:  May  I  ask 
whether  the  right  hgn.  Gentleman,  in 
view  of  the  great  dissatisfaction  which 
exists,  will  use  his  influence  in  having 
these  cases  heard  at  once,  especially 
those  which  originated  so  far  back  aa 
1887? 

Mk,  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  have  no  con- 
trol over  the  movements  of    the   Land  i 
Commission  ;  but  I  have  no  doubt  that 
the  Commissioners  will  take  into  account 
the  circumstances  of  the  caae. 

ORANGE  JLTRORS  AT  DERRY  ASSIZES, 
Sir  CHARLES  LEWIS  (Antrim,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether, 
with  reference  to  the  trial  and  convic* 
tion  at  the  recent  Derry  Assizes  of  the 
parties  found  guilty  under  **  The 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  Act,  1887," 
for  offences  in  the  nature  of  intimidation 
and  boycotting,  as  to  which  it  was 
alleged  that  the  greater  numl>er  of  the 
jury  who  tried  the  prisoners  were 
Orangemen,  he  has  been  able  to  make 
inquiries  as  to  the  truth  of  such  allega* 
tion  ;  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  declaration  signed  by  the 
whole  of  the  jury  engaged  in  such  trial 
in  the  following  terms  : — - 

**  We,  the  iitiderBignedmemberit  of  the  jury  in 
the  caae  of  the  boycotting  of  the  Great  Northern 
Railway  at  Carrickm across,  beg  to  say  thut  we 
are  not  Orangemen,  nor  have  we  ever  had  any 
connection  with  theioBtitutioD;  ** 

and  whether  he  has  reason  to  believe  in 
the  truihfulness  of  such  declaration  1 

Me,  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  trial  re- 
f erred  to  was  under  the  ordinary  law.  I 
have  no  official  information  as  to  the 
religioufl  denomination  or  particular  party 
to  which  jurors  may  belong.  But  my 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  declara- 
tion in  the  public  Press  mentioned  by 
my  hon.  Friend,  in  which  all  the  mem- 
bers of  the  jury  engaged  in  the  trial 
referred  to  deny  specifically  as  a  matter 
of  fact  the  allegation  that  any  of  them 
happened  at  the  time  or  previously  to 
belong  to  the  Orange  Institution.  1  have 
no  reason  to  doubt  the  truthfulness  of 
such  declaration. 

Mr.  sexton  :  As   the  Society  is  a 

secret   one,   what   reason  can  the  right 

hon.  Gentleman  have  either  one  way  or 

the   other?    Is   he   not    aware    of    the 
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secret  natura  of  the  organisation  of  the 
Orange  Society  1 

*Mr.  JOHNSTON  (B3lfa8t,  S.) :  Is 
there  any  reason  to  believe  that,  if  the 
gentlemen  referred  to  had  been  members 
of  the  Orange  Institntion,  they  would 
have  disregarded  the  sanctity  of  their 
oath? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  feel  quite 
unequal  to  answering  all  these  questions. 
I  know  nothing  of  the  constitution  of 
the  Orange  Society.  What  I  said  was 
that  I  had  no  reason  to  doubt  the  truth 
of  the  daclaration  made  by  the  jury. 

CAPTAIN  KYE. 
'  De.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
whether  the  attention  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  has  been  directed  to  the  fact 
that  Captain  Richard  John  Rye,  D.L., 
of  Rye  Court,  Cookstown,  County  Cork, 
has,  after  three  days*  trial  before  the 
CookstDwn  Bench  of  Magistrates,  been 
returned  for  trial  to  next  Cork  Assizes 
charged  wifli  a  felonious  assault;  and 
whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  to  continue  Captain  Rye  in 
the  Commission  of  the  Peace  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Lord 
Chancellor  is  aware  of  the  fact  men- 
tioned; but  he  is  of  opinion  that  it 
would  not  be  proper  for  him  to  take 
any  present  action  which  would  be  calcu- 
lated to  prejudice  the  trial  of  the 
case. 

Dr.  TANNER:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  this  is  not  the 
first  accusation  of  a  similar  assault 
against  Captain  Rye  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  not 
aware  ;  but  even  if  it  were  true  it 
would  not  affect  the  decision  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor. 

Dr.  TANNER:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  fact  that  on  the  26th 
Marchlast,  Mr.  John  Rye,  D.L.,  movedand 
succeeded  in  carrying  the  rejection  of  a 
poor  man  named  Corcoran*s  application 
for  outdoor  relief  at  the  Bandon  Board  of 
Guardians,  which  application  was  made 
in  consequence  of  Corcoran  not  being 
able  to  work,  being  severely  wounded  by 
Mr.  Rye's  father,  Captain  R.  Rye,  D.L, 
who  was  lately  returned  for  trial  for 
this  felonious  assault :  and  whether 
Mr,  Sexton 


it  is  in  his  power  to  take  any  action  in 
the  matter? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  If  the  hon. 
Member  will  refer  to  the  reply  given  by 
me  to  his  question  on  this  subject 
asked  on  31st  March,  he  will 
find  that  the  allegation  he  now 
makes  as  to  Corcoran's  application  for 
relief  having  been  rejecteii  ou  26th 
March  is  not  a  fact.  On  the  contrary, 
this  man's  allowance  of  5s.  a  week  was 
then  continued,  and  has  since  con- 
tinued. 

Dr.  tanner  :  Is  not  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  Mr.  John  Rye 
moved  and  succeeded  in  carrying  the 
rejection  of  relief  to  this  poor  man  on 
the  day  in  question  ?  It  he  will  make 
inquiry  he  will  find  that  the  application 
for  outdoor  relief  was  made  and 
officially  rejected  on  the  26th  of  March. 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  cause 
some  inquiry  to  be  made  into  the  action 
of  Mr.  Rye  on  this  occasion  in  endeavour- 
ing to  defeat  justice  in  the  case  of  his 
father.  Captain  Rye,  now  charged  with 
a  felonious  assault  and  attempt  to 
murder  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  not 
aware  of  the  facts  of  the  case. 

Dr.  tanner  :  Am  I  to  understand, 
from  the  reply  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, that  Captain  Rye  did  not  fire  upon 
this  man  on  two  occasions  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  hon. 
Gentleman  put  a  question  upon 
the  Paper  in  regard  to  the  refusal  of 
relief,  and  he  now  puts  a  rider  to  the 
question  about  somebody  else — a  third 
person. 

Dr.  tanner  :  Mr.   Speaker,  I  must 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

Dr.     TANNER:      But    I    want    to 

know 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  I 

THE  FUNERAL  OF  Mr.  M.  HARRIS— 
CONDaCT  OF  THE  POLICE. 
Mr.  sexton  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether,  yesterday,  at  Ballinasloe, 
the  police  demanded  accommodation  for 
a  police  reporter  at  the  funeral  of  Mr. 
Matthew  Harris,  M.P.,  and  upon  being 
informed  that  such  a  demand  was 
regarded  as  an  outrage,  broke  into  the 
graveyard  in  force,  armed  with  batons, 
and  accompanied  by  a  body  of  detectivea 
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and  of  note- takers*,  and  remained  there 
until  after  the  interment  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOLTR:  I  have  not  vttt 
been  able  to  receive  any  information  upon 
this  matter.  If  I  receive  it  in  timw  1 
will  answer  the  question  later  on. 

Mr,  SKXTON  :  I  must  protest  against 
the  delay,  seeing  that  London  is  in  direct 
communication  with  Dublin  and 
BalUnasloe^  and  I  beg  to  give  notice  that 
I  will  raise  the  question  of  the  indignity 
offei-ed  to  the  dead  body  of  my  hon. 
Friend  on  the  Motion  that  Mr.  Speaker 
leave  the  Cliair  for  the  purpose  of  going 
into  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means, 

THE  ASHBOURNE  ACTS. 

Mr.  KKAY  {Elgin  and  Nairn)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  in  reference  to  the 
12  holdings  which  are  stated  to  have 
been  the  subject  of  default  jifter  sale 
UDder  the  Ashbourne  Acts,  if  he  will 
state  theif  original  sale  price  under  these 
Acts,  and  the  amount  advanced  on  them, 
also  whether  they  were  all  put  up  for  s  de 
again  after  the  default ;  how  many  were 
re-sold  J  how  much  did  they  realise  as 
compared  with  the  original  sale  price  ; 
and,  if  any  loss  ha^  been  incurred,  to 
what  account  has  it  been  debited  ? 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Land 
Commissioners  do  not  resume  possession 
of  holdings  under  Section  3  of  the  Act  of 
1885.  All  lioldings  put  up  for  sale  for 
default  in  payment  of  instalments  are  so 
pat  up  subject  to  the  future  instalments 
of  the  annuity  payable  in  redemption  of 
the  original  pure  lias  e-money.  Of  the  12 
cases  referred  to  in  tlie  queslion  nine 
have  been  tsold,  and  three,  as  I  under- 
stand, remain  unsold.  In  the  nine  cases 
the  purchase  money  was  £9,579.  The 
fresh  purchasers  paid  £bOl^  subject  to 
the  redemption  of  the  original  purchase 
money,  asubovc  stated, 

Mtt.  KEAY  :  I  bog  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  he  will  explain  to  the 
House  why,  instead  of  the  Return  moved 
for  by  the  right  lion.  Member  for  New- 
castle (Mr.  J,  Morley)  of  the  names  of 
the  landowners  in  Ireland,  **  the  purchase 
of  whose  property  has  been  sanctioned 
by  the  Irish  Ljind  Uomniis8ion,"a  11  ft  urn, 
No.  115,  has  been  presented  giving  the 
particulars  of  "  completed  sales  "  onl^^ ; 
whether  this  circumstance  explains  the 
fact  that  the  total  amount  shown  to  have 


been  iidviiiiccd  under  the  Ashbourne 
Acts,  both  in  the  Return  in  question  and 
in  No,  8 If  of  which  it  is  a  continuation, 
is  £5,123,479  only  ;  and  wliethtr  he  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  the  additional  par- 
ticulars necessary  to  show  how  and  toj 
whom  the  remaining  funds  available  1 
under  the  above-named  Acts,  amounting 
to  nearly  £5,000,000,  have  been  or  are 
now  being  allotted  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Return 
was  limited  as  described  because  the 
provisional  sanction  of  the  Commissioners 
is  not  always  followed  by  a  completion 
of  the  transaction,  as  it  aometimea 
happens  that  one  or  other  of  the  parties 
either  cannot  or  will  not  fully  comply 
with  the  necessary  conditions.  The 
Commissioners  coraidered  that  the  names 
of  the  applicants  in  cases  not  yet  com* 
plete  should  not  be  included.  All  finally 
sanctioned  cases  are  included^  and  they 
make  up  the  total  figure  given  in  the 
Return.  A  monthly  Return  is  laid  on 
the  Table  of  the  House,  and  the  latest  of 
these  Returns  shows  that  up  to  the  end 
of  February  the  total  amount  applied] 
for  was  £8,393,000,  while  the  advances 
provisionally  sanctioned  amounted  to 
£6,760,000. 

THE  GLONTfOUEV  FRISONERR. 
Mr.  CAREW  (Kildare,  N.);  I  kg 
to  aslc  the  Chief  S.^crjtary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  bjcn  called  to  the  following 
Report  of  Mr-  McCarthy,  Visiting  Jus- 
tice* tj  Grangegorman  Prison  on  tho 
condition  of  the  infant  child  of  Mrs. 
Morrissey,  one  of  the  Clongorey  pri- 
soners— 

**  I  notice  H  marked  chang^e  for  the  worse  ia 
tho  uppearatiee  of  MfiryMorrissoy's  child.  Long 
con  till  (anient  in  a  amuU  cull  i»  evidenlLy  telling; 
oti  her»  and  if  coalitiued  will,  ia  iny  opinion, 
have  a  very  serious  effect :  " 

and  whether,  under  the  circumstances, 
he  will  recommend  the  immediate 
release  of  both  mother  and  child '? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  General 
Prisons  Board  report  that  the  iledical 
Ollicer  of  the  prison  does  not  etitertain 
a  seriuufl  view  of  the  coiidition  of  the 
child.  Should,  however,  he  be  of  opinion 
that  further  confinement  wuuld  endan- 
ger its  health  the  matt_r  will  be  at  once 
brought  before  tlic  ctjmraitting  Judge, 
It  is  not  the  case  that  the  prisoner  aod 
iier  child  arj   confined   in   a  small   celL 
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The  prisoner  is  treated  as  a  first-class 
misdemeanant,  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
is  permitted  to  have  a  small  range 
consisting  of  four  cells  during  the  day. 
The  cell  in  which  she  and  the  child  are 
placed  in  at  night  is  of  good  dimensions 
and  well  heated  and  ventilated. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Is  it  not  the  fact  that 
this  woman  is  in  prison  for  contempt  of 
an  order  in  regard  to  a  farm  of  which 
she  was  not  the  tenant,  and  that  the 
child  is  only  about  two  months  old  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  From  the 
answer  I  have  received  from  the  Prison 
Authorities,  it  appears  neither  the  mother 
nor  the  child  is  in  danger ;  and  as  the 
woman  is  in  prison  for  contempt  of 
Court  it  is  a  matter  which  is  entirely  in 
the  hands  of  the  Judge  who  committed 
her. 

THE  LANDED  ESTATES  COURT. 
Mb.  SEXTON:  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table 
a  Return  of  Irish  Estates  in  the  Landed 
Estates  Court  for  sale,  showing  the 
location  of  each  estate,  the  name  of  the 
landlord,  the  rateable  valuation,  the 
actual  present  rental,  the  highest  offer 
made  in  ea-ch  case  in  which  there  has 
been  any  offer  of  purchase,  and  the  period 
for  which  each  estate  has  been  in  the 
hands  of  the  Court  ?  I  have  put  down 
this  question  again  in  order  to  ascertain 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  what 
part  of  the  information  he  is  prepared  to 
give. 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Registrar 
to  the  Land  Judge  reports  that  the  means 
do  not  exist  in  this  Court  of  giving  the 
rateable  valuation,  the  actual  present 
rental,  or  the  highest  offer  made  in  each 
case  in  which  there  has  been  any  offer. 
The  rest  of  the  question  could  be 
answered,  but  would  take  a  long  time, 
and  would  probably  show  no  useful  in- 
formation, as  it  would  include  both  sold 
and  unsold  land,  and  all  kinds  of  tenures, 
life  estates,  short  leases,  Ac,  as  well  fui 
fee-simple  estates.  If  it  were  required 
to  give  only  unsold  lands  it  would  take 
a  still  longer  time  to  make  the  Return, 
which  in  no  event  could  be  completed 
before  the  end  of  the  present  Session,  as 
each  case  would  have  to  be  minutely 
examined  to  ascertain  what,  if  any,  part 
of  it  had  been  sold.  The  Argyll  Return 
Mr,  A .  ./  Balfmir 


might  possibly  give  some  information  on 
the  subject. 

Mb.  SEXTON :  I  submit  that  in  con- 
sidering the  Land  Purchase  Bill  it  is  in- 
dispensable that  the  House  should  know 
what  prices  were  offered  in  Court ;  and  I 
would  press  on  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  desirability  of  furnishing  this  in 
formation  in  some  form  or  other. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  shaU  be  glad 
to  give  every  information  to  the  Homsa 
in  regard  to  any  part  of  the  Land  Bill 
that  will  tend  to  elucidate  the  measure  ; 
but,  from  the  answer  which  the  Land 
Court  has  given  me,  I  am  not  very  hope- 
ful that  this  particular  information  can 
be  given. 

THE  COINAGE. 
Mb.  COGHILL  (Newcastle-under- 
Lyme)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether  he  is  aware  of 
the  great  inconvenience  that  is  at  present 
caused  by  a  large  part  of  the  coinage  of 
this  Country  not  having  on  either  the 
obverse  or  the  reverse  side  the  value 
clearly  marked  ;  and  whether  he  will 
undertake  that  all  coins  to  be  issued  from 
the  Mint  in  future  shall  bear  legibly 
upon  either  the  obverse  or  the  reverse 
side  the  denomination  of  their  exact 
value  ? 

•The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GoscHEN,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  would  refer  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  an  answer  given  by 
me  on  the  14th  of  March  of  this  year,  in 
which  I  pointed  out  that  the  question  of 
the  denomination  of  the  value  of  silver 
coins  was  under  consideration. 

Mb.  COGHILL  :  Is  not  Great  Britain 
the  only  country  in  the  world  where  the 
gold  coins  are  not  marked  with  their 
value  ? 

*Mb.  GOSCHEN:  Every  one  knows 
what  a  sovereign  is,  and  I  have  never 
before  heard  any  complaint  with  refer- 
ence to  its  value  not  being  marked. 

Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.)  :  When  will  the  decision  with 
reference  to  the  silver  coins  take  effect  ? 

*Mb.  GOSCHEN :  The  existing  stock 
must  be  dealt  with  first,  and  there  are 
other  matters  connected  with  the  design, 
(fee,  which  will  be  attended  to  at  the  same 
time. 

Mb.  COGHILL  :  Is  not  the  Australian 
sovereign  marked  with  its  value  ? 
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*Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Yes ;  but  1  do  not 
think  that  the  Anstralians  can  give  us 
lessons  with  regard  to  our  coinage. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES   (ANIMALS) 
ACT. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
Rollox) :  I  bag  to  ask  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Scotland  if  he  will  state  to 
the  House  the  total  amount  of  assess- 
ment levied  in  Scotland  under  the  Con- 
tagious Diseases  (Animals)  Act  in  each 
of  the  last  five  years,  giving  separately 
the  amount  raised  by  assessment  by 
Burgh  and  County  Local  Authority  in 
each  of  said  five  years  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
SCOTLAND  (Mr.  M.  T.  Stormonth  Dar- 
ling, Universities  of  Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrews) :  The  amount  of  assessment 
levied  under  these  Acts  in  Scotland,  as 
shown  by  the  Local  Taxation  Returns, 
was  — In  1884-5,  counties,  £7,802, 
burghs,  £3,232;  1885-6,  counties, 
£10,637,  burghs,  £2,401;  1886-7, 
counties,  £12,570,  burghs,  £4,722; 
1887-8,  counties,  £29,931,  burghs, 
£8,776;  1888-9,  counties,  £27,286, 
barghs,  £9,580.  The  totals  for  these 
years  respectively  being  — £11,034, 
£13,038,  £17,292,  £38,707,  £36,866. 

Mr.  CALDWELL :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Local  Government 
Board  the  total  amount  of  the  assess- 
ment raised  under  the  Contagious 
Diseases  Animals  Acts  in  England  and 
Wales  during  each  of  the  last  tive  y^ars, 
stating  separately  the  amount  raised 
during  each  of  said  five  years  by  Burgh 
and  by  County  Local  Authority  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Long, 
Wilts,  Devizes)  :  The  only  information, 
which  I  can  give  is  as  to  the  expenditure 
of  the  Local  Authorities  in  England  and 
Wales  under  the  Contagious  Diseases 
(Animals)  Acts  during  the  five  years 
1884-1888  according  to  the  Local  Taxa- 
tion Returns.  The  expenditure  of  the 
County  Authorities  during  each  of  the 
years  was :— 1883-4,  £78,334;  1884-5, 
£49,558;  1885-6,  £68,464;  1886-7, 
£81,347;  1887-8,  £63,334.  The  expendi- 
ture incurred  in  Municipal  Boroughs,  in 
other  Sanitary  Districts,  and  in  the 
Metropolis  was  :  -—  1883-4,  £14,705  ; 
1884-5,  £13,018;  1885-6,  £17,471; 
1886.7,  £17,573  ;  1887-8,  £17,784. 


Sir  J.  SWINBURNE  (StafEordshire, 
Lichfield):  Does  that  include  payment 
for  animals  slaughtered  ? 

Mr.  LONG :  It  includes  the  entire 
expenditure. 

PaiSON  DISCIPLINF. 

Sir  ROBERT  FOWLER  (London): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Sacretary  of  State  for 
the  Homo  Department  whether  he  will 
put  a  stop  to  the  practice  which  exists, 
contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the  Prison  Act, 
of  placing  three  prisoners  in  one  cell,  in 
consequence  of  which  practice  one 
prisoner  was  murdered  about  two  years 
ago  in  Armley  Gaol,  Leeds,  and  which 
same  custom  galled  forth  a  public  protest 
from  Mr.  Justice  Hawkins,  at  the  Derby- 
shire Assizes  held  this  month,  when  it 
was  stated  in  evidence  that  in  Derby 
Gaol  recently  two  prisoners  had,  for 
more  than  a  week,  been  placed  in  the 
same  cell  with  a  man  who  had  committed 
murder,  and  was  insane  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Matthews, 
Birmingham,  E.) :  The  case  alluded  to 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  as  having 
occurred  at  Derby  is  now  under  investi- 
gation by  an  Inspactor,  who  has  been 
sent  down  specially  to  inquire  into  all 
the  circumstances.  The  practice  of 
placing  prisoners  in  association  when 
one  of  them  is  epileptic  or  requires 
supervision  is  expressly  allowed  by  the 
Prison  Act  of  1865,  which  leaves  it  to 
the  medical  officer  to  determine  the  cases 
in  which  it  is  proper  to  resort  to  the 
system  of  association.  The  Orders  of  the 
Home  Office  have  since  1884  provided 
that  where  a  prisoner  is  insane  he  shall 
be  under  the  personal  supervision  of 
officers  or  hired  attendants,  and  not  of 
other  prisoners.  The  Prison  Commis- 
sioners are  informed  by  the  medical 
officer  of  Derby  Gaol  that  the  man  alluded 
to  was  not  insane.  This  is  one  of  the 
matters  that  the  Inspector  is  inquirmg 
into. 

MINES  INSPECTORS\KE POUTS. 
Mr.  PICKARD  (York,  W.R.,  Nor- 
manton)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
he  will  inform  the  House  when  the 
Statistical  Abstract  of  the  Mines  Inspec- 
tors' Reports  for  the  year  ending  1889  will 
be  issued;  and  whether  he  will  hasten  thu 
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issue  of  the  complete  Reports  of  the  Mines 
Inspectors  for  1889,  so  that  they  may  be 
in  the  hands  of  the  Members  of  this 
House  before  the  Votes  on  the  Home 
Office  are  taken  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  The  Abstract  has 
been  presented  to  Parliament,  and  will 
be  ready  for  distribution  in  the  course  of 
next  week.  Steps  have  been  taken  to 
forward  as  mucli  as  possible  the  printing 
and  issuing  of  the  Reports  of  1889. 

Mr.  FENWJCK  (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck) :  Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
aware  that  the  Reports  for  1888  were 
not  issued  until  the  House  had  risen  last 
year  ?  A  promise  was  given  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  would  us3 
his  best  efforts  to  accelerate  the  presen- 
tation of  these  Reports. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  said  that  I 
would  do  all  in  my  power  to  press 
forward  the  Reports,  and  I  have  done 
so. 

HALL    MARKING    OF    GOLD    AND 

SILVER  PLATE. 
Mk.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  if  the  compulsory  hall 
marking  of  gold  and  silver  plate  shall  con- 
tinue, in  theiatarestsof  the  public,  and  of 
honesty  of  manufacture,  regulations  will 
b3  framed,  notwithstanding  the  remission 
of  the  duty,  to  provide  for  the  British 
hall  marking  of  imported  plat 3  ? 

♦Mr.  MONTAGU  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Whitechapel)  :  Why  is  it  that  imported 
foreign  silver  plate  is  not  required  to  be 
marked  1  Why  should  it  be  treated  in 
a  different  way  from  gold  watch  cases  and 
other  articles  that  are  imported,  and  why 
should  it  not  b3  marked  with  different 
standards  ? 

♦Me.  GOSCHEN  :  I  am  not  prepared  to 
answer  the  questions  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Whitechapel  (Mr.  Montagu).  In 
regard  to  the  question  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  behind  me  (Mr.  H.  Vin- 
cent), it  is  our  intention  to  retain  the 
present  system  of  compulsory  hall 
'marking  for  foreign  imported  silver 
plate,  subject  to  the  remarks  which  I 
made  yesterday  as  to  the  hall  marking  of 
Indian  plate  at  the  rupee  standard. 

♦Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  As  the  Govern- 
ment deprived  me  of  the  opportunity  of 
raising  this  very  question  early  in  the 
Session,  will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
give  me  an  opportunity  of  making  a 
M7\  Pickard 


representation  to  him  o^  the  objectioiis 
felt  to  compulsory  hall  marking,  espe- 
cially as  affecting  Indian  silver  ? 

♦Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  If  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man wishes  to  make  a  representation, 
either  formal  or  informal,  I  will  give 
him  every  consideration  ;  but  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  have  an  opportunity  of 
being  heard  if  any  change  of  legislation 
is  required  in  consequence  of  the  abo- 
lition of  the  Plate  Duty. 

CLERKS  TO  COUNTY  JUSTICES. 

Mb.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney 
General  when  he  proposes  to  introduce 
his  promised  Bill  to  prohibit  clerks  to 
County  Justices  from  conducting  prose- 
cutions at  Assizes  or  Quarter  Sessions  in 
cases  committed  by  the  Bench  of  Magis- 
trates for  whom  they  act  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir  R. 
Websteb,  Isle  of  Wight) :  In  reply  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  I  have  to 
say  that  the  matter  has  been  carefully 
considered ;  but  it  involves  so  much 
difficulty  in  connection  with  the  due 
conduct  of  c»ses  in  remote  country  dis- 
tricts that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  not,  at  present,  been  able  to  devise 
any  scheme  which  is  entirely  satisfactory, 
and  I  cannot  undertake  to  introduce  any 
Bill  this  Session. 

THE  BUDGET  PROPOSITIONS. 
Mr.  MACDONALD  CAMERON : 
Considering  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  a  large  surplus,  will  the 
Government  be  willing  to  grant  better 
postal  facilities  for  Wick  and  the  North 
of  Scotland? 

♦Mb.  RAIKES  :  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  give  notice  of  that 
question. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Howabd  Vincent, 
*Mb.  GOSCHEN  said :  The  allocation 
of  the  Scotch  portion  of  the  grant  has 
not  yet  been  finally  determined.     The 
Scotch  Office  is  considering  the  matter. 

*Mb.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.)  : 
Are  we  to  understand  that  the  mode  of 
distribution  in  Scotland  is  not  pre- 
judged by  the  fact  that  in  England  a 
portion  is  to  go  in  buying  up  licences  ? 
Will  the  distribution  in  Scotland  be 
dealt  with  by  a  Bill,  so  that  the  Scotch 
Members  may  be  heard  upon  the 
question  ? 
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*Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  No,  Sir;  we  propose 
that  Scotland,  England,  and  Ireland  shall 
be  dealt  with  in  the  same  measure, 
which  will  facilitate  the  proceedings; 
but  the  same  priaciples  may  not  be  acted 
upon  in  regard  to  the. throe  countries. 
There  may  be  such  variations  as  circum- 
stances may  suggest.  The  hon.  Member 
need  not  think  that  the  question  has 
been  S3ttled  yet,  as  far  as  the  distribu- 
tion in  Scotland  is  concerned.  * 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
(Stirling,  &c.)  :  May  I  ask  whether,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  states  that  the 
application  of  the  money  in  Scotland  has 
not  yet  been  determined,  he  means  that 
the  Scotch  Members  will  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  their  views  on  the 
subject  before  the  question  is  settled  ? 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  The  Scotch  Members 
must  take  their  chance  in  the  same  way 
as  other  Members  of  the  House.  The 
Government  have  paid  special  attention 
to  the  case  of  Scotland  in  the  matter,  and 
the  allocation  must  be  proposed  on  our 
own  responsibility. 

In  reply  to  Sir  W.  L.\ws0N  (Cumber- 
land, Cockermouth), 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN  said :  I  must  answer 
the  question  of  the  hon.  Baronet  with 
caution.  He  asks  me  whether  it  is 
intended  that  public  money  should  be 
paid  for  the  supposed  value  of  licences, 
the  renewal  of  which  is  in  the  discretion  of 
the  magistratas.  As  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  I  am  in  the  habit  of  taking 
CDnsiderable  notice  of  the  houses  in  ques- 
tion as  regards  Probate  Duty  and  Income 
Tax,  Schedule  A.  A  particular  value 
is  considered  to  attach  to  public-houses, 
and  I  must,  therefore,  demur  to  the 
expression  "  supposed  value."  A  por- 
tion of  the  money  which  I  described  last 
night  is  intended  for  the  purchase  of 
houses  which  are  considered  to  be  of  a 
known  value,  not  a  supposed  value. 

Sir  W.  LAWSON  :  Is  it  intended  by 
the  Government  scheme  that  licences 
granted  annually  shall  be  treated  as  a 
freehold  ? 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  No  ;  I  should  demur 
to  any  such  inference.  The  value  would 
depend  on  what  business  was  done.  It 
will  be  dealt  with  as  a  matter  of  com- 
mercial regulations.  It  is  voluntary  on 
the  part  of  the  County  Councils  to  pur- 
chase the  licences ;  but  it  is  well-known 


that  these  houses  have  a  certain  value 
which  for  years  has  been  subject  to 
taxation. 

THE  IRISH  LAND  PURCHASE  BILL. 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  (Glsfigow, 
Bridgeton)  :  Will  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  give  an  assurance  to  the  House 
that  the  Paper  which  has  been  referred 
to  in  connection  with  the  state  of  the 
Irish  Church  Funds  will  be  presented 
on  Monday  morning  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALl^OUR ;  I  believe  that 
every  Paper  will  be  in  the  Vote  Office  in 
the  course  of  an  hour  or  two. 

Mr.  sexton  :  AVill  the  Land  Bill  be 
taken  as  the  first  Order  on  Monday  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Yes,  Sir. 


RAILWAY  ACCIDEN'i  S. 

Copy  ordered — 

"  Of  Returns  of  Accidents  and  Casualties,  as 
reported  to  the  Board  of  Trade  by  the  several 
Railway  Companies  in  the  United  Kingdom, 
during  the  year  ending  Slst  December,  1889, 
together  with  Reports  of  the  Inspecting  Officers 
of  the  Railway  Department  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  upon  certain  Accidents  which  were 
inquired  into," — (Str  Michael  Hick*  Beach.) 

Copy  presented  accordingly ;  to  lie 
npon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. — 
(No.  137.) 

SELECTION  (STANDING  COM^IITTEES). 
Sir  John  Mowbray  reported  from  the 
Committee  of  Selection  that  they  had 
discharged  Sir  Eobert  Fowler  from  the 
Standing  Committee  on  Trade  (including 
Agriculture  and  Fishing),  Shipping,  and 
Manufactures,  in  respect  of  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Bill,  and  had  appointed  in  substi- 
tution Mr.  Gainsford  Bruce. 

ORDERS  OF   THE  DAY, 

MARRIAGE  WITH  A  DECEASED  WIFE'S 
SISTER  (SCOTLAND)  BILL.— (No.  5). 
Order  for  Second  Reading  (30th  April) 

read,  and  discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 
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*(4.15.)    Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH  (Flint- 
shire) :  In  moving  the  Resolution- of  which 
I  have  p^iven  notice,  I  ask  the  indulgence 
of  the  House  while  I  try  to  lay  before  it,  as 
succinctly  as  I  can,  a  very  intricate  and, 
at  the  same,  a  very  important  question. 
The   subject    was    discussed    last    year 
briefly  and  inadequately,  and  I  raise  it 
now  in  order  that  we  may  have  a  more 
exhaustive  debate  and  that  I  may  take  the 
sense  of  the  House  upon  it.   To  show  the 
keen  interest  felt  in  it,  I  may  say  that  no 
fewer  than  140  Petitions  had  been  pre- 
sented to  the  House  in  favour  of  my  pro- 
posal from  many  of  the  most  important 
industial  centres  of  the  Kingdom,   from 
chambers  of  commerce  and  chambers  of 
agriculture,  from  working  men's  societies, 
and  various  industrial  interests,  and  the 
sis^natures  attached  amount  to  no  fewer 
than  60,000.     For  the  sake  of  clearness 
I  will  divide  the  subject  into  three  heads 
— first,    the   advantage    of  the  old  bi- 
metallic system  of  Europe  ;  secondly,  the 
evils  which  arose  from  its  rupture  ;   and 
thirdly,  the  practicability  and  desirability 
of  re-establishing  it.    The  custom  of  man- 
kind since  the  origin  of  civilisation  has 
been  to  use  gold  and  silver  alike  as  stand- 
ard money  tied  together  by  a  ratio  fixed  by 
law.    This  ratio  did  i:ot  vary  much  from 
10  or  11  of  silver  to  1  of  .s^old,  or  as  11  to  1 
under  the  Greek  and    Roman   Empires, 
and  during  the  Middle  Ages  down  to  the 
discovery  of  Americi,  it  remained  very 
steady.     For  nearly  2,000   years   silver 
was  the  money  of  the  world.  Tlieii,  owing 
to  the  enormous  supplies  of  silver  from 
the  mines  of  Potosi,  it  gradually  altered 
in  the  course  of  a  century  to  1 5  to  1 ,  at 
which  it  continued  with  little  alteration 
for  200  years  prior  to  1873.     So  steady 
was  the  ratio  that  the  Royal  Commission 
on   the   Currency,    which   reported  two 
years  ago,  unanimously  stated  (page  2) — 
**  From  the  middle  of  the  17th   century  iht 
relative  value  of  the  two  metals   did   not  vary 
much  more  than  3  per  cent  in  either  direction 
until  the  recent  divergence  began  to  manifest 
itself  in  1873.'* 

We  have  frequently  had,  in  a  single  year, 
since  1873,  greater  variations  between 
gold  and  silver  than  in  the  whole  200 
years  before  that  date,  and  it  must  be 
obvious  that  a  totally  new  influence  ha.s 
come  into  play.  Let  me  point  out  the 
distinction  that  existed  between  the  bi- 
metallism  that    prevailed    before    this 


century,  and  that  which  came  into   force 
in  France  from  1803  to  1873.     The  old 
bi-metallism  of  Europe  was  a  very  rude 
and  unscientific  system.     There   was  no 
unity  of  action  among  the  nations  ;  each 
adopted  and  changed  its  ratio  at  will ; 
one  nation  had   15  to  1 ;  another,   like 
England  in  the  last  century,  had  15*21  to 
1,  as  fixed  by  Sir  Isaac  Newton  in  1717; 
others  had  14f  to  1,  and  so  on.     Silver 
was  the  principal  money,  and  gold   was 
rated  to  it  ;  besides  there  was  no  open 
M!ints,  with  unlimited  coinage  of   either 
metal,  which  is  the   absolute    condition 
of  effective  bi-metallism.     The  various 
countries  coined    a   certain   amount  of 
either  metal  as  suited  them,  and  each 
metal  naturally  gravitated  to  the  centres 
where  it  was  most  highly  valued.     No 
doubt  many  and   great  inconveniences 
resulted  fron^this  form  of  bi-metallism, 
yet  it  gave  the  world  the  inestimable 
advantage  of   keeping    both  metals  in 
circulation  at  very  nearly  a  fixed  par  of 
exchange.     The    second    period   of   bi- 
metallism was  the  French  system  from 
1803    to    1873,    which    was    far  more 
scientific,  and     far   more    successful  in 
binding  the  two  metals  together.     The 
ratio  adopted  was   15^  to   1,  and  so  suc- 
cessful was  that  system  in  preventing 
fluctuations,  that  the  extreme   variation 
in  the  London  Market  between  the  metals 
in  70  years  was  from  1521  to  1590, and 
these  variations  are  easily  accounted  for 
by  the  fact  that  England  became   a  gold 
using  country  by  the  Act  of  1816,  and 
when  silver  was  wantt^d  for  export  to 
India  it  had  to  be  imporbid  from  Franca 
at  a  considerable  cost  of  transit,  insurance 
and  other    exchange    charges.       These 
charges  fully  explain  the  slight  fluctua- 
tions in  the  London  market.   There  must 
also  be  borne  in  mind  the  extraordinary 
strain  to  which  the  French  system  was 
put  during  these  70  years.     In  the  early 
part  of  that  period  the  yield  of  gold  was 
extremely  small,  say  i>2,000,000  a  year 
against  i:6,000,000,  of  silver.      England 
resumed  specie  payments  in  1821,  and  bo 
drained  the  Continent  of  gold,  and  there 
were  times  when  a  small  premium  on 
gold  was  charged  in  France  for  export, 
very  seldom  going  as  high  as  1  per  cent, 
or  2  per  cent.     Then  came  the  gold  dis- 
coveriesof  California  and  Australia,  which 
raised  the  yield  of  gold  to  £30,000,000 
annually  against  £8,000,000  of  silver,  and 
in  20  years  doubled  the  gold  supply  of 
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the  world,  yet  the  ratio  remained  un- 
changed. The  French  system  acted  as 
an  equalising  machine,  and  the  vast 
supply  of  gold  was  diffused  through  the 
world  without  disturbing  the  relative 
values  of  the  metals.  In  1865  a  com- 
bination of  States  joined  France,  and 
formed  what  is  called  the  Latin  Union, 
under  similar  conditions  of  coinage.  Can 
anyone  doubt  that  the  French  system 
saved  Europe  from  a  violent  dislocation 
of  gold  and  silver  at  the  time  of  the 
Galifornian  and  Australian  gold  dis- 
coveries. -If  gold  had  then  been  de- 
monetised to  the  extent  that  silver  has 
recently  been  demonetised,  we  should 
have  seen  just  as  heavy  a  fall  in  gold 
•measured  by  silver  as  we  have  recently 
seen  in  silver  measured  by  gold.  The 
ratio  would  have  gone  to  10  to  1  in  place 
of  remaining  at  15^  to  1.  We  should 
have  seen  gold  debts  lightened  and  silver 
debts  enhanced,  just  as  we  have  recently 
seen  gold  debts  enhanced  and  silver 
debts  lightened.  Can  anyone  doubt  that 
the  maintainance  of  the  French  system 
was  an  enormous  gain  to  the  cause  of 
justice  and  fair  play,  as  well  as  to  inter- 
national commerce.  This  country 
reaped  all  the  advantages  of  bi-metallism, 
though  mono-metallic  itself ;  it  had  only 
to  send  its  gold  to  Paris  and  get  silver  ; 
or  send  silver  and  get  gold,  and  so  it 
could  carry  on  its  trade  with  India  and 
China  and  South  America  as  safely  as  if 
they  all  had  identical  money.  We  had 
virtually  a  par  of  exchange  all  the  world 
over,  to  the  enormous  advantage  of  this 
country,  the  chief  trader  with  the  silver- 
using  countries.  I  know  that  the  great 
objection  brought  against  our  plan  is  that 
we  attempt  ta  do  what  is  impossible.  It 
is  alleged  that  we  are  trying  to  tie 
together  by  law  two  commodities  which 
constantly  vary  both  in  extent  and  cost 
of  production.  We  are  constantly  told 
that  the  law  can  no  more  fix  the  ratio 
between  gold  and  silver  than  between 
coal  and  iron,  or  between  wheat  and 
barley.  I  reply  that  the  experience  of 
the  French  system  proves  that  the  thing 
can  be  done  in  spite  of  the  greatest 
fluctuations  in  supply  ever  known  in  the 
history  of  the  world.  And  the  reason 
ifi  this :  Monetary  Law  constitutes  the 
chief  demand  for  the  precious  metals.  The 
tastes  or  desires  of  individual  consumers 
constitute  the  demand  for  other  com- 
modities,   but   the  Mint  is    the  chief 


demand  for  either  gold  or  silver.  If  the 
leading  nations  close  their  Mints  against 
gold,  it  goes  down  relatively  to  silver ; 
if  they  close  their  Mints  against  silver  it 
goes  down  relatively  to  gold;  if  they 
keep  open  large  bi-metallic  Mint-s,  with 
unlimited  coinage  of  both  metals  at  a 
fixed  ratio,  they  virtually  fix  that  ratio 
for  the  whole  world.  The  finding  of  the 
Royal  Commission  on  this  head  is  clear 
and  unanimous.     They  say  : — 

**  Now  undoubtedly  the  date  which  forms  the 
dividing  line  between  an  epoch  of  approximate 
fixity  in  the  relative  value  of  Gold  and  Silver 
and  one  of  marked  instability  is  the  year  when 
the  bi-metallic  system  which  had  previously 
been  in  force  in  the  Latin  Union  ceased  to  be 
in  full  operation ;  and  we  are  irresistibly  led 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  operation  of  that 
system,  established  as  it  was  in  countries  the 
population  and  commerce  of  which  were  con- 
siderable, exerted  a  mateiial  influence  upon  the 
relative  value  of  the  two  metals.  So  long  as 
that  system  was  in  force  we  think  that,  not- 
withstanding the  changes  in  the  production 
and  use  of  the  precious  metals,  it  kept  the 
market  price  of  silver  approximately  steady  at 
the  ratio  fixed  by  law  between  them,  namely, 
ISitol.'' 

That  is  the  finding  of  the  Commission, 
presided  over  by  Lord  Herschell,  and 
signed  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  London 
(Sir  J.  Lubbock).  I  cannot  imagine  how 
any  fair-minded  person  who  has  studied 
the  evidence  can  come  to  any  other  con- 
clusion. Nothing  more  clearly  illustrates 
the  inveterate  prejudice  of  the  banking 
and  financial  class  on  this  subject  than 
their  refusal  to  admit  for  many 
years  that  the  French  system  had 
anything  to  do  with  the  stability 
between  gold  and  silver  prior  to  1873, 
I  freely  grant  that  there  are  some  things 
which  the  law  cannot  do ;  it  cannot  fix 
the  value  of  the  precious  metals  as  com- 
pared with  other  commodities.  That 
depends  upon  many  things,  one  of  which 
is  the  supply  of  the  precious  metals.  In 
the  Middle  Ages  so  scarce  was  that  supply 
that  a  quarter  of  wheat  sometimes  sold 
at  five  shillings,  and  labourers'  wages 
were  two  shillings  per  week.  Then  the 
discovery  of  the  South  American  mines 
took  place  in  the  16th  century,  and  a 
great  flood  of  the  precious  metals  went 
through  Europe,  and  prices  rose  four- 
fold. Again,  after  the  gold  discoveries 
in  California  and  Australia,  when  once 
more  a  great  flood  of  the  precious  metals 
flowed  over  Europe,  prices  rose  40  per 
cent.,   and  I  would  especially  call  tiie 
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attention  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds 
to  this  fact,  and  also  to  the  fact  that  this 
occurred   simultaneously    with    a   great 
reduction  in  the  cost  of  production,  owing 
to  such  modern  inventions  as  railways, 
steam  boats,  and  telegraphs.  According  to 
all  ordinary  laws,  prices  ought* to  have 
fallen,  but  instead  of  that  they  steadily 
rose,  with  occasional  fluctuations,  until,  in 
1873,  they  were  40  per  cent,  higher  than 
they  were  in  1848.     Then,  I  would  ask 
attention  to  this  faqt.      There  followed  a 
strain  on  gold  and  the   demonetisation 
of  silver,  and  prices  kept  falling  for  15 
years  until  they  got  below  the  point  at 
which  they  stood  in  1848.     Articles  have 
been  written  in  the  magazines  to  prove 
that    the  whole  fall  in   prices    is    due 
to  the  fact  of  the  discovery  of  econo- 
mising   expedients — better,  machinery. 
I   would    ask    the    House    why  prices 
steadily  rose  for  25  years  to  the  extent  of 
40  per  cent.,  whilst  the  modem  economis- 
ing systems  of  production  were  in  opera- 
tion—  how    came    it    that    the    values 
governed  by  gold  and  silver  rose  under 
these  economising  processes  ?    The  House 
must  feel  the  force  of  this  query.  All  that 
the  law  can  do  is  to  give  monetary  power 
to  gold  alone,  or  to  silver  alone,  or  tie  both 
together    under    a    bi-metallic   system. 
Now,  let  me  ask  the  House  to  look  at 
the    advantages    of    the  old  bi-metallic 
system.     We   are  the  great  traders  with 
tli8  silver-using  countries,  which  contain 
a  population  of  nine  hundred  millions  of 
people.      They  are  our  best   customers, 
because  they  have  light  duties  and  few 
manufactures  of  their  own ;    they  need 
Ciipital   to  develop  them,  we  have   it  to 
spare ;    they  are  constant  borrowers  in 
the  London  market,  and  so  long  as  gold 
and  silver  were  tied  together  they  could 
safely  borrow,  with  interest  payable  in 
gold,  because   they  always   knew  that  a 
certain  amount  of  silver  would  exchange 
against  a  fixed  amount  of  gold.     India 
borrowed  largely  under  this  system,  and 
a  vast  amount  of  private  capital  was  in- 
vested in  all  these  countries,  and  no  in- 
convenience  was    caused    until   the  bi- 
metallic system  was  abandoned  in  1873. 
I  may  mention  that  the  exports  from  the 
United    Kingdom    ran  up,  under    that 
system,  from    £63,000,000  in  1849    to 
£255,000,000  in  1873,  from  which   they 
fell  back  to  £212,000,000  in    1886,  and 
last  year  recovered  to  £248,000,000.  We 
had  no  trouble  with  the  finances  of  India 
Mr.  Samuel  Smith 


up    to   that  date,  whereas    the    House 
knows  well  that  since  that  time  we  have 
had   endless    deficits  and   the   greatest 
diflBculties.     I  think   I  have  proved  my 
first  point,  that  the  old  bi-metailic  system 
worked   well  for  the  whole   world,  but 
especially  for  England,  the  great  trader 
with   the   silver-using   countries.     Now 
let    me    deal    with    the    second    pointy 
namely,  the  evils  that  arose  from  the 
rupture  of  the  bi-metallic  system.     It  is 
not  necessary  to  remind  the  House  of  the 
intolerable  depression  of  trade  that  set  in 
about  1874,  when  the  Mints  of  France 
and  the  Latin  Union   were    practically 
closed  to  the  coinage   of    silver.     This 
depression   lasted,  almost  without  inter- 
ruption, till  1887.     It  was  accompanied 
by  an  enormous  fall  of  prices,  say  30  to 
40  per  cent.,  bringing  up  to  the  lowest 
level  known  in  this  century ;  and  it  pro- 
duced  immense   suffering  in   nearly  all 
our  industrial  centres,  and   among  the 
agricultural     population.      Wages    and 
profits  alike  fell  greatly.     Vast  numbers 
of  workmen  were  thrown  out  of  employ- 
ment— estimated   at  one  time   to  reach 
700,000  men.      Our  social  system   was 
more  severely  strained  than  at  any  time 
since  1848.     The  Commission  on  the  De- 
pression of  Trade  collected  a  vast  mass 
of  evidence  on  the   subject,  and  recom- 
mended that  a  Special  Commission  should 
investigate   the  monetary  aspect  of  the 
question,  believing  that  that  liad  much 
to   do   with    it.     The    result   was    that 
the   Commission  on    the  Currency    was 
appointed,  which    has    produced  a  most 
valuable   Report,  and    which  is    largely 
confirmatory  of  our  opinions.       Now,  I 
wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  singular  fact  that  the  fall  of  prices 
and  the  fall   of  silver  proceeded  almost 
pari  pa^su  ;  and  the  years  of  the  heaviest 
depression   of  silver  were   the  years  of 
the  heaviest  depression  in  trade.     There 
can  be  no  doubt  that  these  two  phenomena 
were  closely   connected.     Silver  fell,  as 
measured  by  gold,  30   per  cent,  to  the 
lowest  point,   and  commodities  to  about 
35  per  cent. ;  but  all  silver-using  coun- 
tries escaped  this  depression.      Prices  in 
them  remained  unchanged,  and  commerce 
went  on  as  before.      When  the  trade  of 
our    country   was    dwindling  in  val^e, 
year  by  year,  that  of  India  was  increasing 
by   leaps   and  bounds.     All  other  gold- 
using  countries   suffered   similarly ;    in 
all  there   was  intense  depression,  great 
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scxsial  discontent,  mnch  increase  of 
Socialism,  a  falling  Bevenne,  and  an  in- 
crease of  protection.  I  wish  especially  to 
call  attention  to  this  fact,  as  some  persons 
try  to  stigmatise  our  course  as  secretly 
favouring  Protection.  1  assert  that  the 
great  fall  in  prices  in  gold-using  coun- 
tries, caused  by  the  demonetisation  of 
silver,  enormously  increased  the  senti- 
ment in  favour  of  Protection,  and  caused 
a  great  increase  in  Import  Duties  in 
France,  Germany,  Russia  and  Italy,  of 
late  years.  The  policy  of  the  Bi-metallio 
Party  undoubtedly  makes  for  Free 
Trade.  And  now  I  would  allude  to 
another  point.  I  would  ask  attention  to 
a  matter  I  dealt  with  last  year  when  we 
debated  this  subject — and  I  repeat  my- 
self because  I  see  hon.  Members  pre- 
sent who  were  not  here  during  the 
former  debate.  I  may  be  permitted  to 
touch  again  on  the  matter  to  which  I 
refer,  because  it  lies  almost  at  the  root 
of  our  contention.  I  say  that  the  demone- 
tisation of  silver  was  a  commercial  in- 
justice to  the  debtor  class  in  all  gold- 
using  countries.  The  creditor  class  were 
favoured  by  the  appreciation  of  gold  and 
the  depreciation  of  silver.  Is  the 
House  aware  of  the  heavy  burden 
under  which  the  trade  of  this  country 
is  carried  on?  I  do  not  think  many 
people  aire  aware  of  it,  but  I  have 
taken  pains  for  years  past  to  ascertain 
what  the  charges  upon  our  trade  and 
commerce  really  ai*e,  and  I  put  it  that 
the  trade  of  this  country  is  carried  on 
under  a  vast  burden  of  fixed  charges, 
payable  in  gold,  amounting  certainly  to 
not  less  than  £150,000,000  a  year,  and 
probably  as  much  as  £200,000,000  a 
year.  These  include  national  and  local 
debts,  mortgages,  ground  rents,  mining 
royalties,  railway  debentures  and  pre- 
ference shares,  long  leases,  annuities, 
pensions,  <fec.  The  purchasing  power  of 
gold,  even  after  the  recent  revival  of 
trade,  is  about  40  per  cent,  greater  than 
it  was  in  1873,  that  is  to  say,  40  per 
cent,  more  of  the  products  of  human 
industry  have  to  be  sold  to  raise  the 
money  needful  to  meet  these  charges. 
This  is  a  tax  levied  by  the  drones  on  the 
working  bees  of  society,  and  surely  it 
cannot  be  for  the  well-being  of  society  to 
add  to  the  incomes  of  the  idle  non 
producing  class,  at  the  cost  of  the  toiling 
masses.  I  hold  that  one-half  of  this 
extra     burden    is     the    result    of    the 


demonetisation  of  silver.  There  are 
about  equal  amounts  of  gold  and  silver  in 
circulation  ;  had  these  metals  continued 
to  be  tied  together  by  the  Bi-metallic  Law 
of  15^  to  1,  the  fall  of  prices  would  have 
been  equally  diffused  over  both  gold  and 
silver  using  countries,  and  the  fall  of 
prices  in  gold-using  countries  would 
have  been  just  half  of  what  it  has 
been.  The  creditor  class,  the  wealthy 
bondholders,  money  lenders,  mort- 
gagees, «kc.,  would  have  lost  one- 
half  of  their  unearned  increment,  which 
would  have  remained  in  the  pockets  of 
the  working  industrial  class,  wlio  consti- 
tute 90  per  cent,  of  the  nation.  This  one- 
half  cannot  be  put  at  less  than 
£30,000,000  a  year.  In  fact,  there  is 
much  reason  to  suspect  that  there  was  a 
kind  of  conspiracy  among  the  financial 
class  in  Europe  and  America  to  get 
altogether  rid  of  silver,  as  full  valued 
money,  in  order  to  increase  the  value  of 
gold,  in  which  their  Revenues  were  paid. 
There  arose,  simultaneously,  a  cry  for  the 
demonetisation  of  silver  in  Germany, 
France,  the  United  States,  and  England, 
from  1870  to  1878.  It  was  advocated  by 
the  newspapers  in  the  interest  of  the 
financial  class.  Their  aim  was  to  bring 
about  a  universal  gold  standard;  they 
calculated  on  the  ignorance  of  the  masses 
about  all  monetary  questions,  and  very 
nearly  succeeded,  for  a  time,  in  what  I 
conld  only  call  a  nofarious  plot.  In 
America  they  succeeded,  by  a  kind  of 
trick,  in  demonetising  silver  for  a  short 
time  ;  but  the  American  people  were 
too  shrewd  to  be  long  hood- winked ; 
they  insisted  on  silver  being  re-monetised, 
and  they  have  wisely  coined  and  put  into 
circulation,  in  the  shape  of  silver  certifi- 
cates, about  £70,000,000,  and  so  greatly 
relieved  the  strain  on  gold,  the  ratio  being 
16  to  1.  Within  the  past  few  days  a 
Bill  has  passed  the  Committee  of  both 
Houses  of  the  Legislature  enormously 
increasing  the  coinage  of  silver,  and 
requiring  the  Government  to  coin,  not 
$2,000,000  monthly,  but  84,500,000, 
with  the  result  of  causing  a  great  rise 
in  the  price  of  silver.  The  American 
people  thoroughly  understand  that  the 
contracting  of  the  money  supply  of  the 
country  makes  only  in  the  interest  of 
the  fixed  investment  classes.  Our  object 
is  to  make  our  people  understand  the  sub- 
ject as  well  as  the  Americans — and  when 
they  do  so,  we  shall  find  that  whatever 
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the  House  may  arrive  at  as  to  our  pro- 
posal to-day  it  will  then  respond  heartily 
to  the  proposition  we  make.  I  believe 
that  it  is  largely  owing  to  the  efforts  of 
the  Bi-metaUic  Party  that  the  tendency 
to  demonetise  silver  has  been  checked, 
and  a  gigantic  fraud  against  civilisation 
has  not  been  fully  consummated.  The 
agitation  which  we  have  carried  on  has 
made  the  masses  understand  that  their 
interest  lies  in  a  full  circulation  of  money, 
not  in  a  contracted  one.  It  has  made 
them  understand  that  the  contraction  of 
the  currency  makes  only,  as  I  say,  for 
the  interest  of  the  fixed  investment  class, 
and  is  opposed  to  the  well-being  of  the 
whole  nation.  I  claim  in  support  of  my 
views  the  great  authority  of  the  Cur- 
rency Commission.  They  put  in  the 
clearest  light  the  immensely  increased 
strain  put  on  gold  at  the  time  when 
silver  was  demonetised  ;  they  point  out 
that  just  at  that  time  the  new  require- 
ments for  the  United  States,  Germany, 
Italy,  and  other  countries  to  fill  up  their 
circulation  with  gold  caused  a  demand 
for  £200,000,000  sterling.  At  that  time 
the  whole  production  of  gold  in  the 
world  was  only  £20,000,000  a  year,  of 
which  one-half  was  used  up  in  the  arts  : 
that  is  to  say,  only  £10,000,000  was 
available  annually  for  purposes  of  coinage, 
and  to  meet  this  sudden  demand  for 
£200,000,000.  This  was  the  moment 
chosen  to  demonetise  silver,  just  when 
there  was  a  great  scarcity  of  gold. 
Need  we  wonder  that  gold  was  appre- 
ciated in  value,  just  as  silver  was 
depreciated?  Its  supply  obeyed  the 
laws  of  all  commodities  ;  as  the  supply 
fell  ofE  and  the  demand  increased  it  rose 
in  value,  but  the  increased  demand  was 
largely  the  product  of  unjust  and  unwise 
legislation,  which  excluded  silver  from 
the  joint  work  it  had  hitherto  discharged 
along  with  gold,  and  artificially  raised 
one  metal  and  lowered  the  other.  The 
operation  of  this  principle  is  clearly 
explained  by  Professor  Thorold  Rogers, 
in  these  words  : — 

**  It  will  be  clear  that  just  as  a  very  great 
fall  would  take  place  in  the  value  of  existing 
stocks  of  gold  wore  this  metal  absolutely  de- 
monetised, so  e  eouverso  a  considerable  rise 
would  occur  in  its  comparative  value  if  in  the 
economical  history  of  any  community,  or  rather 
of  a  large  number  of  communities,  gold  were 
increasingly  adopted  as  a  measure  of  value  and 
a  means  for  carrying  on  commerce." 

All   the    best  economists  maintain    the 
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advantage  to  mankind  of  a  full  supply  of 
money,  and  the  evil  of  its  artificial  con- 
traction.   The  historian,  Hume,  writes — 

'*  We  find  that  in  every  kingdom  into  which 
money  begins  to  flow  in  greater  abandance 
than  formerly  everything  takes  a  new  ftuse. 
Labour  and  industry  gain  life,  the  mcrohant 
becomes  more  enterprising,  the  manufacturer 
more  diligent  and  skilful,  and  even  the  farmer 
follows  his  plough  with  greater  alacrity  and 
attention." 

McCulloch  wrote — 

''Though  like  a  fall  of  rain  after  a  long 
course  of  dry  weather  an  increase  of  the 
precious  metals  may  be  prejudicial  to  certain 
classes,  it  is  beneficial  to  an  incomparably' 
greater  number,  including  all  who  are  activdy 
engaged  in  industrial  pursuits,  and  is,  speaking 
generally,  of  great  public  and  national  advan- 
tage." 

Chevalier  says — 

'*  Such  a  change  will  benefit  those  who  live 
by  current  labour.  It  will  injure  those  who 
live  upon  the  fruits  of  past  labour,  whether 
their  fathers*  or  their  own ;  in  this  it  will 
.  .  .  .  work  in  the  same  direction  with' 
most  of  the  developments  which  are  brou^t 
about  by  the  great  law  of  civilisation,  to  which 
we  give  the  noble  name  of  *  progress.*  " 

Jevons  strongly  maintains  the  same  view, 
and  Allison,  in  a  remarkable  passage, 
points  out  how  the  resurrection  of  man- 
kind from  the  sleep  of  the  Middle  Agtt 
was  largely  owing  to  t'le  increased  sup^y 
of  money  from  South  America,-  whidi 
greatly  diminished  the  weight  of  debts 
and  taxes,  and  gave  hope  and  buoyancy 
to  mankind.  Exactly  the  same  effect 
was  produced  by  the  gold  discoveries  of 
California  and  Australia,  which  gave 
Europe  25  years  of  extraordinary 
prosperity.  1  should  like  to  add  that 
no  one  has  written  more  ably  on  the 
subject  of  the  appreciation  of  our  gold 
standard  and  the  injury  that  it  does  to 
the  debtor  class,  than  Mr.  Giffen,  who 
lias  lately  shown  such  unaccountable 
hostility  to  our  movement.  I  have  only . 
time  to  glance  at  two  other  great  evik 
which  have  arisen  from  the  demonetisa-  ■ 
tion  of  silver.  The  first  of  these  is  the 
disturbance  of  the  finances  of  India.  As  . 
all  the  House  knows,  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment collects  its  revenues  in  silver,  but 
has  to  pay  about  £15,000,000  sterlii^ 
annually  in  gold  in  London  for  fixed 
charges.  It  is  obvious  that  just  as  silver 
falls  more  and  more  mu^t  be  parted 
with  to  meet  these  charges.  It  is . 
clearly  set  forth  in  the  Report  of  the 
Royal    Commission.      They   show  thai 
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every  fall  of  Id.  in  exchange  imposes  an 
extra  burden  of  say  10,000,000  rupees 
on  India,  increasing  as*  the  exchange 
falls.  Now,  as  the  exchange  has  fallen 
in  India  from  Is.  lid.  to  Is.  5d.  per 
rupee  since  1872,  the  extra  burden  to 
India  is  nearly  60,000,000  rupees,  say  of 
upwards  of  £4,000,000  at  present  rate  of 
exchange.  There  is  dispute  about  some 
minor  points,  but  all  the  Indian  financial 
authorities  declare  that  the  Revenue  has 
suffered  by  several  millions  sterling,  and 
the  greatest  confusion  has  been  caused  to 
Indian  finance.  They  have  had  in- 
numerable deficits  since  1873,  and  have 
had  to  suspend  the  Famine  Insurance 
Fund  for  several  years,  and  add  to  the 
cruel  and  oppressive  Salt  Tax,  which 
is  now  about  15  times  the  prime  cost 
of  the  article.  There  is,  it  seems 
a  surplus  on  this  year's  Budget,  partly 
caused  by  the  rise  of  exchange.  It  is 
s  dd  that  the  people  of  India  gain  just 
as-  their  Government  loses.  I  allow  that 
there  is  some  trath  in  this.  Its  trade  is 
stimulated  by  the  same  cause  that  injured 
ours  for  so  long.  Its  cotton  manufacture 
has,  no  doubt,  been  galvanised  by  the  low 
exchange  which  has  hurt  Manchester 
so  much.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  a 
great  impediment  is  put  in  the  way  of 
borrowing  in  England  for  railways  and 
other  re-productive  works ;  and,  when 
this  and  the  increased  taxation  is  taken 
into  account,  it  is  very  doubtful  whether 
India  on  the  whole  is  a  gainer.  It  must 
also  be  remembered  that  a  great  part  of 
the  savings  of  India,  for  hundreds  of 
years,  is  invested  in  silver.  India  holds 
Ht  least  £200,000,000  sterling  in  coined 
silver,  and,  perhaps,  as 'much  in  the  shape 
of  ornaments ;  and  this  vast  mass  has 
f  illen  nearly  30  per  cent.,  as  compared  with 
the  gold  money  of  Europe.  Were  silver 
universally  demonetised  it  would  fall  very 
much  more ;  and  were  India  to  adopt  a 
gold  standard,  as  some  have  proposed,  it 
would  be  almost  confiscated.  I  am  sure 
that,  in  the  long  run,  a  bi-metallic  system 
would  conduce  to  the  benefit  of  India ; 
and  all  tnat  I  have  said  of  India  holds 
equally  true  of  China  and  other  silver- 
using  countries.  I  can  only  glance  at 
the  last  great  evil  which  has  sprung 
from  the  disuse  of  the  bi-metallic  sys- 
tem, namely,  the  injury  inflicted  on  the 
cjtton  trade  of  Lancashire.  This  indus- 
try is  the  greatest  but  one  in  the  country. 
It  gives  a  maintenance,  directly  and  in- 


directly, to  two  millions  of  people,  and 
has  suffered  more  than  any  industry  in 
England  during  the  past  15  years,  except, 
perhaps,  the  wheat  growing  districts. 
It  is  not  experiencing  the  revival  of 
trade  which  has  visited  most  other  in- 
dustries ;  its  progress  has  almost  ceased, 
while  that  of  our  great  competitors  is 
proceeding  by  leaps  and  bounds.  Will 
the  House  allow  me  to  give  some  figures 
from  Mr.  Thomas  Ellison's  Annual  Cir- 
cular, which  is  the  best  authority  on  all 
questions  of  cotton  statistics?  In  the 
18  years  from  1871  to  1889  the  con- 
sumption  of  cotton  increased  in  Great 
Britain,  25  per  cent. ;  Continent  of 
Europe,  107  per  cent.;  United  States, 
141  per  cent.;  India,  901  per  cent. ;  in 
other  words,  it  increased  in  India  from 
87,000  bales  to  871,000  bales.  One 
result  of  that  increase  has  been  almost 
to  transfer  a  vast  trade  in  yarn  with 
China  and  Japan  from  Lancashire  to 
Bombay.  I  can  put  this  before  the 
House  in  a  single  sentence.  In  1874 
we  exported  to  China  and  Japan  nine 
times  as  much  yarn  as  was  sent  from 
India ;  now  India  sends  three  times  as 
much  as.  we  do,  and  will  apparently  ex- 
tinguish our  trade  in  the  course  of  time. 
Now,  I  assert  that  one  chief  cause  of 
this  gigantic  increase  of  trade,  is  the 
virtual  bounty  given  to  India  by  the  con- 
stant fall  of  silver  and  exchange.  What- 
ever other  advantages  India  possesses,  Lan- 
cashire can  easily  cope  with  ;  but  this 
bounty  handicaps  her  hopelessly  in  the 
race.  I  do  not  intend  to  go  into  this  com- 
plicated subject,  as  I  shall  be  followed  by  a 
gentleman  who  thoroughly  comprehends 
it  in  all  its  bearings.  I  will  simply  say  that 
the  manufacturing  population  thoroughly 
understand  it ;  they  know  it  is  a  matter 
of  life  and  death  to  them  ;  and  they  will 
make  their  influence  felt  in  this  House, 
either  now  or  at  the  next  General  Elec 
tion,  in  a  way  that  will  surprise  some 
politicians.  I  will  now  ask  the  House, 
to  turn  with  me  to  the  last  division  of 
the  subject,  namely,  the  practicability 
and  desirability  of  re-establishing  the 
bi-metallic  system  internationally.  Let 
me  remind  the  House  that  two  Con- 
ferences have  been  held  in  Paris  for  this 
purpose  ;  the  first  in  1878,  and  the  second 
in  1881.  These  Conferences  were 
called  at  the  joint  invitation  of  France 
and  the  LTnited  States,  and  the  object 
was  to  try  if  an  international  agreement 
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could  be  come  to  for  the  restoration  of 
the  bi-metallic  system.  Germany  was 
not  represented  at  the  First  Conference, 
but  was  represented  at  the  second  one, 
which,  practically,  embraced  all  the  prin- 
cipal nations  of  the  world.  It  is  not 
too  much  to  assert  that  the  refusal  of 
England  to  alter  her  system  was  the  main 
reason  of  the  failure  of  these  Conferences. 
There  is  every  reason  to  believe  that 
if  England  had  agreed,  then  the  United 
States,  France,  and  Germany  would  have 
concurred,  and  probably  nearly  all  the 
States  of  Europe.  The  great  evils  arising 
from  the  demonetisation  of  silver  were 
admitted  by  all,  and  by  none  more  than 
the  English  Delegates,  of  whom  the 
present  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
one,  in  1878.     He  said — 

"A  campaiga  against  silver  would  be 
extremely  dangerous,  even  for  countries  with 
a  gold  standard.  Though  England  had  a  gold 
standard  she  had  grout  interest  in  the  mainten- 
ance of  silver  as  currency.  One>or  two  States 
might  demonetise  silver  without  serious  results; 
but  if  all  demonetised  there  would  be  no 
buyers,  and  silver  would  fall  in  alarming  pro- 
portions. Thus  all,  or  nearly  all,  States  were 
interested  in  silver.  If  all  States  should  resolve 
on  the  adoption  of  a  gold  standard  the  ques- 
tion arose,  Would  there  be  sufficient  gold  for 
the  purpose  without  a  tremendous  crisis  ?  " 
The  subject  is  far  better  understood  now 
than  it  was  then ;  it  would  be  eaeier 
now  to  get  a  general  agreement. 
Germany  has  very  much  altered  her 
views,  and  it  is  believed  to  be  now  ready 
to  join  if  England  will  be  a  party  to 
International  action.  All  turns  upon 
the  policy  of  this  country  ;  we  can  pro- 
long the  era  of  confusion,  or  we  can  close 
it.  I  ask,  which  is  the  nobler  rdle  to  play  ? 
Now,  let  me  deal  as  briefly  as  possible 
with  the  main  objections  against  our 
scheme.  In  the  first  place,  the  weightiest 
objection  is  the  supposed  impossibility  of 
fixing  by  law  a  permanent  ratio  between 
two  articles  which  constantly  vary  in 
the  rate  and  cost  of  production.  No  one 
has  laboured  as  much  as  Mr.  Giffen,  and, 
I  allow,  with  great  ability.  Mr.  Giffen's 
great  object  has  been  to  show  that  the 
French  ratio  did  not  secure  fixity.  1 
think  I  have  proved  that  it  did  so  prac- 
tically in  spite  of  the  extraordinary 
strain  to  which  it  was  subjected,  first,  by 
the  small  gold  supply  early  in  the 
century ;  secondly,  by  the  inundation  of 
gold  after  1850;  and  thirdly,  by  the 
fact  that  France  stood  alone  between 
England,  a  gold-using  country,  and  Ger- 
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many,  a  silver-using  country,  and  thus 
was  first  drained  of  one  metal  and  then 
of  the  other.  If  England,  Germany, 
and  the  United  States  had  been  parties 
to  the  bi-metallic  system  of  France, 
these  slight  variations  would  not  have 
occurred.  The  judgment  of  the  Currency 
.Commission  was  practically  unanimons 
on  this  point.  Even  the  six  members 
who  were  not  in  favour  of  this  country 
becoming  bi-metallic  came  to  the  follow- 
ing conclusion : — 

(Sec.  107.)  "  We  think  that  in  any  condi- 
tions fairly  to  be  contemplated  in  the  future, 
so  far  as  we  can  forecast  them  from  the  experi* 
ence  of  the  past,  a  staple  ratio  might  be  main- 
tained if  the  nations  we  have  alluded  to  (the 
United  Kingdom,  Germany,  the  United 
States,  and  the  Latin  Union)  were  t6  accept 
and  strictly  adhere  to  bi-metallism  at  the 
suggested  ratio.  We  think  that  if  in  all  these 
countries  gold  and  silver  could  be  freely  coined 
and  thus  become  exchangeable  against  com- 
modities at  the  fixed  ratio,  the  market  value  of 
silver  as  measured  by  gold  would  conform  to 
that  ratio,  and  not  vary  to  any  material 
extent.*' 

I  am  aware  that  two  Members  (Sir 
John  Lubbock  and  Mr.  Birch)  put 
in  a  mild  caveat  against  this  view ; 
but  even  if  we  exclude  them,  10  out  of 
1 2  Members  fully  adopted  this  conclusion, 
supported  by  the  great  name  of  their 
Chairman,  Lord  Herschell.  One  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  Member  for  Derby 
(Sir  William  Harcourt),  while  admitting 
the  efficiency  of  the  French  ratio,  feels 
difficulty  in  believing  in  International 
bi-metallism,  on  the  ground  of  the  great 
fall  of  silver  in  the  sixteenth  century, 
namely,  from  11  to  1,  to  15  to  1  of  gold. 
Let  me  reply  that  the  principle  of  Inter- 
national bi-metallism  could  not  then  be 
tested,  as  the  nations  had  not  then  their 
Mints  open  to  the  unlimited  coinage  of 
both  metals  at  a  common  ratio,  and  this 
is  the  indispensable  condition  for  success. 
Each  nation  then  acted  solely  for  itself. 
Coinage  was  made  from  time  to  time  as 
each  Government  thought  best  and  at 
what  ratio  it  thought  fit,  and  the  coins 
were  excessively  dipt  and  worn,  and 
often  debased  by  unscrupulous  Govern- 
ments. For  instance,  at  the  time  of  the 
great  English  re-coinage  of  1695  so 
clipped  and  worn  were  the  coins  that,  on 
the  average,  they  fell  short  50  per  cent, 
of  their  proper  weight,  and  the  Exchequer 
lost  £2,400,000  on  the  operation.  It  is 
absurd  to  compare  such  a  chaotic  system 
with  our  perfect  coinage  regulations  of 


820 


Bi-Meiallum. 


{Arm  18,  1890) 


Bi-MetaUism. 


830 


» 


nowadays.  If  a  true  and  uniform 
bi-metallic  system  had  existed  in  the 
16th  centary,  it  would  have  tided 
over  the  iniSiix  of  silver  from  South 
America,  just  as  the  French  system  tided 
over  the  influx  of  gold  from  CaHfornia 
and  Australia.  Then  it  is  objected  by 
some  that  if  an  International  ag^reement 
were  made*  gold,  being  the  over- valued 
metal,  would  gradually  leave  the  bi- 
metallic countries,  and  silver  would  alone 
remain.  Have  these  persons  ever  suc- 
ceeded in  showing  where  the  gold  would 
go  to  ?  The  area  we  propose  would  con- 
tain a  currency  of  £500,000,000  of 
gold  coin,  and  £200,000,000  of  full- 
valued  silver  coin,  not  counting  token 
coins,  which,  of  course,  do  not  c^me 
within  the  purview  of  the  question.  I 
am  supposing  that  the  Union  embraces 
France,  Germany,  the  United  States,  and 
Great  Britain,  even  without  our  Colonies 
and  India.  Is  it  possible  that  this  large 
sum  of  £500,000,000  could  go  anywhere 
else,  or  be  all  used  up  in  the  Arts  ?  The 
thing  is  absurd.  These  are  the  great 
ditor  nations  of  the  world  ;  iit  least, 

i©  European  ones  are  ;  money  constantly 
flows  to  them  from  all  other  places  ;  they 
can  always  keep  what  they  need  for  their 
currency  requirements.  Besides,  the 
other  nations  of  the  world  which  are 
mostly  silver- using  could  have  no  motive 
in  tfetting  one  metal  rather  than 
another,  as  both  would  be  of  exactly  the 
vahie  fixed  by  International  agreement. 
The  annual  product  of  the  mines  at 
present isthnu^htto  be  about  £24,000^000 
a  year  of  gold,  and  about  the  same  of 
silver.  It  is  supposed  that  nearly  half 
the  gold  is  used  in  the  Arts,  or  hoarded 
in  India  ;  and  hnlf  the  silver  is  used  in 
the  Arts  and  in  the  silver-using  nations 
of  Asia.  There  only  remain  for  all  Borope 
and  America,  for  purposes  of  coinage, 
about  £12,000,000  of  gold  and  about  the 
same  amount  of  silver,  which  is  little 
enough  to  supply  the  wear  and  tear  of 
these  Continents  and  to  meet  tlie  grow- 
ing  demands  of  so  vast  a  population  and 
so  great  a  trade.  It  only  represents  an 
addition  to  the  existing  Stocks  of  1  or 
2  per  c-ent.  annually,  and  is  quite  in- 
sufficient to  disturb  the  equilibrium 
between  tlie  metals.  The  fact  is,  that 
under  a  bi- metal  lie  system  the  currencies 
of  the  principal  nations  w^mld  hardly  be 
affected  at  all.  Each  country  would  keep 
tlie    metal    it    }»ref erred,   and   p]uglaud 
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would  remain  mainly  gold-using,  with 
this  diffei-ence — that  silver  could  be  sent 
to  the  Bank  when  required,  as  is  now  the 
case  with  the  Bank  of  France,  and  form 
a  basis  for  note  issues  as  well  as  gold* 
We  are  told  that  silver  is  inconvonient 
for  large  payments.  This  has  been 
humorously  called  the  "  wheelbarrow  *' 
argument.  The  reply  is  tliat  large  pay- 
ments would  be  made  then  as  now  by 
means  of  bank  notes  and  cheques,  just  as 
is  the  c^se  in  France,  the  only  difEerenc<j 
being  that  the  bank  reserve  will  consist 
of  two  metals  in  place  of  one.  If  need- 
ful, it  could  be  stipulated  that  silver  coin 
should  not  be  legal  tender  between  man 
and  man  lieyond  £2,  though  of  course 
no  limit  could  be  put  upon  its  payment 
by  banks.  Another  objection  is  that  the 
legislation  we  propose  will  benefit  the 
silver  miners,  espi^cially  in  the  United 
States  ;  and  a  foolish  prejudice  is  caused 
by  this  paltry  argument.  In  fact,  no 
benefit  would  accrue  unless  the  present 
market  ratio  of  21  to  1  were  raised. 
It  is  quite  doubtful  what  an  Interna- 
tional Conference  would  do;  it  might 
agree  to  accept  the  present  ratio  or  taJce 
20  to  1,  or  18  to  1,  as  the  future  ratio. 
Some  intermediate  ratio  would  prol^ably 
be  adopted.  8up[>ose  it  is  20  to  1,  how 
would  that  affect  the  American  miners? 
America  produces  £9,000,000  of  silver 
and  £5,000,000  of  gold.  The  surplus  of 
silver  is  £4,000,000  annually.  If  that 
were  raised  5  per  cent,  it  represents  a 
gain  of  £200,000  annually ;  if  10  per  cent, 
it  comes  to  £100,000  a  year.  Tlie  figures 
are  so  trifling  that  it  is  hardly  worth  talk- 
ing of  them  when  we  contrast  them  with 
the  National  Debts  and  fijced  chargea 
which  would  bo  afiected  by  the  standard 
in  which  payment  is  made.  The  fact  is, 
the  whole  silver  product  of  America  is 
worth  no  more  than  the  annual  yield  of 
eggs  !  Great  use  is  made  by  our  oppo- 
nents of  the  argument  that  England,  being 
a  creditor  country,  it  is  her  intierest  to  be 
paid  in  gold  rather  than  in  silver.  That 
is  the  pith  of  the  Amendment  in  the 
name  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Leeds  (Sir  Lyon  Play  fair).  But 
the  great  bulk  of  the  annual  remittances 
to  England  represent  not  gold  interest, 
but  industrial  investments  and  freights ; 
both  of  these  would  come  to  us  quite  the 
same,  whatever  the  standard  money  might 
be-  English  investments  abroad  are 
mainly  in  mines,  plantations,  tea,  coffee, 
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and  sugar  estates,  and  those  inTminerahle 
forms  of  enterprise  which  open  Dp  the 
new  or  backward  countries  of  the  world. 
The  income  from  them  in  no  waj  depends 
npori  t\vj  money  employed  as  the  standard. 
The  amount  enming  home  for  freights  is 
supposed  to  be  £50,000,000  annually, 
The  total  antwiul  surplus  of  imports  over 
exports,  which  is  roughly  supposed  to 
measure  the  indebtedness  to  England, 
exceeds  £100,000,000  a  year,  I  doubt 
whetlier  the  remittances  for  gold  intere,st, 
after  deductin'T  silver  interest,  exceed 
£25,000,000  annually,  and  that  goes  to 
a  very  small  class  of  the  richest  people  in 
this  country.  Lot  me  quote  from  the 
Currency  Commission  (page  35)— 

**  The  only  iBfain  is  in  connection  with  loana 
madti  in  ^oKJ  At  tixed  rates  of  intcsrcst,  and  the 
total  f^jiiuH  from  this  ckss  of  investmontfiBhould 
be  reduced  by  the  loss  on  aimiliir  investmeuts 
iniide  in  silver  or  other  currLney  which  htis 
dp|'roeirtlad  in  compnTiaon  with  gold.  A  large 
jtortinn  nf  this  pain  is  mado  at  the  expense  of 
Br-tifih  eolotiiea  and  depend  en  cit?8  tiueh  as  India, 
iibd  dut'a  not  accrue  to  the  country  at  large,  but 
tu  a  very  limited  claft,^/* 

This  pTits  the  whole  case  in  a  nutshell. 
The  Meml>er  for  Leeds  seems  to  dread  a 
t*>rrent  of  silver  coming  into  thisconntiy 
to  re-pay  debts  contracted  in  gold.  Lot 
me  assure  hiin  that  the  fear  is  purely 
iratigiiiary.  Payments  to  this  country 
are  all  made  in  coniraodities,  and  will 
coutinuQ  to  be  so  made,  whether  the  cur- 
rency is  gold,  ailver,  or  bi-metaHic,  just 
as  they  are  made  to  France,  which  is  also 
A  creditor  country,  and  annually  receives 
a  surplus  of  imports  over  exports.  An 
Amendment  is  to  bc^  moved  by  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Geutleman  the  Member  for  London 
University  (iSir  J.  Lubbock)  implying  that 
the  trade  of  this  country  has  prosp^^red 
because  we  hrive  had  a  gold  standard. 
It  has  alreinly  IjeeTi  ]X">inted  out  that  the 
great  prosperify  of  our  trade  came  to  an 
end  about  1873-74,  and  did  not  experi- 
ence a  real  and  solid  revival  until  last 
year,  or  the  year  befoTO.  Now,  w^e 
virtually  enjoyed  the  benefits  of  the  bi- 
metallic system  nntil  1873-74.  We  could 
always  getafbted  exchange  between  silver 
and  gold  at  Paris,  and  this  gave  us  iden- 
tical money  in  all  the  world  of  commerce 
and  wonderfully  facilitated  our  trade 
with  Asia.  Between  1874  and  1887  there 
was  a  period  of  extraordinary  depression. 
It  U  true  that  we  are  now  experiencing 
a  I'evival  which  would  have  come  long 
before  but  for  the  suicidal  contraction 
Mr.  J^amitd  Smith 


of  the  world's  money  through  the 
demrmetisation  of  silver.  Another  objec- 
tion brought  against  our  scheme  is  that 
London  is  the  financial  centre  of  the 
world,  partly  owing  to  its  gold  staudard 
and  the  certikinty  that  a  bill  on  London 
can  alwnys  be  turned  into  gold.  London 
is  the  financial  centre  because  it  has  the 
largest  reservoir  of  capital,  and  money 
can  l>e  borrowed  here  more  freely  than 
anywhere  else.  Were  London,  Paris, 
New  York,  and  Berlin  to  be  under  the 
same  monetary  system,  of  coarse  London 
would  suffer  uo  disadvantage,  neithfr 
would  there  be  any  demand  for  gold 
rather  than  silver,  as  each  metal  would 
be  equally  useful  m  settling  Litem  at  ional 
balances.  Some  bankers  dread  a  tinanrial 
crii^is  of  this  great  monetary  change  be 
made.  Mr.  Giffen  htis  drawnanapjmlling 
picture  of  all  bank  depositors  suddenly 
clamouring  for  payment  in  gold.  This 
fear  is  quite  imaginary.  No  such  crisis 
occurred  when  the  United  States  began 
coining  silver  as  full  legal  tender*  nor 
when  the  Currency  Laws  of  many  other 
countries  have  been  altered.  The  change 
we  prn|w?8e  would  only  come  slowly  after 
long  deliberation  by  a  Conference  of  the 
leading  nations,  and  one  may  venture 
to  predict  that  the  price  of  silver  in  the 
open  market  would  reach  the  ratio  agreed 
on  long  before  the  time  fixed  for  making 
it  a  legal  tender.  It  would  no  doubt  be 
agreed  that  the  Mints  of  all  the  conti'ae- 
ting  Powers  sliould  be  ojiened  simuU 
taneously  at  a  certain  date  to  the  un- 
limited coinage  of  both  gold  and  silver 
at  a  fixed  ratio,  each  metal  to  be  full  lesjal 
tender  for  all  debts  ;  and  the  knowledge 
of  this  would  equalise  the  value  of  tlie 
metals  long  beforehand,  and  take  away 
all  motive  for  creditors  to  call  in  their 
debts.  If  they  were  foolish  enough  to 
withdraw  their  deposits  they  would  soon 
have  to  replace  them,  as  they  could  not 
make  any  use  of  them  otherwise.  It  is 
said  the  compact  will  not  be  kept,  and  it 
will  give  way  under  stress  of  war,  or 
national  bankruptcy.  There  possibly 
might  be  a  temporary  suspension  of 
specie  payments  by  some  nations  of  the 
group,  just  as  France  suspended  for  a 
short  time  during  the  war  of  1870-71, 
but  the  treaty  would  stipulate  that  when 
specie  payments  were  resumed  it'  should 
be  on  the  old  basis.  It  should  be  i-emem- 
bered  that  the  French  ratio  lasted  70 
years  in  spite  of   numerous   Buspensiona 


833 


Bl-Metallmn, 


{ApstL  18,  1800 1 


Bi-MeiaUum, 


834 


of  specie  payments.     Tiio  United  States 

Isuspeuded  specie  payments  during  their 
Civil  War,  and  all  tlieir  specie  was  ex- 
ported to  Earope^  witliout  disturbing  the 
Freneb  ratio-  Italy  ftnd  Austria  sus- 
pended without  any  injurious  result. 
The  same  result  would  be  witnessed  again, 
with  this  diStirence  :  dint  the  plan  wo 
propose  would  be  far  wirier  and  more 
secure  in  its  foundations.  The  whole 
tendency  of  the  time  is  towards  Iiiier- 
national  action,  and  there  is  no 
kind  of  action  more  necessary  and 
beneficial  than  monetary  legislation.  The 
most  plausible  objection  l>r(iuglit  against 

IXL%  and  the  one  w^hich  most  easily  ex- 
cites vulgar  prejudice,  is,  that  we  favour 
Protection.  I  must  ask  permission  to 
Kay  a  wonl  or  two  about  this.  I  utterly 
disclaim,  for  myself,  the  slightest  desire 
to  bring  about  Protection  ;  all  I  wish  is 
a  just  monetary  standard,  which  will  be 

•  best  attained  by  using  the  two  metals 
jointly,  in  place  of  either  of  them  singly. 
I  defy  anyone  to  point  out  what  article  is 
**  protected,"  except,  perhaps,  wheat,  in 

*the  sbgbtest  possilde  way  ;  but  wheat 
would  not  be  affected  unless  vfQ  alter 
the  present  ratio  of  "11  to  1.  Snppo.se 
the  ratio  ia  altered  to  !20  to  1,  or  18  to  1, 
a  slight  check  would  b:3  given  to  the  im- 
port of  wdieat  from  India;  but  Indian 
wheat  forms    hut    a   small   part   of   our 

•"whole   import.     The  great  bulk   of  our 
wheat  comes  from  America  and  Russia, 
'       and  .the  check    to  Indian   wheat  would 
prolmbly  not  add  more  thon  Is.  or  2s.  to 
the   general  price    of   w^heat ;   and  that 
would  not  arise  from  imposing   a   Pro- 
tective   Duty  but  from  taking  oft'  some 
^_of  the  bounty  which  is  practically  given 
^■to  Indian  exports  by  the  low  rate  of  ex- 
^■change.     If  the   question  of  Protection 
ia  to  be  introduced  into  this  discussion, 

kfchen  it  will  be   found  to  tell  far  more 
forcibly   against  our   opponents.     What 
do  they   seek  but  the   protection  of  gr> Id 
against   silver?     They    wish,    as   far,  as 
^    lies  in  their  power,  to  *' boycott''  silver, 
and  throw"  the  world  upon  gold  alf>ne, 
even  though  such  a  course  should  double 
the  value  of  gold,  and  double  the  weight 
of  the  £4,000,000,000  of  National  Debts 
payable    in    gold,   and     the    far   larger 
Tolume  of  private  debts  in  the  gold-using 
^■countries.       In    trying     to    "  boycott  ^* 
^Rlilver,  they  are  giving  Protection  to  the 
^^ wealthy  capitalist  class,  just  afi  clearly  as 
the  old  Corn  Laws  did  to  the  landowners 


of  this  country.  The  only  diffeuence  is 
that  the  amounts  involved  are  much 
larger,  and  the  protected  class  much 
richer,  and  the  confiscation  of  the  fruits 
of  the  toilers  far  more  sweeping  than 
under  the  old  system  of  Corn  Laws. 
Wiien  the  masses  of  this  country  awake, 
as  those  of  America  have  awaked,  to  the 
magnitude  of  this  question,  they  will  brush 
aw^ay  this  idle  talk  that  we  are  trj'lng  to 
restore  Protection.  They  vdW  discover 
that  our  protected  classes  are  the  w^etUthy 
money  lenders  and  bondholders  who, 
through  the  demonetisation  of  silver, 
have  rol>bed  the  debtor  class  as  much  as 
if  20  per  cent,  had  been  added  to 
the  freight  of  the  sovereign.  Lastly, 
we  are  charged  with  a  desire  to  raise 
prices  artificially.  I  reply,  w*e  really 
want  to  prevent  forcing  them  down  arti- 
ficially by  contracting  the  money  supply 
of  the  world.  We  want  t^>  use  the  two 
metals  which  Nature  gives  automatically, 
and  let  prices  fluctuate  natui*ally  accord- 
ing as  Nature  gives  us  more  or  less  money, 
Wa  wish  to  minimise  the  operation  of 
human  law,  and  accejtt  as  far  as  possible 
the  law  of  Nature.  That  is  true  Free 
Trade.  To  use  both  metals  is  true  Free 
Trade,  while  laws  preventing  the  use  of 
one  of  them  is  Protection.  We  wish  to 
use  both  metals,  and  in  doing  so  we 
believe  trade  will  be  most  stable  and 
least  affected  by  currency  legislation. 
Besides,  our  plan  will  make  it  much 
easier  for  countries  like  Austria,  Russia, 
and  some  of  the  States  of  South  America 
to  resume  specie  payments.  At  present 
they  must  resume,  if  they  do  it  at  all,  in 
gold  alone  ;  but  if  bi-metallism  were 
adopted,  they  could  resume  in  both  gold 
and  silver ;  they  could  di*aw  their 
supp'ies  of  specie  from  the  whole  money 
of  the  w^orid  instead  of  from  only  one- 
ha'f  of  it.  The  plan  we  propose  makes 
in  favour  of  hard  money,  that  is  honest 
money  all  the  w  orld  over.  Our  scheme 
is  ef|ually  opposed  U^  in  Hating  the 
corrency  tu*  contracting  it.  We  believe 
in  the  cunvertibility  of  the  bank  note  and 
in  a  uniform  and  honest  standard  of  value 
all  the  world  over;  and  wc  lielieve  that  the 
two  metals  tied  together  form  a  more 
sta,ple  standard  than  either  separately. 
Gold  discoveries  and  sih^er  discoveries 
seem  to  be  made  alternately,  and  each 
metal  fluctuates  more  violently  by  itself 
than  the  two  when  joi  ned  toge  ther.  1  have 
trespassed  on  the  time  of  the  House  for 
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too  long  ;  my  unJy  apology  is  the  magni- 
tude and  difficulty  of  the  subject.  I 
have  sought  to  put  the  main  features  of 
the  case  as  clearly  as  I  could  before  the 
House,  and  I  hope  it  will  be  seen  that 
the  scheme  we  advocate  is  theoretically, 
as  well  as  practically,  the  most  perfect. 
It  cannot  be  denied  that  tlio  recent 
revival  of  trade  ttslls  against  our  cause. 
The  Budget  Statement  shows  clearly  a 
state  of  general  prosperity  ;  but  this 
prosparity  will  not  last  for  ever.  Fresh 
monetary  dislocations  may  again  ups;>t 
the  trade  of  the  world.  Had  America 
repealed  the  Bland  Act,  and  ceased  coin- 
ing silver^  we  should  have  had  another 
catnvclysm  ;  fortunately,  she  is  g^oing  in 
the  other  direction,  and  tending  more 
and  more  to^vards  the  re-monetisation  of 
silver,  France  still  holds  a  very  large 
stock  of  silver  ;  we  have  no  security  bow 
she  will  act  with  it  until  an  International 
agreement  is  arrived  at.  Germany  still 
holds  a  considerable  quantity  of  its  old 
silver,  cii'culating  like  that  of  France,  at 
its  old  ratio  of  loi  to  1 .  The  whole  situa- 
tion  is  provisiouiil  and  uncertain,  and  iio 
one  c\n  guess  what  developments  may 
occur  within  the  next  few  years.  We 
may  have  entire  re-monetlsation  of  silver 
in  America,  coming  along  with  a  great 
yield  of  gold  in  South  Africa,  which  may 
bring  back  the  old  ratio  of  the  metals ; 
or  we  may  have  fresh  demonetisation 
of  silver  which  may  force  it  down 
much  lower  than  has  yet  been  seen. 
The  presant  is  a  favourable  time  for 
Int^rnatiouftl  negotiations.  The  Temple 
of  Janus  is  closed.  Peace  and  goodwill 
reign  among  the  nations  of  the  world. 
Is  not  this  a  fitting  time  to  call  a 
Conforence  to  settle  this  vexed  and 
complicated  question  1  We  have  had  an 
International  Labour  Conference  with 
good  results.  Can  we  not  have  an  Int^^r- 
national  Monetary  Conference  with  even 
better  results  1  I  appeal  to  the  House  to 
give  a  vote  in  favour  of  Pnigress,  Peace, 
and  Free  Ti*ade,  and  to  lead  the  way  in  a 
policy  that  makes  for  justice  all  the 
world  over. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  **That'*  to 
the  end  of  the  Queetion,  id  order  to  add  the 
words  **  in  the  opinion  of  this  H«>iise  the  ©vila 
whioh  have  resulted  from  the  divergence  in 
the  relative  value  of  silver  and  gold  following^ 
the  monetary  oliangee  which  took  place  in 
Enrope  iti  1873,  can  beat  he  dealt  with  by  a 
Qonference  of  the  chief  Commercial  NattooB 
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of  the  World  called  to  consider  whether  a 
bi-metullic  systenn  can  he  re-eatAlihshe<l  by 
Internalional  agreement  in  the  inter*;sL  of  all 
the  Nations  concerned," — [Mr,  Sttmttti  Stntikt) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  tiie 
Question;* 

*(5J0.)  Sir  W.  HOULDSWORTH 
(Manchester,  N.W,)  :  I  desire  to  seoond 
the  Motion.  There  are  two  propositions 
in  the  Resolution  which  will  be  generally 
accepted— first,  that  about  1873  there 
took  place  a  great  monetary  change  in 
Europe ;  and,  secondly^  that  from  that 
date  an  utiprecedeuted  divergence  in  thf> 
relative  value  of  gold  and  silver  occurred. 
There  is  a  tliird  proposition  intimately 
connected  with  the  other  two,  namely,  that 
certain  evils  have  resulted  from  that 
divergence  between  silver  and  gold. 
The  monetary  change  to  which  I  refer 
was  the  closing  of  the  Mints  of  Fi'ance  and 
the  Latin  Union  to  the  free  eoinage  of 
silver  at  a  fixed  ratio.  The  divergence  in 
the  relative  value  of  silver  and  gold  which 
followed  was  continuous  and  extensive. 
In  1872  silver  was  at  60d.  .;  in  1889  it 
had  fallen  to  4 2d.  These  are  facta  which 
cannot  be  denied.  There  is,  however*  a 
further  question,  which  I  admit  may  be 
a  subject  of  controversy, although  I  should 
have  thought  that  after  the  Report  of  the 
Royal  Commission,  supported  as  it  is  by 
the  unanimous  opinion  of  all  the  |k>* 
litical  economists  of  the  day,  it  would 
have  been  finally  set  at  rv^st.  That  ques- 
tion  is  whether  any  connection  existed 
between  the  monetary  change  of  which  I 
have  spoken  and  the  great  divergence 
tliflt  took  pliice.  Our  argument  is  this: 
Before  1873,  when  Mints  were  op**n 
in  Europe  for  the  free  coinage 
of  silver  at  a  fixed  ratio,  that  circum* 
sUnce  tied  gold  to  silver,  and,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  relative  value  be- 
tween them  remained  constant.  But  in 
1873,  when  those  Mints  were  closed,  new 
conditions  arose.  Silver  then  became  a 
commodity,  and  was  left  entirely  t«»  the 
action  of  the  laws  of  supply  and  demand. 
The  finding  of  the  Eo^tiI  Commission  on 
this  point  is  absolute  and  unanimous. 
The  Commissioners  arrived  at  thesu  two 
conclusions — first,  that  during  the  period 
before  1873,  there  must  have  been  some 
steadying  infiuencc,  apart  from  the  laws  of 
supply  and  demand,  that  kept  the  relative 
value  of  gold  and  silver  approximate  It 
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stable ;  and,  secondly,  t!iat  after  1873 
that  stetidying  influenco  must  have  been 
remured.  After  looking*  over  the  whole 
field  that  was  brought  before  theru,  they 
could  discover  no  otlier  steadying  influ- 
ence which  could  produce  this  effect 
except  the  Bi-metallic  Ijaw  of  France.  It 
was  due  to  bi-inetallisra  that  the  ratio  be- 
tween gold  and  silver  was  maintained  be- 
tween 1803  and  1873,  In  their  investiga- 
tions of  the  variations  in  the  value  of  silver 
in  the  40  years  preceding  1873,  between 
the  highest  and  the  lowest  point,  they  found 
the  difference  was  only  3d,  When  they 
carae  to  the  14  years  after  1873,  they 
found  the  differ^'nce  l^etween  the  highest 
and  the  lowest  point  was  lod.  If  they 
had  continued  their  investigations  to  1 889, 
they  would  have  found  it  reached  17d, 
Farther,  the  Commission  found  that  the 
maximum  fluctuation  in  1872  was  not 
more  than  five-eights  of  a  penny, 
whereas  in  1886  it  was  not  less  than  3d. 
St^ekiog  for  the  causes  of  these  facts,  the 
Commission  found  that  while  in  the  10 
years,  from  1831  to  1840,  the  prcd  action 
of  silver  was  double  that  of  gold,  in 
the  years  from  1851  to  1855  it  was 
only  one-fourth  of  gold,  and  yet,  notwith- 
standing thest!  fluctuations  of  supply,  the 
market  price  of  silver  remained  about  the 
same  during  the  whole  period.  Next, 
taking  the  period  after  1873,  they  found 
the  supply  of  gold  and  silver  had  been 
about  equal,  and  yet  the  fluctuations  in 
the  market  price  of  silver  varied  from 
15|  to  1  to  18  to  1.  With  results  such  fis 
these  before  them  the  Commissioners 
unanimously  came  to  the  conclusions 
I  have  mentioned.  Those  conclusions 
have  been  contested  in  the  public 
Press,  and  by  no  less  an  authority 
than  Mr.  Giffcn,  to  whom  reference  has 
ali'eady  been  made,  Mr.  Gi£fen  has 
denied  that  bi-metallism  had  any  effect 
whatever  in  maintaining  the  ratio  before 
1873,  and  that  the  rupture  of  the  system 
did  not  cause  the  fall  in  the  price  of  silver. 
Now,  Mr.  Gift'en'fl  position  on  this  sub- 
ject is  rather  peculiar.  He  gave  very 
valuable  evidence  before  the  Commission, 
and  prose nted  statistics  whicli  are  the 
foundation  of  om*  conclusions,  and  I  do 
not  desire  in  any  degree  to  disparage  that 
eminent  and  useful  public  servant.  But 
it  is  to  be  regretted  that  he  declined  to 
ve  the  Commission  any  assistance  in 
the  investigation  of  the  practical  p:irt  of 
this  question,  and  absolutely  refused  to 


lay  his  views  l)efore  the  C^mmissiorL 
The  excuse  he  gives,  apparently,  is  that 
he  was  asked  to  come  Ixifore  the  Commis- 
sion OS  the  champion  of  mono- me  tall  ism. 
All  I  can  say  is  that  the  Cummissi oners,  as 
a  body,  certainly  never  asked  Mr.  Giffen  to 
appear  in  that  capacity,  though,  of  course, 
T  cannot  speak  for  the  views  of  indi- 
vidual Members  of  the  Commission.  Mr* 
Giffen  may,  however,  have  had  good 
reasons  for  not  assisting  us  in  onrinvesti* 
gatioDS.  But,  at  any  rate,  I  think  it  was 
a  very  questionable  proceeding  on  his 
jiart  when,  immediately  the  Report  was 
published,  he  violently  attacked  that 
Report,  and  certain  of  the  Commissioners 
pei^onally.  And  when  Mr.  Giiien  went 
80  far  as  to  chamoterise  the  Report  of 
the  Commission  as  a  ticaudal  of  the 
first  magnitude,  I  can  only  say  that 
his  views  on  this  subject  would  have 
had  more  weight  if  he  had  addressed 
himself  to  a  consideration  of  the  Re- 
port in  a  more  judicial  spirit.  The 
main  argument  of  Mr.  Giffen  is,  that 
during  the  period  of  bi-metallism,  there 
were  vatriations  in  the  ratio,  and  this  he 
urges  as  if  it  were  in  itself  destructive 
of  our  theory  of  bi-metallism.  Mr,  GLffen 
went  back  as  far  as  the  year  1581,  and 
coi'tainly  gave  figures  showing  variatioDS 
between  that  year  and  1803  of  23  to 
27  per  cent.  But  we  decline  to  accept 
that  period  as  one  of  effective  bi- 
metallism. From  1803  to  1873,  which 
bi-metallists  ai'e  willing  to  accept  as  a 
scientific  period  of  bimetallism,  though 
it  was  only  in  operation  ovt  r  a  limited 
area,  the  variations  only  ranged  frum  i^ 
to  3  per  cent.  But  it  is  an  entire  mistake 
to  suppose  that  variations  are  inconsistent 
with  bi-metallism.  It  does  not  follow 
that  the  marktt  ratio  is  always  the 
same  as  the  legal  ratio.  The  legal  ratio 
is  not  an  absolute,  but  a  controlling  force, 
keeping  the  variations  in  the  market  mtio 
within  certiiin  definite  limits.  It  acts 
like  the  governor  of  a  steam  engine,  and 
the  effect  of  bi-metallism  is  clearly  mani- 
fested during  the  yeiu's  between  1803 
and  1873  by  the  fact  that  tlie  variations 
of  i^atio  were  very  slight  com  [tared  tj 
what  they  had  been  formerly  and  ttj  what 
they  Imve  been  since,  Mr.  Giffen's 
opinion  carries  weight,  I  know  ;  I  would 
therefore  like  to  strengthen  our  case  by 
quotations  from  undoubted  authorities 
on  such  Bubjects — Professor  Wa'ker, 
Professor    Jevons,    and     Mr.    Biigehot* 
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[Here  follow  quotations  ]  Thus  I  think 
1  Lave  shown  that  the  lii-raetallic  Law 
ig  a  real  power  which  can  bind  tlie 
lepfal  ratio  and  the  market  ratio  together 
VI i thin  certain  variations;  and  that  is 
the  basis  of  our  application  to  the 
House  of  Commons  totii^ht  to  enter- 
tain and  consider  the  question.  I  will 
now  proceed  to  say  a  few  words  on 
what,  perhafjs,  the  House  will  consider  of 
more  importance,  and  that  is  the  evils 
wliich  we  1>elieve  have  artSL'u  from  this 
divergence  in  tlie  relative  value  t>f  gold 
and  silver  which  has  undoubtedly  t.tken 
place  since  1873.  I  nntic^*  that  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  tlie  University  <«f 
London  says  there  ia  no  justifictition  for 
any  fundamental  change  in  the  standanl 
of  value.  Well,  1  ara  rather  at  a  lohS  to 
understand  fully  what  Jie  means  by  *'  no 
justification/*  Does  he  mean  that  no 
effect  whatsver  htia  been  produced  by 
this  diverp^euce  bitween  silver  and  gold 
ince  1873  ?  Does  he  mean  to  my  there 
lias  been  no  injury,  no  loss,  uo  effect 
whatever  upm  tratle  I  I  cannot  think 
he  for  a  moment  w  »uld  make  such  an 
assL'rtion,  because  it  is  utterly  opposed  to 
the  R„»p(»rt  which  he  himself  signed. 
It  is  there  distinctly  acknowledged 
by  the  Commifisiouera,  iu  lh;:t  portion 
of  tlu!  R^p  wi  to  which  the  name 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  attaehecl, 
that  tile  re  had  b.^en  a  serious  amount 
of  loss  and  embarrassment  and  injury 
t.)  trade.  If  he  means  that  there 
has  not  baen  sufficient  jiLstifiimtioii  for 
this  chinge.  then  I  shonld  like  liim, 
when  he  addresses  the  House,  to  tell  us 
what  amount  of  injury,  damage,  and 
loss  he  thinks  is  necessary  in  order  to 
justify  the  change  which  we  propose. 
It  can  be  proved  both  from  pL*rsonal 
knowledge,  and  also  from  statistics,  that, 
during  the  last  18  years,  the  country 
has  been  going  through  a  period 
of  depression  which  has  been  more 
intense  and  more  ])eculiar  than  any  that 
has  preceded  it  for  many  years  before,  and 
it  has  not  been  accounted  for  in  any  way 
e^ccept  by  monetary  causes.  A  Com- 
mission was  appointed  to  examine  care- 
fully into  the  cause  of  the  depression  of 
trade  in  1882.  It  took  an  immense 
amount  of  evidence,  yet  it  could  not  put 
its  finger  upon  any  real  reason  why 
there  should  have  been  such  a  depression. 
But  the  moment  that  the  Currency  Com- 
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mission  met,  ss  will  be  found  from  their 
Report,  paragraph  after  paragraph  show 
they  acknowledged  that  monetary  causes 
had  produced  injury  and  loss  and  dt?- 
pression.  1  know  there  is  a  prevalent 
opinion  that  trade  is  in  a  satisfactory 
state  at  the  present  moment,  but  I  think 
a  great  deal  more  has  been  made  of  the 
late  improvement  than  is  justified  by  tho 
facts.  I  still  hope  that  the  improvement 
may  not  pans  away,  but  I  noticed  thtt 
right  hon*  Geutleman  the  Member  for 
Derby,  last  night,  seemed  to  be  more 
sanguine  than  I  ara  sis  totheimpn^vemeat. 
He  used  the  expression,  "trade  was  revi- 
ving/* From  m}*  knowledge,  I  should 
rather  say  that  trade  had  revived,  and 
that  it  is  again  declining.  Whether 
that  decline  will  go  on  or  not  I  do 
not  wish  to  antieipate»  but  we  have 
had  this  very  peculiar  exjjerience  during 
the  last  18  yeai-a,  which  w^e  never  had 
before  in  commercial  centres,  that  while 
we  have  had  slight  periods  of  improve- 
ment, they  have  only  continued  for  a 
month  or  two,  and  thin  they  have 
passed  away.  We  have  had  what  the 
Cliancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  last  night, 
very  happily  called  *'  false  dawns.*' 
Durinc*  the  last  18  years,  wlien  there  has 
been  an  improvement  in  trade  it  has 
lasttd  only  for  a  few  months  at  a  time, 
or  12  months  at  the  outside.  I  do  not 
know  wiiether  the  right  hon»  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  ha**  noticed  the 
Returns  of  the  exports  for  last  month. 
Tliey  are  very  startling,  because  they 
show  a  falling  off  of  X100,U00,000.  I 
do  not  wish  to  make  too  much  of  this. 
I  do  not  think  it  represc'Uts  a  real  decline 
of  trade.  To  a  large  extent  it  may  be 
accounted  for  by  other  causes,  but.  at  the 
same  time,  fi^ona  my  own  knowledge  of 
the  state  of  trade  both  in  the  iron 
industry  and  in  the  cotton  industry,  I 
have  BO  hesitation  in  saying,  that  if  the 
present  state  of  things  continue  the 
Boai'd  of  Trade  Retiu-ns  during  the  next 
month  and  the  month  after  will  be 
materially  affected.  There  is  no  doubt 
that  not  only  have  prices  fallen,  but 
the  visible  demand  from  abroad »  and 
from  the  home  markets,  in  both  tho 
cntton  and  the  iron  industry  is  percep- 
tibly less  than  it  was.  Take  a  longer 
period.  Last  year,  was  a  good  year,  the 
best  year  we  have  had  for  some  time* 
The  imports  and  exports  then  reached 
£740,UUO,UUO.     But  go  back  to  1883; 
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we  then  had  exports  and  imports  ns 
large.  That  is  to  say,  we  have  made  no 
progress  whatever  sioce  1883,  and  in  the 
intervening  period  of  years  the  total 
amount  of  exports  and  imp<3rt8  waa 
materially  less,  I  shanld  just  like  to 
refer  the  House  to  some  state  me nts 
that  have  appeared  in  the  Pail  Mall 
Gazette,  some  sensational  paragraph  a 
which  I  think  I  ought  to  notice,  A 
statement  has  been  made  that  the 
ix>tton  industry  of  Oldham  is  making' 
lajge  profits.  Some  of  these  profits 
are  given*  One  remarkable  case  is 
mentioned  —  one  amongst  others  — 
of  a  firm  which  lias^  so  it  ia  said,  made 
39  per  cjnt,  profit.  To  say  the  least, 
that  is  a  most  misleading  statement, 
because,  as  far  as  it  is  accurate,  it  only 
means  that  pmfits  have  been  made  at  the 
rat«  of  39  per  cent,  for  the  last  quarter. 
It  is  a  mistake  to  assume  that  this  was 
the  profit  of  the  past  twelve  months. 
They  have  made  nothing  of  the  sort. 

An  hon.  Mfimber  :  The  statement  says 
80 — per  annum, 

*SiB  W.  HOtJIiDSWOETH :  Then  it 
is  untrue,  But  the  only  way  in  which 
39  per  cent.,  even  for  the  quarter, 
could  be  brought  out  is  by  calculating 
the  amount  of  profit  on  the  share  capital 
only.  Now,  it  is  well  known  that  in  many 
cuses,  espaciallyin  Oldham,  the  borrowed 
capital  is  two  or  three,  or  even  four 
times  more  than  the  share  capital.  The 
consequence  is  that  if  the  profits?  that 
have  actually  been  made  were  divided 
over  the  whole  of  the  capital  employed 
in  the  business,  the  percentage  would  be 
reduced  very  materially.  And  a  curious 
fact  is  this,  that  although  that  statement 
is  put  forward  to  induce  people  to  believe 
that  the  cotton  industry  is  doing  well, 
yet  out  of  the  19  mills  which  were  referred 
to  in  the  Fall  Mall  GazetU,  in  12 
of  those  mills  the  shares  are  actually  at 
a  discount,  and  out  of  92  mills  in  tlie 
Oldham  Official  List,  in  54  the  shares  are 
similarly  at  a  discount.  It  is  perfectly 
clear,  therefore,  these  figures  do  not  give  a 
true  representation  of  the  state  of  affairs. 
But  these  figures  would  have  to  be  con- 
sidered from  another  point  of  view  if 
accepted  as  real  profits  made  in  this 
industry.  I  have  a  case  here  of  a  spinning 
business,  which  shows  &  profit  for  the  last 
quarter  of  £3,385,  but  the  way  in  which 
that  profit  has  been  made  was,  at  any  rate, 
as   far    as    £2,500    was  concerned,    by 


speculatittg  in  cotton — not  by  legitimate 
working.  Now,  I  should  like  to  bring 
before  the  House  some  figures,  I  think, 
of  rather  an  astonishing  character.  I 
do  not  adduce  them  for  one  moment 
for  the  purp<:>8e  of  showing  what  the 
effect  of  the  divergence  between  silver 
and  gold  has  been;  hut  I  think  they  are 
sufiBciently  startling  to  induce  the  House 
to  consider  the  state  in  which  our 
industries  are,  as  compared  with  those  of 
foreign  countries.  The  statement  I  hav^^ 
is  a  comparison  between  1870  and  1884, 
and  I  find  that,  taking  the  imports  and 
exports  of  11  of  the  large  Continental 
nations,  they  have  increased  by  no 
less  than  between  50  and  CO  per  cent,  in 
those  years,  whereas  those  of  this  coun- 
try, in  tlio  same  period »  have  only 
increased  by  1 1  per  cent.  Now  what  the 
divergence  in  the  relative  value  of 
silver  and  gold  really  did,  especially  when 
there  was  a  heavy  fall  in  the  value 
of  silver,  was  to  dislocate  the  whole 
machinery  of  trade.  From  the  merchants 
down  to  the  workpeople  they  are  all, 
more  or  less,  affected  the  moment  you 
have  anything  like  a  serious  divergence 
in  the  relative  value  of  the  two 
currencies,  gold  and  silver.  It  is 
very  simple  to  see  how  it  affects  our  own 
country.  Silver,  the  House  will  remem* 
ber,  has  fallen  30  per  cent.  Whenever  a 
fall  takes  place  in  the  gold  price  of  silver 
oni*  of  two  things  nniHt  occur.  Hither 
tbe  gold  price  of  commodities  mubt 
fall,  or  the  silver  price  must  rise, 
or  an  adjustment  must  be  brought 
about  by  both  these  operations  com* 
bined.  You  must  have  an  adjust- 
ment of  some  sort  or  another.  The 
gold  price  of  silver  fell  30  per  cent.,  but 
did  silver  prices  rise?  We  find  thoy 
did  not.  The  consequence  is,  the  whole 
weight  fell  upon  gold,  and  an  adjustment 
had  to  be  brought  about,  and,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  was  brought  alx)ut,  by  the  fall  in 
gold  prict^s.  Silver  prices  remained  as 
they  were.  Now,  what  is  the  effect  of  a 
fall  in  gold  prices  of  anything  like  30  pe»* 
cent  l  Three  clas-ses  are  specially  affected 
The  merchants,  theagricultia-al  induiti'y, 
and  the  manufacturing  industry.  The 
merchant,  to  a  great  extent,  is  not  in  the 
same  position  as  the  capitalist  or  the 
wage-earner,  who  ia  engaged  in  industrial 
operations.  The  merchant  is  more  inde- 
pendent. What  he  really  suffers  from 
is  not  so  much  the  fall  in  silver  as  the 
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flnctnaiions  in  the  rate  of  exchange.  His 
business  is  quite  different  from  what  it 
was  a  few  years  ago.  It  was  not  then  so 
depeudenfc  on  the  slight  \'uriation8  which 
take  place  in  prices  from  day  to  day.  Bat 
now  transactions  are  carried  out  by  tele- 
gra[jh  from  Calcutta  to  Manchester  direct, 
aud  generally  the  trausaction  from  the 
buying  of  the  cotton  to  the  selling  of  the 
articltj  produced  is  completed  in  one  day. 
Tli©  consequence  is  thiU  the  profit  which 
the  merchaut  receives  ta  very  small  in- 
deed, being  nothing  raorj  than  a  small 
commission  for  his  trouble  in  carrying  out 
the  traosiction  ;  and  unless,  day  by  day, 
there  is  constant  business  he  suffers  ccm- 
siderable  loss ;  and  he  finds  exchange 
varieB  frequently,  that  business,  instead 
ol  being  steady  from  day  to  day  or  from 
week  to  weeki  according  to  the  variations 
of  demand,  is  subjected  to  a  series  of 
fits  and  starts.  Whenever  a  new  fall 
takes  place  business  is  stopped  until  the 
exigency  of  the  manufacturer  forces  him 
to  take  the  lower  gold  price*  and  so, 
from  time  to  time,  there  are  checks  upon 
trade  which  are  fatal  to  tlie  successful 
carrying  on  of  tbe  merchant's  business. 
I  think  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
has  fully  recognised  this,  because  in  the 
Conference  alluded  to»  and  which  he 
attended,  I  noticed  ha  put  in  the  forefront, 
in  regard  to  the  difficulties  which  had 
arisen  at  that  time  through  the  fall 
silver,  the  case  of  the  merchant. 
Since  then  the  evil  has  been  inten- 
aitied,  I  put  the  case  of  the  agri- 
culturist and  the  manufacturer  to- 
gether, for,  in  most  respects,  they  may 
be  considered  in  conjunction  for  the 
present  purpose.  The  effect  of  the  fall 
in  the  gold  price  of  silver  has  been  to 
drive  down  gold  prices  in  this  country, 
and  those  engaged  in  industry,  whether 
agricnltural  or  manufacturing,  have  had 
to  accept  a  lower  gold  price.  It  has  not 
been  the  cose  of  one  fall  of  30  per  cent., 
but  it  has  been  a  gradual  going  down  of 
prices  during  the  last  eight,  10,  or  15 
years,  and  lower,  step  by  step,  has  fallen 
tbe  gold  price  which  the  manufacturer 
receives  for  [» is  goods.  The  House  should 
understand  that  tliis  gnld  price  comes 
down  instantly  if  a  fall  has  taken  place 
in  the  gold  price  of  silver.  Those  who 
deal  in  wholesale  markets  are  aware  that 
they  tfci'O  very  sensitive  to  any  action 
or  any  rumour  which  ha^?  a  ten- 
dency to  affect  prices,  and  the  con- 
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sequence  is  that   the  moment  there   is 
anything  in  the  atmosphere  which  ought 
to   lower    gold    price    immediately    th« 
gold  price  goes  down  in  the   wholesale* 
market.    But  what  position  is  the  maou- 
fticiurer  in?     If  the  manufacturer  has  to 
reduce  the  gold  price  which  he  receives  in 
exchange  for  his  goods  by  5  or  1 0  per  cent 
he  suffers  immediately  loss  unless  be  can 
at  once  reduce  the  cost  of  hia  productio 
by  a  similar  amount.     The  itema  wliic 
make  up  the   cost   of   production  are— 
tii*st,    his    lent,    including     interest    to 
bankers  and   to  mortgagees  ;    secondlygc 
articles  consumed  in  the  business  ;  and;" 
thirdly,    wages.      With    regard   to   rent 
and  interest  on  mortgages  the  manufac- 
turer   cannot    get    the     rate      reduo 
immediately,    as   he   is   often    under 
contract    for    years.      With    regard    to 
articles    of    consumption,    he    is    ofteikj 
under   contract  for  12    months,  or 
to   deal    with   a   middleman,  who   does 
nut    freely    give    him    the     benefit    of 
the    lower   gold   prices.     As   to   wagis, 
they  are  not  adjusted  day  by  diy,  and 
cannot     be      adjustetl     at     all     exce 
with  a  considerable  amount  of  friction^ 
I    have    here   some   figures   hA   to    the 
effect  of  this  fall  in  gold  prices  upon  a 
particular  business.     In  IBM  I  find  that 
the  selling  value  fell  from  IDO  to  88,  and 
the  co.st  of  production,  exclusive  of  raw 
material,  only  fell  from  100  to  99 ;  in  1875 
the  selling  value  fell  to  81,  and  the  cost  of 
production   to  94.     Then,   in    1876,  the 
selling  value  fell  to  05,  whilst  the  cost  of 
production  fell  only  to  86.     During  that 
period,  therefore,  the  manufacturer  was 
j*educed  to  cost  prices,  or  possibly  some- 
thing  below  it,   and   so   was   gi'adually 
adding  to  his  indebtedness  to  his  bankers 
and    others,    and     getting    a    millstaua 
around  his  neck  %vhich  he  could  not  throw 
off.     This  explains  the  depression  which 
has   been  prevalent  in   the    textile  and 
mining  and  iron   industries  during  the 
liiat  18  years,  while   there  has  been  thig 
stt^ady  fall  in  the  gold  price,  attributabla 
to  the  fact  that  there   has  been  a  fall  in 
the  gold  price  of  silver.     It  will  be  si^id, 
1  have  no  doubt,  by  eorae  Members  thttt 
this  is,  after  all,  only  a  question  of  a  little 
loss  to  the  capitalist  which  be  can  very  well 
bear.      But  it  is  a  much  larger  question, 
because,  although  the  brunt  falls  upon 
him  first,  the  effect  goes  downwards  to 
the  wage-ejirner,  who,  year  after  joar, 
h^s  been  called  upon  to  suffer  some  loss  of 
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wages.  Then  no  doubt  ifc  will  be  asiid— 1 
think  it  was  said  before  the  Royal  Cora 
mission — "  Yes,  bnt  although  the  wage- 
earner  has  less  wages,  still  he  cannot  be 
any  the  worse  off,  because  the  price 
of  commodities  will  also  be  lower," 
I  think  it  will  be  fouud,  however,  that 
the  wage-earner  does  not  get  the  benefit 
in  the  fall  in  the  price  of  commodities  ; 
certainly  not  for  a  very  long  time,  and 
that  is  the  reason  why  the  working 
classes  join  their  employers  so  heartily  in 
this  movement,  believing  it  is  at  the  root 
of  the  depression  and  of  the  loss  which  they 
have  sustained  during  the  last  18  years, 
I  should  like  to  atrengthen  ray  observa- 
tions by  a  quotation  from  the  Report  of 
the  Royal  Commission  signed  by  those 
Members  of  the  Commission  who  do  not 
recommend  bi-metallijsm.     They  say— 

**  So  far  as  the  fall  in  prices  can  lie  connected 
with  the  currency,  it  must  tend  to  diminish  the 
nmrgin  of  profit,  or  even  to  cau^e  it  to  disappear 
altogether  Thia  necebaarily  resiults  in  un 
effort  OQ  the  part  of  lh«  miinufacturtirto  econo- 
mise the  coat  of  production  hy  redncing  the 
wages  of  the  operatives.  Even  if  the  roanufac* 
tnrers  could  succeed  in  reducing  wages  Buffi* 
cienUy  to  maintaia  their  former  position,  this 
could  only  be  dooe  after  considerable  struggleB, 
and  an  amount  of  friction  very  undeairable." 

Again — 

**  It  Beema  by  no  means  clear  that  there  has 
heen  a  fall  in  the  price  of  all  that  the  wage* 
earner  needs,  and  upon  which  biB  wages  ate 
expended,  equivalent  to  the  reduction  of  wages 
which  has,  in  fact,  taken  place/* 

I  think  that  there  can  be  no  doubt  that, 
although  the  brunt  of  the  losa  niay  fall 
apon  the  manufacturer  and  the  farmer, 
the  wage-earner  is  ultimately  the  greatest 
sufferer.  That  is  the  reason  why 
the  wage-earning  classes  have  joined  the 
employers  in  this  movement.  They 
believe  that  they  have  discovered  in  our 
pregent  system  of  cun*ency,  the  cause  of 
the  depression  from  which  they  have 
suffered.  This  is  especially  tht*  view 
taken  by  the  people  of  Lancashire. 
Although  trade  has  improved*  upon  the 
whole,  the  improvement  in  Lancashire 
has  been  very  slight  and  very  shortlived. 
Another  point  I  ought  to  mention  is  the 
Btimulua  that  has  been  given  to  cotton 
spinning  in  India.  Thia  question  was 
examined  by  a  Committee  of  the  Man- 
chester Chamber  of  Commerce,  and  their 
Report  shows  that  a  great  jiart  of  the 
cotton  Rpinning  industry  of  Lancashire 
has  been  transferred  to  India,  where^  as 
&n  eff^i  o£  the  faU  iu  exchange^  spinning 


mills  have  been  stimulated  to  an  un- 
natural extent,  and  while  the  exports  of 
yarn  from  India,  to  China  and  Japan, 
have  increased  between  I87t>  and  1887 
from  70,000,000  lbs,  to  113,000,000  lbs., 
the  exports  from  Lumcashire  to  these 
counties  have  remained  stationary,  and, 
during  some  periods,  have  actually  de- 
creased. I  find,  in  point  of  fact,  that  in 
1887  the  exports  to  China  and  Japan 
were  considerably  less  than  in  1881,  and 
wliile  the  trade  of  these  English  mills  has 
been  taken  away  from  Lanciishire,  Lan- 
cashire has  found  nothing  to  put  in  its 
place.  For  the  total  ex|X)rts  of  cotton 
yarn  from  England  has  decrt^ased  in 
1887  as  compared  with  1881  by  4,000,000 
lbs.  1  ought  perhaps  to  notice,  however, 
that,  within  the  last  few  months,  a  re- 
action has  taken  place  in  India,  as, 
according  to  the  Bombay  Gazette,  the 
cotton  industry  is  now  in  a  somewhat 
critical  state  in  that  country,  owing  to 
tiie  fiuii  that  too  many  people  liave 
been  tempted  to  engage  in  it.  This  m  the 
natunil  consequence  of  an  artificial 
stimulus.  What  we  want,  iu  order 
to  correct  the  evils  I  have  attempted 
to  describe,  is  not  inflation  or  pro- 
tection, but  stability.  But  how  we  are 
to  get  stability  in  our  standard  of 
value,  as  long  as  we  have  no  connecting 
link  between  gold  and  silver,  it  is 
impossible  for  me  Ui  conceive.  One  half 
of  the  British  Empire  uses  silver,  while 
the  other  half  carries  on  its  dealings 
in  gold.  And,  consequently,  it  will 
not  be  toa  much  to  say  that  it 
will  be  absolutely  necessary,  in  the 
course  of  a  few  years,  to  establish 
some  connecting  tie  between  the  two 
currencies  employed  in  the  British  Em- 
pire, to  say  nothing  about  other  silver- 
using  ooun  tries.  In  one  sense,  I  may  say, 
we  bi-metallists  are  mono-metallists,  be- 
cause we  believe  that  if  there  could  be 
one  mettd  which  would  serve  as  a  cur- 
rency  for  the  whole  woild,  that  would 
be  the  best  system  we  could  adopt.  As 
it  is,  however,  one -half  of  the  world 
uses,  and  will  use,  silver,  and  the  other 
half  uses  gold.  The  question  to  be  solved 
is,  whether  we  can  sit  connect  the  two 
currencies  as  to  tie  silver  and  gold  to- 
go ther,  so  that,  although  you  may  have 
different  currencies  and  dilTerent  coins, 
you  will  have  but  one  standard  of  value. 
I  have  to  thank  the  House  very  much 
for    the    patienco   with   which    it    has 
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listened  U\  wliat*  1  am  afraid,  Las  l>t?en 
a'l    excetiditigly  dry   statement,  full   of 
mat  fcers  of  detail,  but  the  question  is  cer- 
tainly a  very  serious  one.     It  is  said  that 
the  pri'^e    of   silver    is    beiag    raised    in 
Ameriei^  bul;  what  wo  have  really  to  look 
at  is»  whether  the  price  uf  silver  will  he 
maintained  in  a  stable  condition  ?     Ajs  far 
as  1  am  personally  concerned,  I  do  not 
■leare    very    much    what    ratio   may    be 
oeepted  as  long  as  a  stable  ratio  is  esta-b- 
lished.      If   a   Conference    is   called   to 
establish  a  x'^atio,  I  have  no  doubt  it  will 
be  able  to  do  8t> ;  but  that  ratio  will  pro- 
bably not  be  widely  different  from  that 
which    exists   between    the  two  metals 
at   the    time    the    ratio   ii   fixed.      The 
main    point   is,    that  whatever  is   done 
should  be  done  with  as  little  change  as 
pi>ssible,  and,  having  said  this,  I  trust  that 
the  House  will   very  seriously  consider 
this   important   question    as  one  which 
vitally  affects  the  interests  f»f  trade, 
»(6.450    The    FiaST   LORD   of   thb 
TREASURY  (Mr,  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster):  Sir,  I  jnin  with  my  hon. 
Friend  behind  me  and  the  hon.  Memljer 
who    has    spoken  from  the    other    side 
of      the      House     in      attributing     the 
highest  importance  to  this  question.      I 
think  tlie  House  is  indebted  to  them '  for 
the   moderation   with   which  they  have 
stated  their  case,  and  the  evident  desire 
which  they  manifested  to  reach  a  sound 
and  satisfactory  conclusion.     But  their 
spcreches  have  only  shown  the  great  diffi- 
culties which  surround  the  question.  My 
hon.  Friend  has  stated  that  the  fall   in 
prices  is  attributable   wholly  to  the  fall 
in  the  price  of  silver.     It  is,  no   doubt, 
attributable  to  that,  concurrently  with 
other  causes.     But  I  have  not  been  able 
to  find  any  evidence,  either  in  the  argu- 
ment's addressed  to  this  House  or  in  the 
Report  of  the  Commission,  or  elsewhere* 
which  is  absolutely  conclusive  to  show 
that  the  fall  of  silver  is,  in  point  of  fact, 
intimately  connected  with  the  fall  in  the 
value  of  commodities  in  different  j>arts  of 
the  world.     We  must  iisk  those  who   de- 
sire this  enormous  change  in  the  currency 
of  this  country,   upon   which   our  great 
commercial  transactions  rest,  in  what  way 
they  connect  the    one    result   with   the 
other  t     I  have  been  at  some  pains  to  ex- 
amine our  Trade  Reports  during  the  last 
few  years.     There  has  been  a  fall  whicli 
is  most  distressing    to    many    of   those 
interests  which  have    heen  engaged   in 
Sir  W,  Hoiddmcovth 


the  production  of  particular  commo<litiea. 
But  the  fall  has   not    been  uniform    or 
constant.     Tiicre  have  been  variations  in 
prices  ;  there    are    now    variatitins  of  a 
very  remarkable  character.     I  will  rt*f€r 
to  Bomo  prices  of  our  imports  and  export* 
between  the  years  1885  and  1889.  Many 
articles  have  fallen  considerably ;  others, 
like  coffee  and  fish,  have  risen.     Animals 
— oxen  and  sheep — have   fallen    1 6  and 
19  per  cent.     But   these    very   articles* 
which  in  188£>  had  fallen,  will  be  shown 
in  \S0O  to  have  risen.     I  believe  wheat 
is  now  dearer  than  it  has  been  for   some 
years.     But  coffee,  fish,  hemp,  jute,  have 
risen  from  13  to  31  per  cent.     Copper 
ore  is  dearer  than  it  was  in  1885*     Iron 
ore  has  risen   12  per  cent,   and   manu- 
factured articles  are  cunsidorabiy    deajCT 
than  they   wT?re.      These    variations   in 
prices  are  shown  to  exist  notwithstanding 
the    continued    fall    in    silver.      Some 
articles  have   thus   risen,   while  others 
have  fallen  in  value.     But  I   think    my 
hon.  Friends  will  be  preiiai-ed  to   admit 
that  if  a  universal  law  had  applied  to  the 
value  of  a  great  number  of  articles  which 
are  abstracted  from  the  ground  or  grown 
fju     the     ground,      or       manufactured, 
unifi>rmly  with  the  fall  or  rise  of   silver, 
we  should  have  had   a  different   rt  turn 
from  that  which  is  shown  in   the    publiflk 
dix^uraents   to   which   I  have    referred. 
My  hon.  Friend  has  said  that   what 
desires  is  stability.     We  all  recognise  th( 
force  of  that.     But  he  pri>poses    to   hnl 
silver   witli    gold,     in    ortier    that   tJii*l 
stability  shall  be  maintained,     Tl^t 
say,  that  the  metal  ^vhicli  has  llut 
ill  price  shall  lie  joined  with  gold,  wliiokj 
has  not  fluctuated,     [*'  No,  no.'']     I  havo^ 
not  heard  any  proof  that  there  has   been] 
a  iluctuation   in  the  value  of   gold,     I, 
think  I  have  not  unfairly  stated  the  view' 
which  my  hon.  Friend   takes.     He    has 
argued  vfith  great  ability  that  tho  owner! 
of  silver  ought  to  be  able  to  take  a  bar  of] 
silver  to  the  Mint  and  insist  that  it  shalll 
be  turned  into  coin  at  a   fixed  rate.    Ii 
has  been  profitiible    for   the   ownera 
silver  mines  to  produce  aii   enormoasl] 
increased  amount  of  silver  during  the 
20  years.  The  production  has  quadruple 
and  reached  124  millions  a  year.     It 
been  possible  for  them  to  sell  this  silvf] 
at  4  2d.  an  ounce.     If  it  is  profitable  w\ 
sell  at  that  price  it  would  be  possible,  if 
a  fixed  ratio  were  established,  by  tender* 
ing  at  a  higher  value  than  42d.,  to  make 
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a  larger  profit  and  increase  the  quititity 
tendered  to  the  Aliat  imd  request  tliat  it 
shonld  be  returned  in  coin.  The  rosalt 
would  be  to  [:»rijd«ce  that  excess  of  silver 
coinage  wliich  tt  was  the  object  of  tlie 
Latin  Dnion  in  1873  to  put  an  end  ti>. 
Why  should  the  memb.^rs  of  the  Litin 
Union  dechne  to  continue  the  jystam 
which  prevailed  up  to  187.*^  1  1  can  onlj 
assume — I  do  not  pos^  -  ^  -  know^thitt 
the    increase    of    tL  yf    silver 

alarmed  the  men  '  Uc  Latin  Union. 

The    German  G  nt    declined    to 

oontinue  the  coiuikgu  oi  silver.  My  hon. 
Friend  behiufl  me  has  referi'ed  to  ttie 
Indian  railla  and  the  Ixiuuty  which  the 
full  in  silver  confers  upon  thuni,  T quite 
agree  that  the  Indian  producer  is  at  Bouie 
advantage  ascompLtred  with  this  country, 
Admitting   that  the    English   mereliant 

fis  a^jisomy  disadvantatreasc^miparedwitli 
tib? factory  owner  in  Bum  bay,  we  cannut 
g^ieralise  fro!u  that  on  the  whole  trmie 
^ith  India,  The  statistics  show  that  in 
1873  990,000,000  yards  of  cotton  jroods 
were  exported  from  the  United  Kingdom 
to  British  India.  That  fiLTure  increased 
in  1877  to  1,305,000,000 yards;  in  1^82 
to  1,522,000,000  yards  ;'and  in  1S87  U^ 
1,81*-2|000,000  yards.  In  other  words,  in 
spite    of  the  enormous  development  of 

■  the  cotton  trade  in  India,  our  exports  to 
India  of  cotton  goods  increased  50  per 
cent,  between  1877  nml  1887. 

♦Sir  W.  ho LILEKS WORTH:  May  I 
explain  that  the  Indian  mills  do  not 
manufacture  piece  goods  to  any  great 
extent  ?  The  question  is  as  to  the  yarns 
they  produce. 

♦Me.  W.  H.  SMITH:  My  hon.  Friend 
is  in  possession  of  technical  knowledge 
which  I  do  not  possess,  and  I  am  quite 
sure  he  is  aecurat-e  in  his  statement ;  but 
I  may  at  least  rely  on  this:  that  uotwith- 

I  standing  all  the  disadvantages  which  I 
admit  the  excliange  imposes  on  the 
English  mereliant,  there  has  been  during 
the  hist  15  years  a  vgyj  considerable 
increase  in  tlie  cot t^>n  trade  with  India, 
although  during  that  period  the  rate  of 
exchange  has  fallen  from  Is.  lid.  to 
Is,  5d.  Therefore  the  trade  must  have 
been,  on  the  whole»  profitfible,  and  no 
JL  doubt  it  has  been  conducted  with  the 
H  wisdom  and  skill  which  Lancashire  mer- 
^  chants  always  display  rn  their  business. 
The  value  of  the  exports  of  the  United 
Kingdom  to  India-  and  tliat  means 
largely  the  export  of  liaucashire  gocds — 


shows  an  Increase  of  M  per  cent,  during 
the  qniuquennial  period  ending  1882, 
and  p^other  increase  of  14  per  cent, 
durujg  tlie  quinquennial  period  ending 
ld^7.  I  admit  that  there  has  been  an 
enormous  iTierease  in  the  number  of 
spindles  and  looms  in  India  and  a  great 
increase  in  the  citport  of  yarn.  In  1876 
the  spindles  numbered  1,100,000,  and  in 
1887  they  numl>ered  2,200,000.  Seeing 
that  we  share  in  the  prosperity  of  India, 
I  ask  whether  that  is  a  circumstance  to 
be  deplored — whether  we  have  any  right 
to  regret  that  India  is  developing 
manufactures  and  supplying  so  largely 
that  part  of  the  world  with  it8  manufa^^- 
turus  i  Would  it  be  right,  hy  adopting 
any  change  in  our  financial  policy^  to 
check  an  industry  whicli  appears  to  be 
so  saccessful  ?  My  hon.  Friend  said  tliat 
the  ratio  to  bo  determined  by  any  par* 
ticular  international  agreement  was  a 
matter  of  no  consequence.  I  think  it  is 
a  matter  of  very  considerable  conse- 
quence. The  very  first  question  that 
wonld  be  asked  of  us  if  we  proposed  a 
Conference  would  be,  **What  ratio  do 
you  propose  to  fix  between  the  values 
of  .silver  and  gold?  W^e  are  very  large 
holders  of  silver,  and  we  shall  be  largely 
influenced  by  the  view  which  yoxi  take. 
Silver  at  the  present  moment  is  45d.  or 
46d.  an  ounce.  Before  we  enter  this 
Conference  we  want  to  know  whether 
yon  are  prepared  to  re*monetise  silver 
at  the  price  which  it  cost  us 
some  10  or  15  years  ago.**  If  a  man  had 
debts  owing  tti  him  lie  would,  I  think, 
hesittite  to  receive  payment  for  them  in 
silver  forced  20  or  30  jier  cent,  above  its 
present  value.  I  listened  attentively  to 
the  8|>eech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
opened  the  debate,  and  I  observed  tliat 
he  was  of  opinion  that,  somehow  or  other, 
those  to  wliom  debta  are  due  are  exacting 
by  fmud  something  like  £30,000,000  a 
year  from  their  debtors  I  have  n*it  been 
able  to  Sfe  how  he  arrived  at  that  con- 
clusion. I  do  see  that  he  would  prnjiose 
to  pay  them  in  a  currency  and  metal 
which  would  probably  be  worth  h.ss  by 
£30,000,000  a  year  than  the  metal  and 
currency  in  which  they  are  at  present 
entitled  to  be  paid. 

*-Mk.  S.  SMITH  :  My  argument  was 
that  £200,000.000  ore  annually  paid  by 
this  country  for  fixed  charges,  conti'acted 
mostly  when  gold  and  silver  were  at  a 
ratio  of  15^  to  I.     The  demonetisation 
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of  silver  lowered  the  value  of  silver  30 
per  cent,  and  increased  tluit  of  gold 
40  ])Qr  cent.  ;  and  na  the  increased  pur- 
chasing power  of  *<old  is  due  to  this 
circumstance,  creditors  are  now  reccivinf^ 
20  per  cent,  more  than  they  are  entithd 
to  on  the  basis  on  which  the  debts  were 
contnw!ted. 

♦Mr,  W.  H.  smith  :  1  should  like  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  go  into  a  court  of 
morals  and  endeavour  to  prove  bis  case. 
I  should  be  glad  to  listen  to  tlie  arg^u- 
meiit  that  would  be  urged  on  both  sides, 
and  tu  the  deciision  that  would  be  given. 
He  says  tliat  these  debts  were  contracted 
on  a  bi-me  till  lie  basis.  They  were  con- 
tracted upon  the  basis  of  the  currency 
which  watJ  establLshed  in  1816.  Everyman 
who  has  Ix/rrowed  in  gold  is  bound  to 
pay  in  gold,  and  even  in  America  t!iere 
are  gold  debt^  and  silver  debts.  This  is 
not  the  first  time  that  the  House  of 
Commons  has  debated  the  subject  of 
bi  -  metal  lis  m.  My  attention  has  l:x?en 
drawn  to  a  Motion  made  by  Mr.  At t wood 
just  60  years  ago.     He  moved — 

•*  That  it  Ls  expedient  to  repeal  so  much  of 
the  Act  56  George  III.,  c,  68,  aa  declares  gold 
ooiuB  the  only  legal  tender  in  paymeot  of  all 
BumH  bejood  (be  amount  of  406.»  und  toeeUb- 
lish  that  gold  and  silver  ooiti»  of  the  realm, 
coined  in  the  relative  proportion  of  15i  lb. 
weight  of  sterling'  eilvtr  to  I  lb>  of  aterling 
gold,  Ahull  be  a  legul  tender  tn  all  money 
engagements,  ua  directed  and  ordered  by  the 
Troclamatiou  of  the  fourth  year  of  George  I/» 

When  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  is 
prepared  to  put  a  distinct  proposition 
before  the  House  as  to  the  value  at 
which  silver  is  t  >  be  re-monetised  we  may 
understand  what  it  will  involve.  It  was 
pointed  out  by  Mr.  Herries,  in  the  debate 
on  Mr  Att wood's  Motion,  that — 

'♦  Eveiy  man  who  had  claima  payable  upon 
demondf  every  man  who  held  notes  of  emaU  or 
great  value,  every  man  who  had  debts  out- 
stHTtdiDg  would,  if  he  secured  the  amount  of 
what  waa  due  to  him  before  lhi»  Keaoluilon 
p»«st^d  into  law,  get  the  whole  of  hiej  money  ; 
whereas  if  he  delayed  beyond  that  period  he 
could  only  get  £9d  for  every  £100." 

lb  pass  such  a  Resolution,  Mr*  Herries 
said,  w^oald  be  tlie  greatest  of  disasters  to 
a  mercantile  country.  It  would  result 
in  this  :  that  all  those  who  were  entitled 
to  demand  money  advarjeed  by  them 
would  instantly  require  that  it  shuuldbe 
paid,  and  in  the  coin  and  currency  in 
which  the  debt  had  been  contracted. 
Mr.  Merries  j^ointed  oat,  wnth  overwhelm- 
ing force,  that  the  inevitable  result  of 
Mr.  S.  SmitA 


such  a  sudden  change  in  the  basis  of  our 
circulation  and  mercantile  transactions 
would  be  t<-»  produce  a  panic,  with  ab- 
solutely disastn-iu8  consequences.  A 
change  is  proposed  to  be  made  because 
it  would  lie  advantageous  to  the  debtor, 
But  if  that  be  so,  the  creditor  has  aright 
to  say,  **  I  w  ill  not  wait  for  this  change.  I 
insist  upon  having  while  I  tan  all  that 
belongs  to  me/*  I  appeal  to  hon.  Gentle- 
men, considering  the  vast  credit  transac- 
tions which  go  on  in  this  country,  con- 
sidering the  transactions  which  we  have 
with  the  wliole  world,  to  form  some  idea 
of  the  disastic'rs  whicli  would  result  from 
such  a  desire  on  the  part  of  fhe  creditors 
to  claim  w^hat  was  due  to  tb<5in  liefore 
such  a  change  was  miide.  Sir  Robert 
Peel,  on  that  occasiou,  stud  the  notion  of 
a  double  standard  w^as  utterly  falt'icious 
and  would  be  found  utterly  impi'acti* 
cable.  1  entertain  the  same  yiewi^  I 
believe  that  the  projjosal  isirapracticabif, 
and  that  any  attempt  to  carry  it  out 
would  produce  a  terrible  state  of  disaster. 
I  need  not  apologise  for  quoting  the  words 
of  Lord  A I  thorp,  w^hen  he  said — 

'*  Ho  was  perfectly  satisfied  that  it  would  be 
utterly  impossible  to  alter  the  value  of  our 
money  without  produiiing  an  effect  upon  the 
commerce  of  the  country  that,  with  rt^ferenco 
nut  only  to  our  exchanges  with  forei{^!i  coun- 
tricB  but  to  our  domestic  affairs,  must  be  in  the 
highest  degree  mischievous  and  distructivr* 
It  was  of  the  utmost  importance  thut  the 
measure  of  value  should  remaiu  fixed,  iiad  he,, 
for  oae,  th-drefore,  would  not  consent  to  any 
further  ftltcraiioa  ia  our  monetary  system.'* 

There  has  been  thn^ughout  the  discus- 
sion a  suggestion  uf  the  scarcity  of  money, 
and  the  necessity  of  monetising  &ilv*^er  in 
order  to  afford  sufficient  currency  for  the 
transaetioDs  of  the  world,     1  speak  witk. 
great  humility,  because  I  am  not  a  great  1 
tinancial  authority  ;  but  it  does  appear  to 
me  that  silver  and  gold  have  little  to  do 
beyond  constituting  a  measure  of  value  i 
—a  mcasui-e  of  value  son^ethiDg  like  that 
famous  standard  yard  locked  up   lu  the 
Board  of  Trade.     Within    the    last   few 
years  there  has  been  a  development  of 
our  banking  system  all  over  the  world  to 
such  an  extent  thut  gold  for  the  purpose 
uf  tictual  commerce  and  trade  has  become 
simply    the    mtasure    of    value,    and    I 
am  not    able    in    the    slightest    degre 
t-o    detect     any     evidence     cf      a    de 
ficiency  of  gold.     One  of  the  first  meanii 
of  detecting   it   would  be  in  in  the  dia 
counts.     A  scarcity   of  gold  riasbd  thi 
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rate  of  discount.  But  during  tlie  lasi  15 
years  tlie  rate  of  discimnt  has  Ixjen  ex- 
tremely low  in  this  country.  There  has 
been  no  absence  of  credit,  and  there  has 
been  no  deficiency  in  that  material 
without  whicli  entei'prise  cannot  proceed. 
I  have  looked  into  the  average  rates  of 
discount  from  1874  to  18tS8,  and  I 
find  that  in  only  one  year,  1882,  when 
it  was  4^,  did  the  average  exceed  3|. 
It  ranged 'from  3  and  ^  to  2,  2i,  3  J,  and 
2|.  That  is  a  conclusive  pi-oof  that 
there  was  plenty  of  what  I  should  call 
mercantile  money  for  the  purposes  of  the 
business  of  the  world.  There  has  been 
a  gr«^at  fall  of  prices  in  wheat,  and  many 
otber  articles  ;  but  I  venture  to  maintain 
the  opinion  that  that  fall  is  due  rather  to 
the  abundance  of  money  than  to  its 
deficiency,  to  the  enterprise  which  has 
prevailed  throughout  the  world  in  a  time 
of  general  peace,  and  the  facility  with 
which  men  can  enter  int<:>  vast  com- 
mercial ti*ansactions.  We  are  ttild  that 
railways  and  stL^amhuats  existed  before 
1874.  They  did  exist;  but  the  develop- 
ment of  the  world  by  railways  and 
steamboats  has  been  something  absolutely 
enormous  during  the  last  15  years. 
There  is  no  comparison  l>etween  1890 
and  1874  in  the  facilities  afforded  to  the 
trader,  the  merchant,  the  producer,  in 
all  parts  of  the  world.  Railways  brinj? 
produce  from  distant  parbs  of  India,  for 
instance,  to  the  coast,  steamers  bring  it 
from  the  coast  to  our  wharves  and  quays 
at  a  price  which  hardly  exceeds  the  cf>st 
of  transit  from  New  York  20  years  ago. 
Thes  *  changes  account  largely  for  the 
great  fall  in  prices  which  has  taken  place. 
But  tint  fall  is  not  univoi'sal.  It  is  con- 
fined largely  to  articles  of  universal  pro- 
duction, which  can  be  brought  to  our 
markets  from  all  parts  of  the  world. 
But  articles  limited  in  production,  such 
as  articles  of  art,  have  increased,  and  will 
coutinne  to  incr^aase,  in  value.  If  that  be 
the  cas :',  the  argument  liased  u]X)n  the 
fall  cf  silver  is  not  a  Bound  argument. 
I  agree  with  the  paragraph  in  the  Report 
which  says  that  the  change  proposed 
would  bj  a  leap  in  the  dark.  I  feel  that 
it  wuuld  be  a  tremendous  leap  in  the 
dark,  and  that  we  have  no  evidence  that 
the  change  proposed  would  Ik^  a  sound 
one,  or  that  it  would  not  produce  disas- 
trous ciinsequences.  On  these  grounds, 
not  that  I  am  indifferent  to  the  views 
expressed  by  the  Lancashire  operatives. 


or  that  I  do  not  eympathiae  with 
those  who  are  in  distress,  I  must  for 
myself  individually  decline  to  assume  the 
responsibility  of  recommending  to  the 
House  a  change  which  1  regard  as 
dangerous,  and  as  not  justiiied  by  any  of 
the  facts  or  elements  involved  in  the  ctise. 
(7.26.)  Sir WJiARCOURT (Derby):  I 
wa.s  glad  to  hear  the  sentiments  of  strong 
common -son  so  that  fell  from  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury.  But  I  confess  I 
was  a  little  surprised  that  the  head  of 
the  English  Trt>asury^  on  a  subject  which 
affects  so  greatly  English  commerce  and 
credit,  says  that  he  speaks  for  hims^^lf 
only  and  individually,  I  entirely  agree 
in  the  views  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  expressed  ;  but  1  have  also  to  convey 
to  the  House  opinions  much  more 
valuable  than  any  1  could  offer.  !My  right 
hon.  PViend  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  has  also  very  clear  and 
definite  opinions  on  the  subject,  and, 
occupying  the  position  which  he  holds,  it 
IS  right  that  those  opinions  should  be 
known.  This  question  goes  to  the  root 
of  the  existence  of  a  great  commercial 
country.  I  confess  I  have  never  been 
able  myself  to  grasp  the  transcendental 
formula  of  **  tying  two  mettila  hy  a 
ratio."  That  is  really  a  sort  of  philoso- 
phising phrase  to  express  that  you  want 
to  pay  a  debt  in  a  metal  of  less  value 
than  thcit  in  whicli  the  debt  was  supposed 
to  he  contracted.  These  scientific  formula? 
of  tying  nittails  together  by  a  i^atio  only 
conceal  wliat  is  a  very  simple  fact.  It  is 
said  that  we  bVed  some  15  3'eai*s  ago  in 
the  halcyon  days  of  bi-metallisra  ;  but  if 
wo  did,  we  did  not  live  in  that  condition 
by  any  will  or  judgment  of  our  own. 
The  judgment  of  the  whole  of  English 
statesnien  at  that  time,  and  down  to  the 
present  time,  was,  that  there  should  be  a 
mono-metallic  standard.  It  is  supposed 
that  the  bi- metal  Hem  of  P'mnce  controlled 
the  commercial  relations  of  the  world. 
How  could  it  be  that  a  country  which 
had  only  a  limited  foreign  trade  should 
be  able  to  operate  so  immensely  on  the 
commercial  relations  of  the  world? 
If  this  is  so  admirable  a  system,  why 
httB  the  Latin  Union  abandoned  it  1  I 
have  never  heard  an  answer  to  that 
question.  Why  is  it  that  the  world, 
inste^wi  of  imitating  the  fidmirable  ex- 
ample of  the  bi-metallism  of  France,  has 
rushed  to  copy  the  disastrous  and 
ruinous    mono-metalhsm    of     England? 
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You  may»  or  you  may  riot,  obtain  an 
agreement  with  other oouutries  ;  butafter 
you  have  got  au  agreement,  what 
aecurity  have  you  that  that  agreement 
will  be  maintained?  Supposing  that 
you  can  get  an  iigreement  with  the  other 
Powers  of  Europe  in  order  to  make  this 
enurmoua  change,  where  would  you  be 
if  one  of  the  Powers  in  some  great  crisis, 
Buch  as  a  European  war,  abandoned  this 
agreement?  It  would  knock  the  key- 
stone out  of  the  whole  of  the  monetary 
and  commercial  system  of  England » 
At  present  you  *have  youi  ow^n 
financial  basis,  your  own  commercial 
system,  which  have  been  unparalleled  in 
the  history  of  tlie  world,  founded  as  they 
are  on  the  principles  on  which  we  now 
rely*  But  you  are  asked  to  abandon 
that  system  and  to  adopt  a  system  which 
the  advocates  of  bi-metallism  admit  can 
only  exist  by  an  almost  universal  agree- 
ment  with  other  Powers.  That  is  to 
say,  you  are  to  go  into  a  partnership 
with  all  the  other  Powers  of  Europe 
with  respect  to  your  trade,  finance,  and 
commercial  prosperity.  I  say  that  thi8 
is  a  mtist  dangerous  thing  for  you  to 
attempt.  Suppose  Tve  had  been  in  the 
position  of  having  an  international 
agi^eement  in  1870.  France  and  Ger- 
many were  going  to  war.  Supposing 
Germany  had  conceived  that  it  would 
have  been  of  advantage  to  her  in  that 
life  struggle  to  attract  a  great  deal  of 
gold  to  Germany  ;  and  supposing  she 
had  been  a  party  to  this  international 
agreement,  and  had  thought  it  would 
bo  to  her  advantage  to  terminate 
her  connection  with  the  Bi'metallic 
Union,  would  she  not  hnve  done  it  at 
once?  Of  course  she  would,  and  the 
finances  of  England  would  have  been 
thrown  into  a  condition  of  confusion  by 
resting  on  an  agreement  of  this  charac- 
ter. Why  is  this  general  agreement 
wanted  1  If  you  choose  to  overvalue 
your  silver,  and  to  say  it  shall  bear  a 
ratio  of  1  to  15  instead  of  a  ratio  of 
1  to  22,  the  gold  will,  of  course,  go  away 
from  the  country.  But  the  bi-metrdlist 
answer  is  that  if  you  get  a  univoi-sal 
agreement  the  gold  has  nowhere  to  go 
to.  Yes ;  but  in  the  event,  say,  of 
Germany  receding  fram  the  agree- 
ment, there  would  be  a  placo  for 
the  gold  to  go  to,  and  there  it  would 
go  at  once.  The  result,  therefore,  is  that 
yott  place  yourselves  in  a  position  wliich 
Sir  W,  Harcourf 


depends  on  a  universal  agreement,  and 
if  one  or  two  of  the  parties  to  it  with- 
draw, the  wliole  of  your  reserve  of  goldJ 
at  once  goes  to  them.  1  protest  agains 
making  the  commercial  interests  an 
tlie  financial  system  of  England  depen-^ 
dent  on  an  international  agreement.  It 
never  lias  been  so,  and  we  cannot  safely 
make  it  so  now.  The  condemnation  of 
the  bi-metallic  theory  is  that  inter- 
national agreement  is,  from  the  bi^metal- 
lists'  point  of  Anew,  absolutely  indispens- 
able and  necessary  to  their  system.  The 
financial  system  of  England  haa  sfco 
upon  its  own  basis  and  has  not  been^ 
dependent  on  international  agreement, 
on  the  permanence  and  stability  ol 
which  no  reliance  can  be  placed.  You 
will  never  get  f*tability  in  international 
arrangements.  In  old  days  you  had  the 
holanco  of  power,  which  depended  on 
international  agreements  How  lougwaa 
it  before  the  Treaties  were  broken,  and 
then  what  became  of  the  balance  of 
power  ]  Very  much  the  same  fate 
would  overtake  you  with  regard  to  the 
balance  of  metals.  I  do  not  undei^tand 
why,  if  silver  is  to  be  declared  by  Act  of 
Parliament  or  International  Statute  to  be 
of  the  same  value  as  gold  for  all  the 
purposes  which  have  been  indicated,  we 
should  liave  any  gold  at  all.  It  seems 
to  nie  that,  if  the  two  metals  are  to  be 
declared  to  be  of  equal  v^alue,  gold  may 
i^  ^vell  disappear.  I  remember,  during 
the  brief  ]>eriod  I  was  at  the  Exchequer, 
that  I  liad  the  opportunity  of  talkiug 
with  Sir  Stafford  Northcote,  and  I  never 
shall  forget  the  qniet,  humorous  con- 
tempt with  which  he  treated  the  subject. 
He  said — *^  Lf  it  be  true  that  you  cau 
settle  the  value  of  anything  by  interna- 
tional Statute,  why  sh«>uld  we  have 
either  silver  or  gold  at  all  ?  Why  not 
ha-ve  an  international  agreement,  to  the 
effect  that  all  transactions  should  be 
done  with  leather^  as  in  ancient  times  ?" 
Why  have  we  htui  this  theory  propounded 
for  the  revi^'al  uf  prosperity?  Men  of 
business  want  to  pay  their  debts  in  an 
appreciated  currency  ;  and  one  of  the 
reasons  why  I  oppose  this  system 
is  because  I  am  not  prejmred  to 
raise  prices  either  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment or  by  international  agreement. 
Unfortunately,  I  Vie  long  to  the  con- 
suming class :  I  am  not  an  enemy  of 
low  prices  :  I  experience  the  benefit  of 
them,   and   I  value   the  low    prices   of 
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commoditieg.  We  are  told  there  is  no 
question  that  the  crreat  disaster  which 
has  hefallen  the  world  is  owiiiop*  Vi  l<nv 
prices.  But  this  is  not  the  first  time 
that  we  have  heard  this.  It  is  not 
since  bi*inetallis!i\  was  abaudDned  by  the 
Latin  Union  that  the  waves  of  h)W 
prices  have  appeared.  I  was  reading 
the  other  day  an  instructive  book  by  my 
friend  Mr,  Spencer  Walpole,  in  which 
the  author  gives  an  account  of  the 
prices  in  1820,  and  the  commercial 
disasters  which  took  place  at  that  time. 
Exactly  the  same  remedies  were  pro- 
posed then.  The  first  thing  which  the 
people  who  aufifer  from  low  prices  say  is, 
"  Let  us  taraper  with  the  currency  : " 
and  no  doubt  periods  of  considerable 
distress  wiii  always  induce  people  to 
seek  strange  revenue.  That  is  the 
reason^  no  doubt,  why  these  remedies 
have  become  more  or  less  popular  now. 
Take  the  case  of  India.  I  am  not  at  all 
surprised  that  in  Lancashire  and  else- 
whore  there  should  be  a  certain  jealousy 
at  the  increase  of  native  Indian  produc- 
tion, and  I  do  not  complain  that  those 
who  suffer  should  complain.  But  I  do 
csomplain  of  the  language  used  on  this 
subject  by  the  Government  of  India. 
The  Government  of  India,  in  the  des- 
patches which  I  have  seen,  have  treated 
this  question  as  if  it  was  one  solely  of 
exchange  upon  the  salaries  of  Anglo- 
Indians.  ["No,'*]  T  hnve  seen  ap- 
peals to  tlie  Protectionist  prejudices 
which  are  supposed  to  exist  among  the 
English  prcjducers  ;  but  there  is  a  class 
of  people  which  the  Indian  Government 
might  have  some  consideration  for,  and 
that  is  the  native  population  of  India, 
who  are  the  proflucers  of  these  com- 
modities. Daring  the  short  time  I  was 
at  the  Exchequer  I  wrote  a  despatch  in 
answer  to  one  from  the  Indian  Goveini- 
ment  on  this  question  of  bi-ractallism. 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  has  hit 
the  nail  on  the  head  when  he  asks, 
"  What  is  your  ratio  going  to  be  ? "  If 
this  theory  is  true,  it  may  \)e  anything 
you  like.  If  the  philosopliiciil  theory  is 
correct,  you  may  declarLt  to-morrow  that 
the  value  of  silver  is  equal  to  that  of 
gold.  If,  when  the  market  value  is  1 
:o  20,  you  can  say  it  shall  be  !  to  15, 
{why  should  you  not  say  it  is  1  to  10,  or 
1  1*0  5,  or  1  to  1  ?  As  tlie  First  Lord 
if  the  Treasury  has  said,  the  great 
ducement  to   countries   to  hold   large 


stocks  of  silver  is  the  hope  that  the 
ratio  will  be  restored  to  1  to  15.  Now, 
it  is  said,  '*  Let  us  put  it  at  1  to  20,'*  or 
at  whatever  the  market  price  may  be. 
That  is  exactly  what  is  done  on  board 
ship.  A  man  takes  an  observation  of 
the  height  of  the  sun  to  ascertain 
when  it  is  12  o'clock.  He  reports  to 
the  ca|)tain  that  it  is  12  oVlock,  and 
the  capt«.in  says,  "*  Well,  make  it  so.** 
If  you  had  the  p>wer  of  Joshua  you 
might  be  true  bi-mt^tallista.  If  you  ai^e 
going  to  take  the  existing  rafcio,  then 
your  proceedings  are  totally  unneces- 
sary ;  but  if  you  ai^e  going  to  take 
something  different  from  the  mai^ket 
ratio,  then  you  are  going  to  disturb  the 
whole  commercial  relations  of  the  woi*ld. 
You  cannot  get  out  of  that  tliHiculty, 
which  lies  really  at  the  bottom  of  the 
whole  thing.  I  do  not  think  it  is  at  all 
a  question  w*hich  depends  upon  scientific 
disquisitions.  I  observe  that  upon  the 
R'lyal  Commission  Hie  men  who  have 
priLCtical  dealings  with  money  were  the 
men  who  pronounced  against  the 
bi-metallic  theory.  As  far  as  I  know, 
the  principal  authorities  of  the  City  of 
Loudon  conversant  with  dealings  in 
money  have  condemned  this  experiment, 
Wlieij  you  are  comparing  our  situation 
with  that  of  other  countries,  you  must 
remember  that,  in  proportion  to  the 
greatness  of  our  wealth  and  population, 
our  wealth  and  prosperity  depend  in  a 
far  greater  degree  on  foreign  trade  than 
do  thr»se  of  any  other  country  in  the 
world.  The  internal  trade  of  America, 
Germany,  and  France  is  of  much 
more  importance  than  the  foreign 
trade  of  those  countries  ;  but  it 
is  not  so  in  the  case  of  England. 
I  believe  the  mnno-metallic  system  which 
we  have  adopted  is  a  sound  system.  It 
is  the  system  under  which  we  have  pros- 
pered, and  in  which  we  have  been  followed 
by  the  other  nations  of  Europe  in  very 
recent  times.  With  Pitt^  in  that  famous 
sentence  of  his,  we  may  sity  of  our  finan- 
cial system  that  "we  have  saved  oui'Selvea 
by  our  firmness,  and  Europe  by  our  ex- 
ample.'* The  nations  of  Europe  have 
been  disi>o.sed  to  follow  the  principles 
which  have  led  to  the  great  prosperity 
which  hns  placed  England  upon  a  com- 
mercial pinnacle.  I  confess  I  should  see 
any  dep>arture  from  that  system  with  the 
greatest  alarm.  Occu[>ying  the  position 
we  do  in  the  commerce  of  the  world,    I 
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do  not  see  how  wo  are  to  go  rotnid  to  the 
nations  of  the  world  aud  enter  into  a  soH 
of  Dutch  auction  with  them,  in  which 
we  are  to  fix  the  ratio.  Are  we  to  go  to 
one  Gountiy  and  ask  them  what  they 
want,  and  to  another  country  and  ask 
them  what  tbey  want  ?  Is  it  possible  you 
are  going  to  place  the  commerce  of  Eng- 
land in  such  a  position  as  that?  I  will 
not  say  that  that  would  he  a  most  iindig* 
nified  position  ;  but  I  think  it  would  be  a 
most  dangerous  one  for  a  great  comraercial 
nation  like  England  to  oci'iipy*  I  share 
with  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  opposite 
the  symijatiiy  he  extiressed  for  the  dis- 
tress which  has  existed  in  Lancashire  ; 
but,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said, 
exports  have  incTciiased  to  India^  which 
shows  that  the  relation  between 
the  gold  of  England  and  the  eilv^er 
of  India  has  not  prevented  the  in- 
ci'enae  of  exports  to  the  latter  country. 
I  find  that  in  Lancashire  there  were  in 
1870  :^3,000,000  spindles  at  work,  while 
in  IS^r*  there  were  40,000,000,  and  that 
the  numbers  of  power  looms  in  the  same 
years  were  respectively  440,000  and 
506,000.  No  doubt  you  might  have 
hoped  for,  and  w©  should  have  been  glad 
to  8?e,  greater  progress  than  that ;  but 
during  the  whole  of  that  pcric*d  the 
advance  has  been  continuous,  both  as  re- 
gjirda  power  looms  and  spindles.  The 
same  advance  appears  in  the  number  of 
persons  employed,  L>  1870  the  total 
number  of  persons  employed  was  450,000, 
as  against  504,000  in  1^85.  That  does 
not  look  to  roe  like  a  drtwpingor  a  ruined 
industry.  Let  us  hope,  then,  as  in  former 
times  of  distriiss,  so  it  will  be  now,  that 
the  period  of  distress  may  pass  away,  and 
that  we  may  see,  as  we  have  seen  before, 
times  of  reviving  prospez'ity.  Do  not  let 
ns,  after  a  few  years  of  disti*ess,  overthrow 
that  fcound  financial  system  which  I  lie- 
lieve  has  been  the  ke^^atone  of  tiie  pros- 
perity of  this  great  Empire. 
♦(8.300  Mr.  T.  H.  SIDEBOTTOM 
(Stalybrldge)  :  I  do  not  often  trouble 
the  House  with  any  observations;  bnt, 
after  deep  study,  1  am  convinced  that 
this  currency  question  is  of  such  trans- 
cendent importance  to  every  one  of  ns, 
and  60  vitally  affects  every  man  and 
woman  in  this  country,  that  I  hope  the 
House  will  allow  me  to  make  a  few  re 
marks.  I  was  first  induced  particularly 
to  consider  this  subject  by  the  depres- 
sion which  began  tt7  make  itself  seriously 
Sir  W,  liarcourt 


and  acutely  felt  in  the  general  trade 
of  the  country,  especially  in  tlie  great 
cotton  industry,  in  the  year  1878.  I  was 
at  that  time  Member  for  the  large  man\i- 
f act u ring  constituency  I  have  now  the 
honour  to  represent ;  and  being  also 
myself  an  extensive  cotton  spinner  and 
manufacturer  I  felt  impelled,  alike  by 
duty  to  my  constituents  and  by  self- 
interest,  to  endeavour  without  prejudice, 
and  with  an  entirely  open  mind,  to  in- 
vestigate, and,  if  possible,  find  out 
what  really  lay  at  the  root  of  the  mischiel 
And  I  came  then  to  the  deliberate  con- 
clusion that  our  troubles  were  mainly  to  be 
ascribed  to  the  suspension  of  the  coinage 
of  silver  in  France  and  the  Latin  Union, 
and  the  consequent  fall,  fluctuations,  and 
uncertain  value  of  that  metal  as  measured 
by  gold,  and  to  the  great  appreciation  of 
gold  thereby  caused.  The  subject  at 
that  time  was  but  little  appreciated  or 
understood,  and  if  a  man  ever  mentioned 
bi-metaUism  he  did  so  only  with  bated 
breath  and  whisp.^red  humbleness.  But 
I  entertained  snch  a  strong  and  decided 
opinion  upon  it  that  I  ventured  to  bring 
the  subject  under  the  attention  of  this 
House  in  May,  1879,  when,  after  alluding 
to  the  decreasing  supply  of  gold,  I  stated 
that  it  seemed  to  my  mind  certain  that 
the  great  depression  throughout  the 
world  in  nearly  every  interest  and  every 
tmde  was,  to  a  great  extent,  due  to  the 
contraction  of  the  currency  caused  by 
the  demonetisation  of  silver,  and  the 
degradation  of  that  metal  to  a  mere  com- 
modity, such  as  iron,  or  tin,  or  lead;  and, 
consequently,  that  the  true  remedy  for 
onr  misfortunes — the  true,  plain,  and 
direct  way  to  revive  our  waniug  trade, 
to  arrest  the  ruinous  fall  in  projierty,  and 
to  bring  l:kock  general  pn:»6perity — was  to 
restore  silver  to  its  former  positi<»n  as  a 
partner  with  gold  in  the  currency  of  the 
world.  Tliis  was  more  than  10  years  ago, 
and  my  view  has  been  strongly  confirmed 
by  everything  which  has  since  occurred. 
It  would  ill  become  me  to  occupy  the 
time  of  the  House  by  entering  into  a 
long  dissertation  on  the  details  of  this 
silver,  or,  rather,  gold  and  silver  question  ; 
every  Member  has  had  a  copy  of 
the  final  Keport  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission, The  arguments  on  both  sides 
are  stated  in  this  Keport  with  perfect 
fairness,  and  considered,  criticised, 
and  dissected  with  consummate  ability  ; 
and    I   venture    to    say   that    a    mort 
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able  and  exhaustive  treatise  on  the  sub- 
ject was  never  written.  I  have  rea4  it 
every  word|  and  earnestly  commend  its 
perusal  and  study  to  every  man 
who  wishes  to  thoroughly  grasp 
and  comprehend  the  subject.  He  cannot 
then  fail  to  form  a  clear  conception  of  the 
evils  brought  upon  us  by  the  funda- 
mental changes  which  have  of  late  years 
taken  place  in  our  currency  conditions, 
and  will,  I  am  sure,  agree  that  the 
thanks  of  the  country  are  owing  to 
every  member  of  that  Commission.  But 
whilst  abstaining  from  entering  into 
details,  I  bop2  the  House  will  permit  me 
briefly  to  consider  a  few  of  the  aspects  of 
this  great  question.  From  1803  to  1873 
the  Mint  of  Franco  was  ready  to  convert 
into  coin  all  silver  brought  to  it,  such 
coin  being  legal  tender  at  a  fixed  ratio 
with  gold  of  15^  to  1  ;  and  in  the  States 
forming  the  Litin  Union  a  similar 
law  was  in  force  from  1865  to 
1873,  the  fixed  ratio  being  also  the  same, 
that  is,  15^  ounces  of  silver  to  1  ounce 
of  gold ;  therefore,  no  person  possessing 
silver  would,  of  course,  part  with  it  for 
less.  This  ratio  virtually  controlled  the 
market,  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  for  the 
first  70  years  of  this  century  the  ex- 
treme  variation  in  the  market  value 
scarcely  exceeded  3  per  cent,  in  either 
direction ;  but  in  consequence  of  the 
large  amount  of  silver  coined  in 
1873,  owing  to  the  monetary  changes  in 
Germany,  a  Convention  was  entered  into 
in  January,  1874,  between  France  and 
the  St'itres  of  the  Latin  Union,  limiting 
the  coinage  ;  and  the  consequence  was 
that  silver  went  down  in  value  from 
about  60d.  per  ounce  to  a  little  over  4 2d. 
or  over  28  per  cent. ;  and  though  it  has 
now  somewhat  recovered,  in  consequence 
of  the  anticipated  legislation  in  America, 
no  one  may  say  how  much  lower 
it  ifl  still  destined  to  fall.  I  beg 
the  House  specially  to  note  this  fact. 
From  the  beginning  of  the  century  till 
1873  the  gold  price  of  silver  practically 
never  varied,  although  the  variations 
in  the  relative  production  of  gold  and 
silver  were  far  greater  during  that 
period  than  they  have  been  since  or 
are  ever  likely  to  bo  again  ;  but  the 
marked  divergence  in  value  of  the  two 
metals  only  occurred  when  the  free 
coinage  of  silver  by  the  Mints  of  Europe 
ceased,  but  then  began  immediately.  It 
must  also  be  remembered  in  this  oon- 
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nection  that  the  precious  metals  do  not 
perish  aa  other  commodities  perish.  Their 
aggregate  accumulation  in  use  at  present 
is  estimated  at  £1,900,000,000  of  silver 
and  .£1,500,000,000  of  gold;  conse- 
quently a  variation  in  their  annual  pro- 
duction constitutes  merely  a  fractional 
difference  of  the  whole.  Concurrently 
also  with  France  and  the  Latin  Union 
closing  their  Mints  to  silver,  there  has 
been  a  tremendous  falling  off  in  the 
gold  production  of  the  world,  just  when 
a  much  larger  quantity  was  required, 
and  the  result  has  naturally  been  a  very 
great  appreciation  of  gold.  Previous  to 
the  discovery  of  the  gold  ndnes  of 
California  and  Australia,  the  annual 
production  of  gold  in  the  world  waa 
about  £6^000,000  ;  but  these  discoveries 
increased  the  supply  six  -  fold,  to 
£35,000,000  or  £36,000,000,  and  the 
consequence  was  great  and  general 
prosperity,  not  to  say  inflation.  It 
has  now  fallen,  however,  to  under 
£20,000,000,  whilst  at  the  same  time 
Germany  has  recently  introduced  a 
gold  currency  of  £80,000,000,  the 
United  States  have  resumed  specie 
payments  requiring  £100,000,000,  Italy 
£20,000,000  for  a  like  purpose,  and 
£4,000,000  liave  gone  annually  to  India  ; 
and  the  Mints  of  Europe  having  been 
also  at  this  most  inopportune  moment 
closed  to  silver  nearly  half  the  money 
supply  of  the  world  has  been  cut  off, 
and  we  have  seen  the  natural  effect  in 
the  decreased  value  of  commodities  and 
the  heavy  fall  in  property.  But,  with 
the  permission  of  the  House,  I  will  en- 
deavour to  show  a  little  more  in  detail 
the  disastrous  consequences  which  have 
resulted  from  this  state  of  things,  from 
this  dislocation  of  silver  and  gold,  and 
then  indicate  what  seems  to  me  the 
obvious  remedy  and  the  only  course  cal- 
culated to  rescue  our  commerce  from  the 
ruin  with  which  it  is  threatened.  As 
has  been  well  stated  by  the  hou.  Member 
for  Flintshire,  the  total  fixed  charges 
payable  out  of  the  industry  of  the 
country  are  estimated  at  from 
£150,000,000  to  £200,000,000  a  year, 
Kow  as  this  is  a  permanent  and  fixed 
load,  and  gold  is  the  suale  by  which  the 
wealth  of  the  country  is  measured,  it  is 
evident  that  if  gold  becomes  dearer,  if  it 
appreciates,  as  it  has  done  since  the  free 
coinage  of  silver  was  suspended  in  1873, 
this  tremendous  load  becomes  greater 
2  H 
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and  presses  more  heavily  on  the  pro- 
ductive resources  of  the  country.  The 
appreciation  of  gold  and  the  great  fall  in 
prices  have,  in  fact,  transferred  about  10 
per  cent,  of  the  wealth  of  the  country 
to  the  money-lending  and  annuitant  class, 
made  a  small  class  of  rich  people  still 
richer,  but  robbed  the  hard  working,  toil- 
iijig,  industrious  class  for  the  benefit  of 
those  who  toil  not  neither  do  they  spin.  It 
seems  to  me  that  both  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  also 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  are  labouring 
under  some  confusion  of  ideas ;  because 
our  belief  and  contention  is  that,  under  a 
system  of  bi-metalli8m,it  would  make  no 
difference  whatever  whether  debts  were 
paid  in  gold  or  silver,  for  the  two  metals 
would  have  a  relative  fixed  value  to  each 
other,  and  be  mutually  interchangeable  at 
that  value.  No  doubt  contracts  ought 
to  be  held  sacred ;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  others  will  not,  I  hope, 
forget  that  many  contracts  have  been 
made  under  practically  the  same  circum- 
stances and  conditions  as  those  we  wish 
to  restore  ;  and  surely  some  sympathy 
onght  to  be  spared  for  the  unfortunate 
debtors  who,  during  all  these  long  years, 
have,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  been  paying  about 
one-third  more  than  they  .expected  or 
virtually  contracted  to  pay.  I  entreat  the 
House  to  consider,  for  a  moment,  the 
intolerable  hardship  which,  quite  unwit- 
tingly and  without  the  least  design  or 
intention,  has  been  infticted  on  debtors  and 
upon  everyone  who  has  charges  of  any 
description  to  pay.  The  debts  and  charges 
have  been  incurred  under  totally 
different  conditions  to  those  now 
existing,  and  when  an  entirely  different 
state  of  things  prevailed.  •  The  stapendous 
changes  which  have  taken  place  in  our 
monetary  arrangements  have  been  quite 
unforseen  and  unexpected,  and,  of  course, 
without  the  knowledge  or  assent  of  the 
unfortunate  debtors  ;  and  yet  there  is  but 
too  much  reason  to  fear  that,  in  conse- 
quence of  these  changes,  there  is  no 
prospect  but  absolute  irretrievable  ruin 
for  many  of  these  unfortunate  persons. 
It  is  all  very  well  to  moralise  and  say 
people  must  take  the  consequences  of 
their  acts;  that  the  laws  of  political 
economy  must  not  be  interfered  with ; 
the  property  ftud  wealth  and  land 
of  the  country  must  change  hands, 
and  all  the  rest  of  it  ;  but  I 
think  the  House  will  be  of  opinion  that 
Mr.  T,  a,  Sidebottom 


if,  without  injury  to  anyone,  something 
can  be  done  to  remedy  or  mitigate  the 
injustice,  and  to  bring  back  and  restore 
the  same  conditions  as  approximately 
prevailed  at  the  time  the  unfortunate 
debtors  contracted  their  obligations,  any 
legislation  to  accomplish  this,  however 
imparfectly,  will  be  only  equalled  in  its 
beneficence  by  its  wisdom  and  justice. 
But  I  should  like,  with  the  permission  of 
the  House,  to  consider  how  and  in  what 
way  our  industries  in  this  country  are  par- 
ticularly affected,  and  also  briefly  to  glance 
at  the  hardships  and  injury  inflicted 
upon  India.  The  two  largest  industries 
in  this  country  are  agriculture  and  the 
cotton  trade.  Much  of  the  cotton  tarade 
is  with  India,  or  other  silver  using  coun- 
tries. In  one  portion  of  our  own  Empire, 
England,  gold  is  the  standard ;  in  another 
portion,  India,  silver ;  and  the  difficulty 
of  carrying  on  any  satisfactory  trade 
between  the  two  under  such  conditions 
is  very  great  indeed.  There  can  be  no 
doubt  (as  is  stated  in  the  Report)  that 
an  unstable  and  fluctuating  exchange 
between  gold  and  silver  has  tended  to 
foster  trade  between  countries  having 
the  same  standard  to  the  prejudice  of 
those  having  a  different  standard ;  and 
English  manufacturers  have,  in  fact,  had 
practically  to  pay  the  whole  loss  in  the 
exchange  by  taking  less  price  for  their 
goods.  It  may  be  said — and  this  was,  in- 
deed, the  argument  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  leader  of  the  House — how  can 
this  be  so,  with  the  large  and  increasing 
export  of  cotton  goods  to  India?  But 
the  large  exports  are  no  proof  to  the 
contrary,  for  the  production  of  Lancashire 
goods  is  so  enormous,  owing  chiefly  to  the 
abuse  of  the  Limited  Liabilty  Law,  that 
they  must  go  somewhere  or  our  people 
starve,  and  they  have  long  been  sent  to 
such  markets  as  would  consume  them 
irrespective  of  cost,  and  in  many  cases 
at  a  continuous  loss.  The  Indian  trade  has 
increased  in  spite  of  the  difficulties  in 
exchange  owing  to  other  causes  ;  it 
has  received  a  great  impetus  from  the 
development  of  railways,  the  removal  of 
the  Import  Duties,  and  similar  matters ; 
and  at  this  moment  it  would  doubtless 
have  been  fcir  greater  still  if  the  ex- 
change had  remained  steady,  for  it  will 
be  observed  the  same  expansion  of 
exports  has  not  taken  place  with  China, 
which  is  also  a  silver-using  country,  but 
wher^   there   I^bb  not   been    the    saiuQ 
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internal  dovelopmeTxt-  A  fow  years  ago, 
the  Import  Dutiea  which  were  levied  in 
India  on  cottun  goods  were  felt  to  be  an 
injury  to  Lancashire.  Both  employers 
and  employed  nnifcjd  against  them,  and 
they  were  happily  abolished.  They 
amonntad  to  5  f)er  cent,  ;  hut  the  present 
state  of  the  silver  question,  and  the 
great  fall  in  exchange,  practically  im- 
poses  a  differential  duty  of  nearly  30 
per  cent,  upon  Lancashire  goods,  as  com- 
pared with  goods  manufactured  in  India. 
For  example,  if  I,  as  an  Knglish  manu- 
facturer, send  a  piece  of  cloth  to  India 
for  which  to  cover  cost,  I  must  receive 
back  10s.  ;  and  the  Indian  buyer  pays, 
and  has  been  in  the  habit  of  paying,  10s. 
for  it,  or  in  bis  money  five  rupees. 
When  the  exchange  was  at  par, 
and  the  rupse  ivortk  23.,  I  received  my 
10s. ;  but  prices  in  India  being  about 
the  same,  and  every  single  rupee 
there  retaining  the  same  purchasing 
power  as  before,  the  Indian  buyer  cannot 
afford  to  pay  more  than  five  rupees  as 
at  first,  when  the  Exchange  has  fallen  to 
Is.  4d.,  which  means  fis.  8d.  for  me 
instead  of  10s.  It  would  be  indeed 
surprising  if  anyone  possessing  the  hard 
head  with  whicli  Lancashire  men  are 
generally  credited  could  entertain  the 
remotest  doubt  that  if  3a.  4d,  more  was 
received  for  every  piece  of  cloth  sold  at 
10s.  everyone  in  Lancashire  would  he 
proportionately  benefited,  for  operatives, 
employers,  agents,  and  merchants  would 
'have  so  much  the  more  to  divide  amongst 
them.  It  may  be  argued  that  there  really 
would  not  be  this  difference,  because  if 
the  loss  on  the  exchange  was  less  the 
Indian  buyer  would  then  pay  fewer 
rupees  for  the  goods.  Well,  it  is  con- 
ceivable that  the  Indian  buyer  might 
secure  a  portion  of  the  benefit ;  but  even 
then,  if  he  succeeded  in  obtaining  his 
gtXKls  at  a  lower  price,  English  manu- 
facturers would  be  still  benefited,  because 
there  would  be  an  extended  demand  for 
our  production  as  the  rupee  price  was 
lowered,  whilst  it  would  be  a  distinct 
advantage  to  the  consumer  in  India. 
But  it  may  be  said,  why  not  invest  the 
rupees  paid  for  our  goods  in  Indian 
produce  and  so  recover  with  one  hand 
what  we  lose  with  the  tktlier.  Well,  this 
may  possibly  l>e  done  by  a  few  wealthy 
merchants  who  are  prepared  for  such 
transactions ;  but  it  is  not  merchants  who  i 
bear  the  loss,  because,  naturally,    before  | 


purchasing  and  sending  goods  to  India, 
or  any  other  silver  using  country,  a 
merchant  ascertains  and  calculates  how 
much  he  can  realise  home,  and  will  only 
purchase  the  goods  accoi-dingly,  and  tlie 
greater  the  loss  on  the  exchange  the  less 
ho  will  pay  ;  so  that  the  real  losers  are 
English  spinners  and  manufacturers,  who 
are  compelled  to  work  their  mills  at  any 
cost  for  the  sake  of  keeping  their  people 
together,  keeping  down  their  very  large 
fixed  expenses,  and  finding  employment 
for  the  manufacturing  population  of  the 
country.  It  appears,  therefore,  that  the 
loss  in  exchange  amounts  to  a  differen- 
tial duty  of  about  30  per  cent,  in  favour 
of  the  Indian  matuxfacturer.  He  has 
already  other  advantages,  owing  to  his 
geographical  position,  the  low  rate  of 
wages  paid,  and  the  being  allowed  to 
work  almost  unlimited  hours,  whilst  we 
in  England  are  restricted  to  56  hours ; 
but  these  advantages,  gi-eat  as  they  are, 
are  by  no  means  equal  to  the  other,  and 
cannot  explain  the  enormous  increase 
which  has  taken  place  in  Indian  mills, 
because  this  increase  has  only  occurred 
since  the  fall  in  the  exchange  became 
so  pronounced,  and  when,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  geographical  advantage  was 
lessened  owing  to  the  fall  in  freights. 
But  that  the  English  manufacturer  has 
a  real,  tangible,  and  decided  advantage 
is  proved  by  the  hard  fact  that  the  ex- 
j>orts  of  cotton  yarn  from  India  to  China, 
Hong  Kong,  and  Japan  during  the  last  six 
or  seven  years  have  increased  between 
300,000,000lbs.  and  400,000,0001ba., 
wiiilat  the  exports  from  England  have 
decreased  more  than  30,000,0001bs.  The 
natural  consequence  is  that  cotton  mills 
are  being  erecterl  on  a  erJossal  scale  in 
India  t'O  the  displacement  of  English 
mills  and  English  labour ;  whilst  one  of 
the  few  industries  in  this  country 
which  seems  to  be  in  a  really  pr*)s- 
perous  and  healthy  condition  is  that  of 
machine  making  for  filling  Indian  mills. 
I  will  not  cccupy  the  time  of  the  House 
with  enlarging  upon  the  effects  of  these 
currency  changes  on  British  agriculture, 
Ko  doubt  the  present  disastrous  state  of 
that  greatest  of  all  our  industries  is 
owing  to  a  combination  and  a  variety  of 
causes — virgin  soils,  railways,  fast  ocean 
steamers,  and  low  freights,  have  brought 
heavily  taxed  land  in  this  country  into 
direct  competition  with  the  vast  prairies 
of  the  Western  World — ^but  over  and 
2  H  2 
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above  and  in  addition  to  all  these  causes 
British  agriculture  has  suffered  most 
severely  from  this  currency  mischief. 
It  is  admitted  by  every  one,  except  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Oldtam 
{Mr.  James  Maclean)  (at  all  events, 
the  12  Royal  Commisaioncrsare  unani- 
mous in  saying  so),  that  the  pur- 
chasing power  of  the  rupee  in  India  is 
as  great  as  ever ;  therefore,  with  the 
Indian  exchange,  about  Is.  4d.,  every 
British  sovereign  is  worth  really  15 
rupees  instead  of  10  ;  and  the  purchasing 
power  of  each  single  rupee  being  in 
India  as  great  as  ever,  each  one  of  them 
will  purchafie  as  much  wheat  in  India  as 
ever,  consequently  the  buyer  gets  15 
rupees'  worth  of  Indian  wheat  for  a 
sovereign,  instead  of  10,  or  about  half 
as  much  again  as  formerly.  Comment 
on  the  above  facts  is  needless ;  he  who 
runs  may  read  the  principal  cause  which 
lies  at  the  root  of  the  depression  in  British 
agriculture,  and  may  also  with  confidence 
predict  what  will  be  its  fate  in  the  not 
distant  future  unless  something  is  done. 
Then,  again,  let  us  examine  for  a  moment 
what  is  the  effect  upon  India,  and  th© 
taxjjayera  there,  of  the  present  state  of 
affairs.  As  bearing  on  this  point  the 
opinion  of  the  six  Commissioners,  who 
hesitate  to  adopt  bi-metallism,  is  impor- 
tant.    They  say,  in  the  Report,  that — 

*'Tbe  <^xceptionaI  position  of  lodift  caqsaB  it 
to  be  affected  in  an  especial  manner.  WhiUt  it» 
taxcB  are  collected  in  silver  a  substaDtiul  por- 
tion of  its  outgoings,  including  the  very  heavy 
payments  which  have  to  be  made  in  tbis 
country,  are  neceasaiily  disbursed  in  gold,  jlnd 
they  have  no  heaitation  in  ezpreeatng  the  coo- 
clueioD  that  the  changes  in  the  relative  valud 
of  the  precious  metals  are  cauiing  important 
evilfl  and  inconvenience  to  th©  Government  of 
India/' 

In  other  words^the  Government  of  India 
owe  in  gold  and  collect  the  taxes  in  silver. 
Conasquently,  for  every  16d.  sent  to 
England  in  payment  of  her  debt,  India, 
with  the  exchatige  at  16d,,  has  to  collect 
nearly  2s.  Well,  indeed,  may  we  hear 
such  disastrous  accounts  of  the  g-rinding- 
taxation  in  India,  and  of  the  difficulty 
experienced  by  Indian  statesmen  in 
making'  receipts  meet  expenditures,  A 
monstrous  hardship  and  injustice  is  also 
inflicted  upon  retired  officers,  gentlemen 
of  the  Civil  Service,  and  others,  who 
having  spent  the  best  years  of  their 
lives  in  the  service  of  their  country 
in  India,  and  returned  home  at  last 
Mr,  T.  B,  SidehoU^n 


to  end  their  days  in  their  native 
land,  find  themselves  mulcted  of  about 
one-third  of  their  incomes  from  no  fault, 
but  simply  from  this  currency  disturb^ 
ance.  I  would  remind  the  House  also 
that  there  is  no  security  whatever  that 
we  have  reached  the  bottom  of  the 
abyss,  or  that  a  further  fall  in  silver  may 
not  any  day  be  experienced »  and  a 
further  discrepancy  be  established  be- 
tween the  standard  in  India  and  the 
standard  in  England.  Well,  what  is  the 
remedy  ?  I  have  already  quoted  part  of 
the  opinion  of  the  six  Commissioners 
who  hesitate  to  adopt  bi-metallism.  These 
same  gentlemen  go  on  to  say  that — 

"No  meaaure  has  been  suggested  thai 
claims  to  be  anything  like  so  complete  and 
thorough  a  remedy  as  the  adoption  of  hi* 
metalliBm  ;  and  that  in  any  conditions  fairly  lO 
be  contemplated  in  the  future,  so  far  aa  they 
can  forecast  them  from  the  experience  of  the 
past,  a  stable  ratio  might  be  ro»intained  if 
bi-metalliflm  were  accepteii  and  strictly  adhered 
to,*' 

I  think  the  House  will  consider  this 
pretty  strong  language  as  expressing  the 
opinion  of  the  six  Commissioners  who 
are  supposed  to  be  against  bi-metaJlisxn, 
and  it  is  extremely  valuable  as  an  answer 
to  those  who  are  making  capital  out  of 
their  supposed  opposition.  These  six 
most  able  gentlemen,  after  hearing 
the  evidence,  after  long  consideration 
and  study,  and  under  deep  resix)nsibility, 
state  their  deliberate  opinion  that  no 
remedy  is  so  direct  or  effectual  as  bi- 
metallism, and  think  it  would  keep  the 
value  of  silver  uniform  as  compared  with 
gold.  Why,  then,  do  they  not  take  the 
plunge,  and  unite  with  their  six  remain- 
ing colleagues  in  recommending  its 
prompt  and  early  adoption  !  I  can  dis^ 
cover  DO  reason  except  anxiety  to  avoid 
doing  mischief,  and  groundless  and 
chimerical  apprehensions.  Pausing,  as  it 
were,  on  the  brink  of  a  dark  and  un- 
known stream,  they  seem  to  ask  them- 
selves  whither  its  broken  and  tem- 
pestuous  waters  lead,  and  shrink  with 
halting  tread  from  trusting  themselves 
to  its  swift  and  foaming  waves,  I  think, 
however,  they  have,  in  fact,  admitted  the 
whole  case,  and  proved  that  the  real^ 
direct,  true,  and  only  remedy  is  that  sug- 
gested by  the  other  six  Commissioners^ 
namely,  the assemblingof  an  International 
Conference,  wuth  the  view  of  establishing 
bi-metallism,  that  is,  some  fixed  ratio 
between  silver  and  gold.     I  do  not  wish 
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to  dogmatise,  or  to  say  wbut  tliat  ratio 
should  be  ;  it  is  essentially  a  matter  for 
discassions,  and  for  the  consideration  of 
any  Internatioiml  Conference  which  may 
be  appointed.  There  are  many  and 
strong  arguments  in  favour  of  fixing  it 
at  the  present  value,  of  about  20  or  22  to 
1,  and  others  for  the  old  ratio  of 
15  J  to  1.  But  what  I  earnestly 
wish  to  press  upon  the  attention 
of     the     House      is      that      something 

^  «hould  be  done ;  that  we  should  make 
some  effort  to  remedy  the  present  evils. 
Bi*metallism  is  nothing  now  ;  it  existed 
in  France  for  the  whole  of  this  century. 
Up  to  1873  its  effects  were  felt  in  all 
countries  ;  and  it  is  most  significant  that 
there  should  have  been  such  unex- 
ampled depression  in  every  industry 
simultaneously  with  the  system  coming 
to  an  end.  We  must  expect  strong,  and 
powerful,  and  persistent  opposition,  par- 
ticularly from  the  great  financial  houses, 
who  ownn  the  gold,  and  want  to  retain 
it  at  its  present  value»  But,  after  all, 
Magiui  est  Veritas^  et  prfrvftlebif.  And 
I  cannot  believe  that  the  people  of 
this  country  will  allow  our  industries 
to  continue  so  heavily  handicapped  ;  but, 
in  the  long  run,  the  interests  of  the 
many  will  prevail.  England  will  join  such 
a  Conference  as  that  we  suggested,  to 
thoroughly  discuss  and  ventilate  this 
great  subject ;  and  the  collective  wisdom 
of  nations  will  devise  a  remedy,  and 
fix  a  ratio  of  exchange  between  silver 
and  gold   which   shall   ensure  stability, 

kprevent  violent  fluctuations^  and  do 
something  to  restora  prosperity  to  the 
long-suffering  industries  of  the  world, 

*(9J7.)  Mr  ho YLE  (Lancashire.  S.E., 
Hey  wood)  :  Mr*  S[»eaker,  I  may  perhaps 
bs  permitted  to  draw  attention  to  the 
Amendment  before  the  House — 

**  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Houae,  the 
evils  which  have  refiul ted  from  the  dirergence 
in  the  relative  value  of  silver  and  gold  follow- 
ing the  monetary  changeft  which  took  place  in 
Europe  in  1873,  can  beet  be  dealt  with  by  a 
'  Conference  of  the  chief  commercial  nations  of 
the  worlds  called  to  consider  whether  a  bi- 
metallic eyfitem  can  be  re-eatabliahed  by  inter- 
national  agreement  in  the  interests  of  all  the 
nationa  concerned.*' 

That  does  not  go  so  far  as  the  Report  of 
the  Royal  Commission,  signed  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  London 
University,  that  a  bimetallic  system  can 
be  established,  1  believe  that  this  is 
wbat  tho  Comnussiouers  agreed  to,  that 


in  any  conditions  fairly  to  be  contam- 
plated,  so  far  as  we  cin  forecast  them 
from  experience  of  the  pist,  a  suitable 
ratio  might  be  maintained. 

♦Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  (Londou  Univer- 
sity)  :  I  am  sure  my  hon.  Friend  does  not 
wish  to  misrepresent  me.  I  have  already 
pointed  out,  in  the  course  of  the  debate, 
that  M>,  Birch  and  I  dissented  from  that 
opinion. 

Mr.  HOTLE  :  In  tliat  caae  the  Blue 
Book  has  been  misprinted.  I  find  Sir 
John  Lubbock's  name  appended  to  the 
Report,  and  also  that  of  Mr.  J.  W.  Birch, 
ex-Governor  of  the  Bank  of  England, 
It  is  quite  true  that  these  two  gentlemeu 
did  add  a  foot  note  : — 

**  No  dnubt  the  adhesion  of  Kngla&d.Germany, 
and  the  United  States  would  be  of  very  impor- 
tant additional  strength,  and  we  do  not  deny 
thatauch  oombloatioD  mightforacondider.ible 
time  be  able  to  maiutain  the  ratio  adopted. 
Ha^iQg  regard,  however,  to  the  great  nacor- 
taioty  aa  to  the  probable  fatQre  prod  act  ion 
of  the  mi  nee,  and  to  6be  dss  of  the  praoioaa 
metals  in  the  arts  of  a  namber  of  conntries 
which  would  Btill  remain  outside  the  combina* 
tion^we  doubts  whether  aojgiren  r^tio  can  be 
found  maintainable/' 

It  seems  to  me  that  foot  note  shows  an 
uncertain  condition  of  mind  which  is 
hardly  worthy  of  my  right  hon.  Friend. 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK:  May  I  just  ex- 
plain  ?  It  is  usual,  if  you  agree  with 
the  bulk  of  a  Report,  to  sign  it  stating  tho 
points  on  which  you  differ.  There  was 
no  hesitation  on  my  part,  or  on  that  of 
ray  friend  Mr.  Birch. 

*Mr.  HOYLE  :  I  acquit  my  right  hon. 
Friend  of  all  blame,  and  accept  his  ex- 
planation. Before  we  can  understand 
the  evils  to  which  the  Motion  refers,  we 
must  consider  the  condition  of  things 
that  prevailed  before  the  '*  divergence  '* 
took  place.  It  is,  of  course,  well-kuown 
to  the  House  that,  previous  to  1873,  this 
country  enjoyed  great  prosperity.  Indus- 
try afid  commerce  flourished,  and  the 
National  Revonue  went  up  by  *'  leaps 
and  bounds."  The  summit  of  that  pros- 
perity was  reached  in  1874,  concurrently 
with  great  alterations  on  the  Continent  of 
Europa  in  the  currency.  The  decline  of 
prosperity  affected  all  trades  ;  and  agri- 
culture has  suffered  severely  during 
the  last  16  years.  I  hope  hon.  Members 
acquainted  with  agricuUura  will  tell  us 
whether  farms  have  been  unlet  and  un- 
lettable,  whether  fields  have  reniained 
uu tilled,  and  whether  land  has  tumbled 
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down  to  grass  and  weeds ;  whetlier  far- 
mers, gathering  np  their  little  possessions 
and  taking  what  remained  of  their  pro- 
perty, have  gone,  with  their  trained 
skill,  to  other  lands ;  and  whether 
labourers,  biding  for  a  time,  have  finally 
gone  to  the  large  towns  and  seaports  to 
swell  the  ranks  of  casual  and  unskilled 
labour?  But  perhaps  I  may  speak  of 
the  staple  industry  of  the  county  ivom, 
which  I  come  —  Lancashire.  Before 
1873,  merchants,  in  exporting  Manchester 
goods,  either  sent  them  out  in  the  grey 
state,or had  them  bleached,dyed,or  printed, 
according  to  circumstances.  In  most 
cases  a  bill  was  drawn  against  the  ship- 
ment which  put  the  shipper  into  funds, 
but  it  was  only  when  the  goods  were 
sold  abroad,  and  the  proceeds  remitted 
home  to  close  the  transaction,  that  the 
merchant  and  those  who  joined  him  in 
the  venture  were  able  to  count  up  their 
gains.  When  silver  fell  and  the  rate  of 
exchange  dropped  the  merchants  could 
not  carry  on  that  mode  of  doing  business 
because  of  the  losses  entailed.  Either 
manufacturers  must  consign  the  goods 
themselves,  or  their  correspondents  in 
foreign  countries  must  send  orders  at  a 
fixed  and  certain  price.  Native  indents, 
as  they  are  called,  th^t  is,  orders  to  buy 
goods  laid  d nvn  in  India  or  China,  in 
statad  months,  became  the  rule.  A 
merchant  rviceiving  such  an  order  first 
ascertained  at  what  i^ate  a  banker  would 
undertake  to  fix  exchange  six  or  nine 
months  ahead.  He  then  reckoned 
freight,  brokerage,  commissions,  and 
other  charges,  and,  after  deducting  all 
these  from  the  silver  price  offered,  the 
balance  left  was  all  that  could  ba  bid  to 
the  manufacturer  as  the  price  for  the 
goods.  The  method  of  doing  business  was 
completely  revolutionised.  The  rate  of 
exchange  became  the  dominating  factor. 
An  East  India  merchant,  whose  principal 
business  is  that  of  exporting  cotton  from 
India  to  various  European  countries,  in 
giving  evidence  to  the  Commission,  fully 
detailed  the  features  of  the  old  and  new 
systems  of  conducting  that  business,  and 
gave  illustrations  of  the  rise  and  fall  in 
prices  owing  to  oscillations  in  the  rate  of 
exchange.  The  following  questions 
wore  put  to  him  from  the  Chair : — 

**  What  I  want  to  know  is  whether  the  rapid 

alteration  in  the  value  of  cotton  in  India  due  to 

the  exchange  is  or.  is  not  pernicious  to  the 

trade  ? — It  rose  rapidly  before  August  in  conse- 

J/r.  Hoyle 


quence  of  one  alteration  in  the  exchange;  it  fell 
rapidly  after  August  in  consequence  of  acother 
alteration  in  the  exchange. 

**  Is  not  that  a  great  inconvenience  to  the 
grower  in  India?"— Well,  of  course  to  the 
grower  fluctuations  are  to  that  extent  un- 
pleasant. For  the  exporter  it  practioally 
makes  no  difference.  We  have  only  to  wait  a 
little  till  jprices  adjust  themselves. 

**  You  simply  work  the  machine  by  whieh  the 
cotton  is  transferred  from  the  grower  in  India 
to  the  buyer  in  England  F — Certainly.   .   .    . 

**  Ton  have  just  explained  that  the  machine 
is  practically  so  perfect  that  you  receive  no 
violent  shock  from  even  the  most  violent  oscil- 
lations in  exchange.  What  I  want  to  know  is 
whether  these  vident  oscillations  do  not  do  harm 
to  the  grower,  to  the  man  who  is  not  part  of  the 
mere  machinery  of  transfer,  but  the  man  who 
produced  the  goods? -Well,  of  courso  if  the 

{)rice  of  silver  rises  rapidly  the  grower  does  not 
ike  it.  If  we  have  a  fall' in  silver  and  are 
able  to  offer  him  10  or  15  per  cent,  more  for  his 
produce  he  likes  it  very  much." 

"  It  is  in  your  power,  directly  you  see  that 
operations  are  not  going  to  yield  a  profit,  to 
stop  operations  ?— Certainly " 

Now,  what  struck  me  as  very  remark- 
able in  that  evidence  was  that  the  wit- 
ness was  apparently  quite  unconscious  of 
the  startling  character  of  his  evidence. 
The  swing  of  the  exchange  pendulum, 
owing  to  rises  and  falls  in  silver,  made  a 
difference  in  the  selling  price  of  com- 
modities of  15  per  cent,  first  on  one  side, 
and  then  15  per  cent,  on  the  other.  The 
skinning  of  eels  is  unpleasant 
to  the  eels,  but  to  the  roan  who 
holds  the  knife  it  makes  no  difference — 
he  need  not  cut  his  own  finger ;  it  is 
his  own  fault  if  he  does.  The  House 
will  see  that  this  witness  proves  beyond 
a  doubt  that  commodities  rise  or  fall  in 
value  as  the  rate  of  exchange  goes  np  or 
down.  If  there  were  any  doubt,  how- 
over,  it  would  be  dispelled  by  the  testi- 
mony of  another  witness — a  shipper  of 
manufactured  goods  from  this  country  to 
India.  He  said,  in  answer  to  a  question 
put  to  him — 

*'  Any  one  acquainted  with  the  Manchester 
Market  can  testify  that  business  there  is 
always  checked  when  a  fall  in  silver  takes 
place,  and  that  Manchester  prices  have 
generally  ultimately  to  give  way. 

'*  But  the  one  person  that  cannot  save  him- 
self is  the  manufacturer?— He  is  the  worst  on 
the  whole. 

*'  The  merchant  can  save  himself,  but  the 
manufacturer  cannot? — Tes." 

As  exchange  fell  there  was  always  a 
diminished  amount  left  for  the  English 
manufacturer  ?  The  "  machine  "  was  per- 
fect. "  The  merchant,"  it  was  expressly 
said  in  evidence,  "  need  take  no  risk  unlees 


873 


BirMetallum* 


|Apbil18»  1890} 


Bi-MetallUm, 


STi 


I 
I 


he  liked*"  The  loss  was  bound  to  fall  oa 
the  producers*  The  **  machine  "  stops 
until,  to  use  the  euphemism  employed  by 
one  of  the  witnesses,  "  prices  had 
adjusted  themselves,"  which  means  that 
until  commodities  had  fallen  in  price 
equal  to  the  fall  in  silver.  But  while 
this  evil  was  in  dovelopmentj  others 
were  in  progress.  The  depression  in  the 
agricalturftl  districts  at  home  lessened  the 
demand  for  cotton  goods,  and  falling* 
prices  automatically  raised  the  barriers 
to  ti-ade  iu  Protectionist  countries,  in  this 
way — a  fixed  duty  of  Ss.  6d,  on  an  article 
that  formerly  cost  10s.  was  25  per  cent, 
but  when  the  article  fell  to  Ts.  Cd.,  the 
duty  became  33  per  cent. ;  and  if 
it  fell  to  5s.,  the  duty  was^  then 
50  per  cent.  Diminished  demand 
from  the  United  Kingdom  and  an 
aggravation  of  Protection  shut  Lanca- 
shire out  of  the  markets,  previously 
supplied  ;  and  so  aros?  the  cry  for  "  new 
markets.*'  The  home  trade  c^juld  not 
absorb  its  usual  quantity  of  goods  ;  Pro- 
tectionist countries  were  closed  by  the 
automatic  rise  in  the  proportion  of  duty  ; 
but  India  and  China  were  op3n  at 
a  price,  they  could  take  unlimited 
quantities  of  cotton  fabrics,  so  that  the 
production  was  more  and  more  poured 
into  Eastern  markets.  That  increased 
supply  compelled  English  prod  net* rs  to 
accept  silver  prices.  In  addition  to 
those  adverse  circumstances  it  bj^^^au 
to  be  perceived  that  c  (ttan  spinning  and 
manufacturing  could  be  onrried  on  iu 
the  East  without  loss  by  exchange.  The 
greater  the  fall  in  the  exchangeable 
value  of  the  rupee,  the  greatL^r  the 
inducement  to  cut  out  English  made 
goods,  and  thus  an  expansion  of  spinning 
and  weaving  occurred  in  India,  such  as 
has  never  been  paralleled  in  any  industry 
requiring  technical  skill.  Tho  profits 
made  in  Indian  cotton  mills  are  so  largo 
that  they  work  on  Sundays  as  well  as 
week  days.  Some  of  them  run  84  hours 
a  week,  and  the  average  is  a  little  over 
80  hours  a  week,  as  against  56 A  hours 
in  this  country.  Rich  English  capitalists 
and  rich  Indian  capitalists  are  adding  to 
their  wealth  by  these  means.  Let  mo 
say  that  I  believe  it  would  be  difficult,  if 
not  impossible,  to  find  a  man  in  Jjancashire 
who  would  lift  a  finger  against  the  pros- 
perity of  India  or  retard  tho  welfare  of 
her  people.  If  India  has  geognipliical  or 
any   other   advantages   she    is    entitled 


to  make  the  most  of  theui,  and  it  is 
clparly  our  duty  to  assist  her  in  making 
the  most  i>f  them,  Thti  welfare  of 
India  and  the  bettering  of  the  condition 
of  her  people  are  Britisli  int^trests.  In 
reference  to  the  cott<jn  industry  in  In- 
dia, the  Royal  Commissioners  say — 

'*Efltimate9  have  "been  laid  before  ua  which 
t€nd  to  6how  that  the  Indian  luaoafxicturefr  if 
iiDiiaslstod  b}^  exchfingo  eooaiderations,  would 
be  anable  to  compete  with  the  Eagb'ah  manu- 
factui^r  Buceeasf  ully  in  any  market.  The  techni  - 
cal  character  of  the  questions  involved  in  these 
calcuIatioDBtnakca  it  y^y  difficult  to  pronounce 
anopinioo  ontheEuhiect,  oiitwe  understand  that 
a  Committee  of  the  HanchesUr  Chamber  of 
Commerce  has  been  carefally  oonaidering  the 
qaedtioo,  and  that  their  concluaions^  which,  on 
such  a  pomt,  will  huve  a  special  value,  will 
shortly  be  made  public*" 

The  following"  is  a  copy  of  fche  Kesolution 
of  the  Manchester  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce requesting  the  Board  to  under- 
take the  inquiry  referred  to  by  the  Rckyal 
Commissioners — 

"  That  in  view  of  the  recent  very  rajnd  in- 
crease of  cotton  spinning'  in  India  and  the 
exports  of  yarn  therefrom,  more  esperially  to 
China  and  tliipan^  while  ut  the  same  tinif^  there 
baa  been  a  very  aerioua  check  to  the  growth  of 
Lftn  cash  ire  yarn  exporli  to  those  countrioa, 
the  directors  he  requested  to  examine  and 
report  to  a  special  meeLing'  of  the  Chamber  aa 
to  the  CAuaea  and  circamslrincea  whiidi  have 
thai  ermhled  liombny  a^>iuLiurH  to  BUjier^icde 
those  of  b»acu»hite/' 

Tliat  inquiry  extended  nyjr  10  months, 
antl  the  most  CiJiiip.^tei.t  men  lu  the 
dift'et'cnt  bmnches  of  the  ti*ado  were 
invited  to  give  evidence.  In  sueli  uti 
invc'stijiation,  conducted  by  luvmen^greut 
scope  W£i8.  as  is  us ualt  given  to  wiuiesii:iS. 
There  was  a  i^oud  dual  of  theory,  of 
opinion,  nnd  of  itrgument  which  wore 
entitled  to  great  res[jecl:,  tven  when  they 
failed  to  carry  conviction  ;  but  when  the 
witnessesde tailed  their  daily  expiiviencLS, 
and  j^ave  facts  within  their  own  know- 
ledge, their  testimony  was  absolutely  un- 
impeachable. A  witness  who  lias,  per 
haps,  sold  more  cotton  yarn  than  any 
man  living,  said — 

"  The  great  factor  which  has  comparatively 
taken  away  an  impcartant  section  of  our  trade  is 
the  fall  in  exchani^e.  It  ia  utterly  imjMJSsible, 
with  the  flilver  price  of  exelmnge^  tor  the  J^n- 
CBshire  mnn,  when  hia  nioney  is  reduced  'Ih  per 
C€nt.,  in  exchaogiojj  from  silvi^r  to  gohit  to 
rival  the  Bombay  man,  his  competitor,  ^^hos© 
money  is  not  reduci^d  in  value," 

And  the  witness  w  ent  on  to  say — 

**Tho  demand  never  stopped  iu  the  sptiog  of 
1887,  ftlthougb  wt)  wltc  unable  to  take  orders 
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during  the  montha  of  March  and  April,  and 
until  the  third  week  in  fi[ay.  when  we  accepted 
a  reduction  in  price  ec^aivalent  to  the  fall  ia 
exchange.*' 

The  ''machine*'  does  its  work  so  effec- 
tually that  prices  must  go  down  in 
Manchester,  The  tnills  may  stop,  of 
course^  and  that  ia  the  alternative.  So 
large  are  the  quantities  of  goods  sold 
to  silver-using  countries  that  prices  all 
round  aro  lowered-  There  cannot  be 
two  prices  for  the  sirae  article — one  for 
gold-using  countries  and  another  for 
silver-using  countries.  If  any  one 
demand,  either  home  or  foreign,  yields 
better  Returns  than  another,  there  is  an 
immediate  increase  of  supply,  with  a 
corresponding  decrease  of  supply  to  those 
markets  giving  less  favourable  results, 
and  thus  a  level  of  prices  all  round  is 
quickly  reached.  The  Board  of  the 
Manchester  Chamber  concluded  its 
inquiry,  but,  not  being  agreed,  two  Re- 
ports were  prepared.  A  copy  of  the 
evidence  taken  and  copies  of  the  two 
Reports  were  sent  to  each  member  of  the 
Chamber,  and  a  special  meeting  was 
called  to  coa^ider  the  Reports.  After 
full  discussion,  the  Chamber  adopted  the 
Report,  which  said  that— 

*'  The  principal  cause  which  has  enabled 
Bombay  a  pinners  to  supersede  those  of  Lanca* 
shire  in  exporting  yarn  to  China  and  Japan  is 
the  great  fall  in  Eastern  exchange  since  IS78/* 

Therefore,  the  Manchester  Chamber  of 
Commerce,  b^ing  largely  expert,  aft?r 
an  exhaustive  inquiry  extending  over 
10  montlis,  decided  that  conflicting 
currency  laws  in  the  same  Empir^*  were 
giving  a  b^nus  for  the  transfer  of  a  great 
industry  of  that  Empire  from  one  pirt 
of  its  dominion  to  another.  Another 
6vil  arising  out  of  the  divergence 
between  gold  and  silver  is  the  lowering 
of  the  quality  of  English  goods.  It  is 
rare  to  find  now  any  make  of  cotton 
goods  that  has  retained  the  character  it 
had  20  years  ago.  Mr,  Stephen 
Williamson,  M.P.,  told  the  Royal 
Oommission  that  merchants  did  not 
wish  to  ship  inferior  goods,  bnt 
he  said  the  people  in  silver*asing 
countries  had  small  silver  coins  in  com- 
mon use,  and  when  the  exchangeable 
value  of  these  coins  fell  therd  must,  of 
nt'cessity,  be  a  lower  article  supplied. 
On  this  point  an  East  India  merchant, 
who  was  a  witness  at  the  inquiry  in 
Manchester,  was  most  explicit  He  said — 
Mr.  Ho}fU 


**We    find    it  difficult,  and,    indeed,  often  i 
impomible^    to    raiie     prices.      The    general  ^ 
experience  is  that   when   exchange  falls    the 
Indian  huyer  redncea  hia  sterling  price  to  ui 
here,  and  we  have  naturally  to  offer  a  lower 
pnc«  to  our  prrxlucar.       If  exchange  falls*  Bay,  ^ 
from  Is.  5d.  to  Ls.  4d.,  which  is  a  fall  of  6  per  I 
cent.,  the  native  huyer  reduces  his  price  to  us 
accordingly,  and  it  is  needless  to  say   that  wo 
cannot    execute    such     an     order.       Posaiblf 
several  telegrams  pass  between  qs,  entailing 
expense,  and  the  transaction  may  possibly  be 
ullimately  arranged  by  a  pick  or  two  picks 
being  taken   out  of  the   clothe  or  a  narrower 
width   being  taken,  or  a  yard  or   more  being 
taken  off  the  length;  and  at  the  sanae  time  the 
maker  may  have  to  cut  into  his  profit,  and  the 
agent  into  his  Commission,  all  in  order  that  an 
article  may  be    supplied  to  come    in    at  tha 
current    rupee    price.       Some    shippers,    leaij 
scrupulous  than  others,  may  st^mp  the  goodie] 
the  original  length,  though  posaibiy  a  yard  haj  f 
been    taken  off  them^  and  in  thit  way  fabio] 
stamping  has  been  encouraged/'  1 

*^  Vou  don't  think  it  ia  the  fall  in  Eschangti'] 
that  brings  this  about  f—I  have  said  that  it  I 
is  the  fall  in  Exchange  that  creates  the  diffi- 
culty, and  this  is  how  the  ditficultyia  frequently 
overcome/* 

Another  way  of  cheapening  cost  is  loading 
the  yarn  with  size  containing  cliina, 
clay,  and  chemicals.  Formerly  it  was 
considered  that  about  20  per  cent*  of 
size  was  sufficient  to  give  strength  to  the 
yarn  in  weaving.  One  day,  on  my  way 
to  business,  I  was  joined  by  a  manufac- 
turer, who  complained  bitterly  of  the 
unremuuerative  state  of  trade.  I  said 
to  him — 

"You  si2e  heavily,  I  believe?— Oh,  no,  hd 
said.  We  only  put  lOQ  per  cent  on,  and  §ome 
of  our  neighbours  put  200  per  cent,  on/' 

So  that  100  lbs.  of  cotton  yarn  is  loa*ied 
with  200  lbs  of  hlliug,  which  must  fall 
off  in  the  wash  tub,  leaving  the  web  as 
tliin  as  paper  and  as  easily  torn.  Heavy 
sizing  compels  the  saturation  of  weaving 
factories  with  steam  to  soften  the  yarn 
and  make  it  weave.  The  operatives 
complained  that  their  health  was  being 
destroyed,  and  last  year  they  had  a  Bill 
drafted  in  the  hope  that  Parliament 
would  remedy  the  evil.  Eventually,  a 
Conference  was  held  in  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee Room  to  consider  the  draft  Bill — _ 
a  Conference  consisting  of  seven  Memb 
of  Parliament  and  equal  numbers 
representatives  of  the  opemtivea  and  of 
the  employers.  In  the  discussion  that 
took  place  the  difficulties  of  the  position 
on  both  sides  were  pointed  out 
One  of  the  speakers  on  the  part 
of  the  employers  said  the  trade  now 
was   such  that  "a  manufacturer  cofald 
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not  live  if  he  made  honest  cloth." 
The  changed  condition  in  which  the 
trade  is  carried  on  will  b3  seen  if  I  read 
wh&t  a  Manchestsr  merchant  said  b afore 
the  Manchester  Chamber.  He  was 
asked — 

**If  a  Manchftster  merchant  boIIb  yam  in 
China  for  500  dollara,  and  a  Bombay  merchant 
alao  sells  yarn  for  dOO  dollars,  quantity  and 
qaality  being  equal  in  both  cases^  what  loda 
doea  the  Manchester  merchant  sustain  in  get- 
ting  his  money  home  ?  ** 

And  the  reply  waa  "  None." 

"Do  yoii  mean  that  the  Manchester  mer- 
chant will  get  the  same  money  home  as 
does  the  Bombay  merchant  P  " — ABaumiog^ 
without  entering  into  calcnlaUnnB,  Ihat  those 
600  dollars  rettirn  to  the  Lancnfihire  merchant 
£75,  whereas  they  formerly  returned  him  £100, 
and  that  those  £76  will  purchase  him  as  many 
commodities  as  £100  did  formerly,  he  would 
lose  nothing/' 

The  question  was  pxit  in  another  form 
and  the  witness  answered  in  these 
words  ; — 

'*  Take  the  case  of  my  own  trade.  I  am  a 
merchant  carrying  on  busioesn  in  Bombay  and 
Manchester,  and  I  am  to-day  doing  the  very 
bustnesa  which  you  instance,  because  T  am 
shipping  yarns  and  cloth  from  Bombay  to  China 
and  Japan,  and  also  from  Manchester  to  the 
same  markets.  In  the  latter  caie  I  get  25  per 
cent,  less  gold  for  the  same  i|aaQtity  of  yarn 
than  I  formerly  did,  say  £76  instead  of  £100; 
but  that  lessened  quantity  of  gold  will  buy  me 
as  many  oommodjties  as  the  £100  would  in 
former  days.  At  the  same  time,  iu  Bombay  I 
get  back  my  money  in  rupees,  say  1,000,  the 
same  number  that  I  got  in  former  days ;  but 
these  rupees  will  only  buy  me  the  same  com- 
modities that  they  did  in  former  da3*8. 
Therefore  the  purchasing  power  of  the  two 
remittances  is  equal,  for  I  get  as  much  of  all 
that  I  consume  and  require,  as  a  merchant,  for 
my  appreciated  gold — that  i»,  for  the  smaller 
number  of  soToreigns  at  home^as  I  do  in 
Bombay  for  the  unaltered  number  of  rupees. 
I  oonaequently  sustain  no  loss  aa  a  merchant  on 
my  remittance  from  China/' 

That  evidence  is  lucidity  itself — it  is  a 
volume  in  few  words — the  merchant,  the 
middleman  suffers  no  loss — -it  is  passed 
on  to  the  English  producer.  The  Bom- 
bay manufacturer  carries  on  his  trade  in 
circumstances  analogous  to  those  which 
prevailed  in  this  country  before  1873, 
but  the  English  manufacturer  is  worse 
off  hy  the  loss  of  25  per  ceet  in  exchange. 
Why  does  not  the  English  manufacturer 
pass  the  loss  on  ?  Well,  part  of  it  was 
passed  on.  Coals  and  mill  stores  were 
cheaper.  Cotton,  too,  was  lower  and 
wages  were  reduced.  The  last  thing  an 
employer    likes    to    do    ia    to    reduce 


wages*  Ill-feeling  always  follows  the 
attempt.  Some  years  ago  Bolton, 
Blackburn,  and  other  places  in  East 
Lancashire  suffered  from  an  embittered 
straggle  on  a  reduction  of  wages.  An 
excited  mob  broke  into  the  house  of 
Colonel  Kaynsford  Jackson,  who  was 
the  President  of  tho  Manufacturers' 
Asaocifttion,  and  burned  his  house  to  the 
ground.  In  that  struggle  the  operatives 
on  strike,  or  locked  out,  lost  in  wages 
nearly  £790,000  before  tho  strike  ended, 
and  then  thty  went  in  at  the  reduction. 
At  no  period  during  the  last  15  years 
have  reductions  in  cost  of  manufactnre 
been  equal  to  the  fall  in  values  of  cotton 
goods,  and  now  the  lessened  costs  of 
manufacture  have,  in  great  part,  passed 
away.  Coals  have  risen,  wages  have 
risjn,  cotton  is  higher,  because  it  can  be 
and  is  consumed  in  other  countries  where 
exchange  troubles  do  not  exist,  Another 
evil  from  the  divergence  between  gold 
money  and  silver  money  ia  thiit  the 
inception  of  business  is  transferred  to 
foreign  markets,  and  necessitates  long 
contracts.  A  witness  at  the  Royal 
Commission  was  asked — 

*' Question  2283.— Ts  it  the  case  that  this 
^actuation  in  exchange  leads  to  bargains  being 
made  on  contract  for  future  delivery  rather 
than  to  immediato  transactions  P — Yes,  it 
has  changed  the  whole  nature  of  business, 

Question  228i,^And  these  contracts  are 
fulfilled  after  a  certain  time,  and  during  that 
time  accidents  may  occur  ? — Yea,  formerly 
tha  man  who  scut  the  goods  abroad  was 
really  a  mert'hunt. 

Question  2285. — He  is  now  simply  a  middle- 
man F — tie  is  now  a  middleman  and  trios  to 
keep  himself  in  that  position." 

Mr.  Provand,  M.P.,  describing  before 
the  Royal  Commission  the  cost,  the  un- 
certainties, and  risks  of  the  new  mode  of 
doing  business,  said  :  "  It  makes  it  a 
speculative  gambling  business  in  fact/* 
The  long  contracts  for  yarns  and  piece 
gixxls  necessitated  by  the  new  system 
lead  t<i  gambling  in  raw  cotton.  Specu- 
lators can  afford  to  jmy,  and  do  pay,  well 
for  early  information.  No  sooner  are 
contracts  placed  in  Manchester  than 
speculators  put  their  hands  on  raw 
cotton  ;  the  shipping  merchant  may  also 
buy  cotton  siraultaneously  with  his  pur* 
chases  of  yarns  and  goods ;  for  hiin,  with 
accurate  knowledge  of  contriict«  placed, 
it  is  a  safe  speculation.  So  the  spinner 
or  manufacturer  may  find  there  ai*e 
three  buyers  of  raw  cotton  against  one 
transaction  in  the  manufactured  article. 
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In  that  way  "  cotton  cornel's  "  are  made. 
Mr.  Henry  Lee,  formerly  M.P.  for  South- 
hampton, and  now  President  of  the  Man- 
chester Chamber  of  Commerce,  in  his 
review  of  the  trade  of  1889  at  the  annual 
meeting  of  the  Chamber  in  February  of 
this  year,  said — 

''  He  believed  the  manafacinrers  of  the  pre- 
sent day  were  not  obtaining  what  they  had  a 
right  to  expect  from  the  capital  they  had  in- 
vested. The  wages  paid  were  considerable, 
bnt  the  amount  of  profit  arising  from  the  in- 
vestment of  capital  was  not  large.  This 
was  dne  to  several  caoses.  .  .  .  There  was 
gambling  in  shares,  gambling  in  Stocks, 
gambling  in  cotton,  gambling  in  almost  every- 
thing that  could  be  touched.  He  quite  remem- 
bered the  time,  when  he  was  young,  when 
those  things  did  not  exist,  and  their  forefathers 
would  have  been  horrified  at  the  spirit  of 
speculation  which  prevailed  at  the  present 
day." 

These  are  only  part  of  the  evils  to  which 
this   Motion  calls  the   attention  of    the 
House.      There   is   no    country  in   the 
world  where  the  cotton  trade   is  carried 
on    under  such  unfavourable   economic 
conditions  as  exist  in  this  country.     In 
all   other  countries   the   investment   of 
capital  is  encouraged.       In  this  country 
such  investment  of  capital  is  discouraged 
by  the  conflict  of  monetary  laws  m  the 
same     Empire.        There    is    no    other 
country  where  the   returns   for    capital 
and  labour  employed  in  the  cotton  trade 
are  so  uncertain  as  they  are  in  England. 
We     are    told     we     want     Protection. 
What  is  the  meaning  of  the  word  **  Pro- 
tection "  when  used  in  relation  to  trade 
and  commerce  ?      It  means  a  tax  laid  on 
an  article  at    the    port   of   entry   which 
shall  make  it   difficult  for  foreigners  to 
compete   with  home  producers.      Arbi- 
trary  and    artificial    interference    with 
the  sale  of  commodities  affect  prices  far 
beyond  what  the  actual  amount  of  inter- 
ference  would   seem  to  warrant.      The 
article  of  foreign   origin  being  taxed  at 
the  port  of  entry    home  producers  get 
higher  prices,  not  only  by  the  amount  of 
the    tax',  but   also   from    the     lessened 
supply.      The   whole   comipunity  gives 
up  part  of   its  earnings  to   increase  the 
income  of  a  section.  •  That  is  Protection. 
What  is  happening  to  the  cotton  trade 
at  this  moment  1    Take  the  case  of  sales 
in  China  of  Indian  goods  for  500  dollars, 
and  of  English  goods  for  a  like  sum,  as 
published  in  the  Manchester  evidence. 
China  is  a  neutral  market — open  to  all  on 
equal  terms,  and  the  China  merchant  has 
Mr.  Hoyle 


paid  equal  amounts.     Tho  Bombay  man 
gets  his  money  home  in  full  weight  and 
count,  but  the  Manchester  man  loses  25 
per  cent,  by  exchange.     Where  has  the 
loss  gone  to  ?    Who  has  got  it  ?    Part  of 
it  has  been  paid  to  the  banker  for  the 
risk  he   has  taken  in  fixing  exchange 
forward.     Mr.  Provand,  M.P.,  told  tiie 
Royal  Commissioners  the  bankers'  charges 
on  China  business  were  equal  to  a  rate 
of  12  per  cent,  per  annnm  for  the  use  of 
the  money,  and  he  had  known  it  to  he 
equal  to  interest  at  the  rate  of  15  and  20 
per  cent,  per  annum  ;  but  even  then  the 
risks    and   losses    were   so    great    that 
bankers  derived  only  small  profits  from 
that  class  of  businebs.     Part  of  the  loss 
goes   in   those  commissions  to  hankers, 
and  the  remainder  of  the  loss  goes  in  the 
fall  of  produce.     Falling  exchange  works 
both  ways — in    lowering  the   price    of 
exports    and    in  lowering  the  price  of 
imports.      Produce  to  pay  for  onr  ex- 
2X)rts  is  sold  here,  and  consumed  by  the 
whole    community.     The    manufacturer 
has  had  25  per  cent,  knocked  ofE  the 
value  of  his  goods,  and  the  community 
lias  got   it.     Operatives  and  their  em- 
ployee have  done   the   work,   and  the 
community  has  got  25  per  cent,  of  their 
wages.     If  that  had  been   done   of  set 
pur^wse,  we  should  have  given  it  a  hard 
name.     But  it  is  an  accident.     It  came 
out  of  the   Fi-anco  German   War.     Not 
one  of  the  actors  on  either  side  of  that 
great  war  had  the  remotest  idea  of  what 
was  coming.     The   last  thing   they  in- 
tended was  to  cripple  the  industries  of 
the  world,  but  grievously  crippled  they 
have  been.      In  saying  tliat  one  portion 
of  the  community-  and  that  the  toiling 
portion  of  the  community — ought  not  to 
be  robbed  of  the  fruits,  of  their  toil,  are 
we   Protectionists?    Producers  are  the 
victims  of  monetary  vivisection.     But  it 
is  said  we  are  a  creditor  country.     What 
made  us  so  ?     The  ancient  Britons  were 
not  creditors  of  anybody ;    then,    how 
have  we  become    a    creditor    country? 
The  inventive  faculty  possessed  by  the 
people  of  this  country,  the  adaptation  of 
machinery  to  tho  varied  industries,  has  so 
multiplied  the  power  of  the  individual  to 
produce  as  to  give  us  the  position  we 
hold    as  the  first  commercial  nation  in 
the  world.     Improvements  in  machinery 
have    enabled    the    same,    or  a  fewer, 
number    of    workers    to  produce  more 
goods    of  a  better    quality    and    at    a 


881 


Bi-Metallism, 


{April  18, 1890} 


Bi-MetatlunL 


882 


OS 

R 


% 


I 


smaller  cOBi  At  the  same  time,  the  hours 
of  Iftbour  have  been  lessened,  and  higher 
wages  earned  for  fewer  hours.  That  seems 
strange,  and  yet  it  is  true.  The  eight 
hours'  day  will  come  that  way,  to  the 
advantage  of  both  masters  and  men.  A 
striking  illustration  of  this  great  gain 
took  place  in  the  woollen  trade.  When 
wool  combing  was  done;  b}'  hand  it  was 
laborious  to  the  workers  and  injurious 
to  the  fibre  of  the  w<xj1  ;  but  now,  hy 
the  aid  of  the  combing  machine » 
invented  by  Mr.  Isaac  Holden^  M.P.,  20 
persons  can  produce  more  and  batter 
combed  wool  than  2,000  persons  could 
do  before.  The  world  has  gained  more 
by  that  invention  fclian  if  Mr*  Uolden 
had  discovered  a  gold  mine.  Every 
day*s  working  of  a  gold  mine  brings  the 
mine  nearer  to  exhaustion,  but  every 
day^s  working  of  new  inventions  of 
machinery  educates  the  workers  and 
imulates  the  raiud,  which  is  the 
^mainspring  of  all  production,  and 
io  every  mechanical  invention  becomes 
the  parent  of  others.  The  inventive 
faculty  in  our  people  is  practically  with- 
out limit.  We  owe  it  t«3  Watt, 
Arkwright,  Hargrciaves,  Kay,  Stephen- 
son, Faraday,  Wheatstone,  Brunei, 
Bessemer,  Holden,  and  their  coadjutors 
and  successors  that  we  are  a  creditor 
nation.  These  men  took  the  forces  of 
^Nature  and  turned  them  into  benelicent 
activity  f(-»r  the  use  of  man.  The  power 
of  this  country  to  prndnce  was  never 
greater  than  now.  That  power  is  grow- 
ings and,  with  technical  education  in  all 
our  towns  and  villages,  will  grow.  We 
are  a  nation  of  producers.  Our  power  to 
produce  is  practicfUly  unlimited,  but  the 
power  of  each  individual  to  consume  is 
limited  by  Nature  herself.  The  improve- 
ments in  shipbuilding  and  in  the 
management  of  ships  continually  lessen 
the  cost  of  transport,  so  that  distance 
from  the  supply  of  raw  material  is  of 
less  and  leas  consequence.  What  we 
want,  above  all  things,  is  the  free  inter- 
change of  services  with  other  nations. 
If  we  permit  impediments  to  tlie  ex- 
change of  services  to  grow  up  we  shall 
kill  ^e  bird  that  lays  the  golden  eggs. 
The  world  is  waiting  for  what  we  can 
supply  in  such  abundance.  You  may 
cover  China  with  railways  and  build  iron 
hridges  over  her  rivers.  You  may 
supply  a  network  of  iron  roads  over 
India.      The    natural   wealth    of    those 


countries,  released  by  those  appliances, 
will  pay  you  hack  in  full  measure,  and 
almost  without  stint.  It  would  be 
hanl  to  say  whether  they  or  we 
would  reap  most  benefit  from  the 
exchange  of  products.  Just  and  equit- 
able means  of  excliange  would  enable 
us  to  render  service  to  each  other. 
The  House  was  greatly  interested  yester- 
day in  hstening  to  the  Budget  speech  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer — the 
Budpfefcforayear  of  returning  prosperity. 
I  hold  in  jay  hand  a  letter  from  a  leader 
of  a  Trades  Union.  The  writer  is  a  man 
of  high  character  ;  he  hns  received  dis- 
tinguished marks  of  confidence  from 
successive  Governments.  And  this  is 
what  ho  writes  to  rae  in  respect  to  work* 
people  in  the  cotton  trade  in  the  generally 
p r ospei*ou8  y ea  r  of  1889,  Af to  r  caref  u  I 
inquiry  by  himself  and  his  colleagueSj  he 
says — 

''They  fiad  that  owing  to  stoppaijes  of 
machinery  ami  irregularity  of  employment  in 
the  cotton  trade  la^t  year  the  operatives  lost  in 
wages  alone  £26o,000,'* 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  the 
administration  of  a  national  estate  which 
has  no  equal  in  any  other  country  j  but 
give  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
fair-play.  Give  agriculture,  give  iron 
and  steel,  and  all  the  industries  into 
which  they  enter,  fair-play ;  and  then 
the  producers  of  this  country  could  pay 
off  the  National  Debt  without  feeling  it. 
What  does  the  Motion  of  my  bon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Flint  propose  ?  Simply 
this — to  follow  up  the  work  of  the  Royal 
Commiasion  by  taking  part  in  a  Con- 
ference of  the  nations  of  the  world. 
That  is  k11.  The  last  wo  I'd  s  of  the 
Motion  govern  the  whole.  The  Confer- 
ence would  consider  whether  bi- 
metallism can  be  re-established  in  the 
interest  of  all  the  nations  concenied. 
There  can  fiurely  be  no  danger  of  peril 
to  English  inttirests  in  such  a  Conference. 
The  Conference  would  come  at  an  oppor- 
tune time.  The  world  is  awakening  to 
the  importance  of  a  good  understanding 
between  nations.  The  recent  Conference 
held  at  Berlin  was  described  by  Canlinal 
Manning,  who  can  look  back  on  80  years 
of  an  eventful  life,  as  one  of  the  greatest 
events  of  our  time.  Whatc^vcr  may  ulti- 
mately come  out  of  the  del ilje rations  of 
tl  lat  Con  fere  nc  e ,  i  t  mus  t  g  u  re  ly  be  re  garde  d 
aa  an  acknowledgment  that  no  nation 
is  so  self-contained,  so  Belf-sufficient  as  to 
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Imva  no  need  of  other  nations.  The 
smniraoniiig  of  the  Berlin  Conference  is 
an  acknowledigfment  of  the  truth  that 
we  are  all  members  one  of  another.  It 
is  but  40  years  since  the  Prince  Consort 
of  England  suggested  the  holding  of  a 
Great  iiixhibition  in  Hyde  Park  to  which 
all  nations  were  invited  to  send  their 
best  industrial  prodncts  j  and  now  the 
German  Emperor,  the  grandson  of  the 
Prince  Consort,  invites  the  great  Powers 
of  Europe  to  join  him  in  trying  to  im- 
prove the  condition  of  those  whose  lot  is 
that  of  manual  lalxmr.  It  may  well  be 
tliitt  tlie  Emperor  sees  tliat  tUe  policy  of 
**  blood  and  iron "  has  had  its  day,  and 
that  tliere  are  surer  ways  to  national 
weal  tban  by  breechloadiDg  gnns  and 
magrtzino  rifles.  For  many  years  a  dark 
cloud  has  hung  over  Continental  Europe 
thrv'atening  to  burst  in  war  of  unprece- 
dented magnitude.  Tlie  Emperor  of 
Germany,  by  means  of  the  Berlin  Con- 
ference, may  liave  set  forces  in  motion 
which  shall  disperse  that  dark  cloud  and 
bring  ua  nearer  to  the  time  when  military 
burdens  shall  cease  to  weigh  npon  and 
oppress  peaceful  industry.  The  hou. 
Afember  for  Flint  invites  the  House  to 
ass^*nt  to  the  holding  of  a  still  greater 
Conferenca — a  Conference  of  the  chief 
commercial  nations  of  the  world — to  con- 
sider whether  it  is  possible  to  devise 
means  whereby  all  nations  may  exchange 
the  products  of  labour  without  waste  and 
loss.  The  saving  of  waste  leaves  a  large 
margin  for  profit.  Naval  engineers  and 
telegraphists  have  brought  nations  ever 
cloS3P  and  closer  together.  May  not  the 
best  minds  of  every  nation,  meeting  in 
Council,  complete  the  work  by  insuring 
that  people  everywhere  shall  gather  and 
enjoy  the  fruits  of  their  own  industry  ?  It 
would  be  a  Peat^e  Congress  of  the  greatest 
magnitude,  and  if  successful  its  beneficial 
results  to  all  countries  would  make  for 
*'  Peace  on  earth  and  goodwill  among 
men/' 

♦(9.52.)  S[B  LYON  PL  AYPAIE  (Leeds, 
S.) :  Before  I  proceed  to  deal  with 
the  Resolution  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Flint,  I  should  like  to  show 
htiw  shorn  and  bald  it  is  compared  with 
that  Tabled  last  year  by  the  Minister  for 
Agriculture.  The  original  form  of  his 
Resolution  gave  much  condensed  in- 
struction to  the  House,  and  was  bold  as 
to  its  assertions.  It  began  by  saying 
Mr*  Hoyh 


that  the  recent  divergence  in  the  price  of 
the  precious  metals 

"la  prejudicial  in  the  highest  degree  to  thd 
fi Dances  and  the  Gtorermnent  of  lodift,  &nd  is 
detrimental  to  our  trade  with  the  silver- tiaing 
countries." 

It  then  suggested  that  the  recent  and 
prolonged  depression  of  trade  and  agri- 
culture, and  the  irregnlarity  of  employ- 
ment *' for  vast  numbers  of  the  popular 
tion,'*  was  largely  owing  to  the  changes 
in  the  value  of  gold  and  silver.  In  the 
speeches  which  followed  the  Resolaticm 
we  were  told  that  the  prices  of  com- 
modities were  lowered  and  that  the 
wages  of  the  people  were  reduced.  That 
redundant  Resolution  and  the  commen- 
taries npon  it  left  the  House  in  no  doubt 
of  the  views  of  the  bi-metallists.  Though 
that  was  the  character  of  the  Resolution 
Tabled  by  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  in 
its  passage  from  the  Table  to  the  Chair, 
some  experienced  Parliamentary  hand 
seems  to  have  pruned  it  of  all  its  reasons, 
and  left  it  in  that  mild  and  nnassertive 
form  in  which  it  is  again  offered  tchday. 
The  present  Resolution  aasumes  tliat 
*'  evils"  still  exist,  though  it  is  not  stated 
what  they  ara.  Trade  has  improved,  and 
the  prices  of  commodities  have  risen  con- 
siderably, in  spite  of  the  alleged  scarcity 
of  gold  and  the  disuse  of  a  silver  standard 
abroad.  The  chief  depression  which  still 
exists  is  in  agriculture.  The  reason  is 
that  farmers  still  keep  to  the  domestic 
character  of  their  production.  All  other 
industries  have  reorganised  their  methods 
in  the  last  20  years  in  order  to  adapt 
themselves  to  the  changed  conditioDS 
of  production  and  distribution.  Last 
year  tbo  Resolution  declared  that  the 
divergence  in  prices  of  gold  and  silver 
was  highly  detrimental  to  India.  There 
was  some  support  for  that  statement  in 
an  almost  despairing  Despatch  from  the 
Governor  General  in  September,  1886. 
The  cry  of  despair  was  taken  up  by  the 
Minister  of  Agriculture,  who  said — 

'*  India  is  saffering  most  severely  from  the 
present  itato  of  thingfs  ;  and  if  thc>re  be  «ay 
further  fall  in  the  price  of  silver,  which  is  cer- 
tain to  occur  unless  effectual  steps  are  t&keo  to 
nrrest  it*  ladift  will  be  brought  to  the  verge  of 
ruin  and  bankruptcy.** 

That  Cassandra  prophecy  of  woe  waa 
given  in  December,  1888.  The  diver- 
gence in  prices  still  exist,  but  these 
wails  of  despair  were  changed  into  a 
song  of  triumpli  by  the  Finance  Minister 
of  India,  Air.  Steel,  in  a  Heport  made  to 
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the  Government  in  1889,  in  which  he 
said — 

**  We  have  reason  to  look  forward  with  hope 
to  the  f  utTir©  of  aj^iciiltiire,  the  g^reat  etand-by 
of  the  Empire;  it  is  flouriahiDg'  as  it  never 
fouriehed  before.  The  loaniifaetuni]^  interests 
Are  prosper! Dg  and  developing  to  ihe  great 
benefit  of  the  oouctry*  Trade  la  ^rowin|^  in 
magnitude  ;  comrounicatiouB  are  beintc  rapidly 
improved.  Our  debt,  though  large,  ii  amply 
covered  by  the  value  of  State  property." 

Imports  from  and  exports  to  India  have 
largely  increased  since  1873  and  to  a  less 
extent  in  other  silver  countnca,  and 
are  especially  large  in  the  Argentine 
Republic.  It  was  prophesied  that  on 
account  of  the  difficulties  of  exchange  no 
more  capital  would  be  sent  to  India  for 
improvements.  As  a  fa<:t|  we  increased 
our  loans  to  that  country  b^  £15,000,000 
between  1880  and  1888.  To-night 
the  Movers  of  the  Resolution  have 
abandoned  their  old  selected  battle-field 
of  India  and  have  chiefly  referred  to  the 
inflaence  of  the  changed  currency  on 
Lancashire,  especially  as  recent  Returns 
show  a  falling  off  in  the  exports  of  cotton 
goods  to  the  East,  although  that  is 
coincident  with  a  rise,  not  a  fall,  in  the 
price  of  silver.  Sudden  tiuct nations  in 
excliange  are,  no  doubt,  harassing  to  all 
commerce,  but  a  peraiatent  low  rate  of 
exchange  can  always  he  provided  for  by 
any  merchant  of  experience.  He  buys 
goods  at  gold  prices,  and  knows  exactly 
the  exchange  value  of  the  silver  which  he 
gets  by  the  sale  of  his  goods.  But  I  am 
not  surprised  at  the  working  man — I  will 
not  stiy  being  deluded,  because  I  believe 
in  the  utmost  sincerity  of  the  bi-mttallists 
and  their  views  on  these  questions — 
but  I  am  not  surprised  tliat  the  working 
man  hearing  the  arguments  of  the  Bi- 
metallist  Association,  and  having  them 
over  and  over  again,  csomes  to  believe 
that  this  state  of  low  wages  and  want  of 
employment  during  the  time  of  depres- 
sion arises  from  these  causes.  They  saw 
that  mills  were  rising  in  India.  WHiafc 
has  led  to  cotton  spinning  in  India.  ?  It  has 
been  conclusively  proved  that  the  value 
of  tbe  rupee  has  not  fallen  in  India. 
It  is  the  possession  by  that  countiy  of 
cotton— the  raw  material  of  the  industry 
— and  the  cheap  labour  of  the  workers 
which  fully  accounts  for  India  entering 
into  competition  with  Lancashire  goods. 
It  is  in  the  highest  degree  doubtful 
whether  the  divergence  of  gold  and 
silver  in  Europe  has  anything  to  do  with 


manufactures  in  the  East,  Those  who 
oppose  bi-metallism  deny  that  trade 
depends  upon  metallic  currency.  Trade 
rests  upon  barter,  and  anything  which 
profoundly  alters  production  and  dis- 
tribution of  commodities  necessarily  acts 
upon  it.  Soon  after  1873,  there  was  a 
great  development  of  railways  in  the 
United  States  and  India.  At  that  time 
also  the  Suez  Canal  worked  a  transforma- 
tion in  commerce.  It  gave  an  enormous 
impulse  to  steam  navigation,  esppcially 
when  duplex  engines  were  introduced, 
and  large  existing  fleets,  l>oth  of  sail 
and  steam,  were  swept  away  as  anti- 
quated. Trade  had  to  adapt  itself  to 
new  routes  and  conditions  of  traffic. 
While  commerce  was  being  transformed, 
production  in  manufactures  was  vastly 
increased,  and  it  became  larger  than  the 
consumption.  It  took  'time  for  the 
world  to  adapt  itself  to  the  changed  con- 
ditions, and  that  period  was  marked  by 
depression  of  trade,  I  cannot  say  what 
are  the  cardinal  doctrines  of  faith  of  bi- 
metalbsts  at  the  present  time,  but  I 
know  that  up  to  a  recent  period  one  of 
them  was  that  the  scarcity  of  gold 
has  produced  its  appreciation,  in  con- 
sequence of  which  the  prices  cf  com- 
moditits  fell.  I  ad^nit  that  this  view 
has  received  a  considerable  amount  bctth 
of  direct  and  indirect  support  from  the 
unfortunate  manner  in  which  the  Royal 
Commission  reported.  Undoubtedly,  in 
recent  years,  various  States  have  in- 
creased their  gold  coinage  and  lessened 
that  of  silver.  Where  hm  been  the  sign 
of  scarcity  of  gold  ?  Silver  has  been  dis- 
pla-ccd*  but  gold  has  flowed  in  with  per- 
fect ease  to  supply  it.  The  stoppage  of 
the  legal  ratio  by  the  Latin  Union  in 
1873  did  not  demonetise  silver;  it  sim- 
ply altered  the  distribution  of  silver 
coins.  Between  1876  and  1880  the  silver 
coined  reached  the  enormous  total  of 
£129,500,000,  about  40  per  cent  higher 
than  when  the  legal  ratio  was  kept  up  by 
the  Ltitin  Union.  To  speak  of  the  "  eon- 
sequent  demonetisation  of  silver  "  in  the 
face  of  such  increasing  silver  coinage  is  an 
absurdity »  "VVTien  the  main  argument 
for  bi-metallism  is  the  scarcity  and  conse- 
quent appreciation  of  gold,  surely  we 
may  call  upon  its  advocates  to  tell  us 
what  they  moan  by  scarcity,  and  to  give 
us  proofs  that  it  exists.  Scarcity  in 
coiDJuodities  such  as  grain  or  cotton 
means    that    there     is    an    insufficient 
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quantity  for  consumption.  But  gold, 
though  it  wastes  a  little  by  use,  does  not 
disappear  in  consumption  ;  it  only  circu- 
lates. When  does^  gold  become  so  scarce 
as  to  appreciate  in  value  and  lower  the 
prices  of  commodities?  On  the  other 
hand,  under  what  conditions  does  it 
become  so  abundant  as  to  depreciate  in 
value  and  to  raise  the  prices  of  commo- 
dities? There  must  be  some  happy 
medium  between  abundanc3  and  scarcity 
when  it  neither  lowers  nor  raises  prices. 
These  are  fundamental  questions  which 
ought  to  be  answered  by  those  who  seek 
to  alter  our  monetary  system.  There 
are  definitions  in  abundance  as  to  the 
amount  of  money  which  a  man  ought  to 
possess.  Locke  and  Petty  put  it  as  one- 
fiftieth  or  fifty-second  part  of  the  annual 
wages  or  half  the  annual  rent  of  land. 
I  do  not  desire  to  fix  upon  the  bi-metal- 
lists  either  of  these  definitions,  for  times 
have  changed ;  but  I  cannot  argue  on 
sca^'city  or  abundance  of  gold  without 
some  proof  or  explanation  of  what  the 
terms  mean.  I  admit  that  business  is 
done  with  a  much  smaller  quantity  of 
gold  than  was  deemed  necessary  20  years 
ago.  Other  nations  are  now  imitating 
our  banking  system,  and  the  transfer- 
ence of  coin  from  hand  to  hand  is  greatly 
economised  by  instruments  of  credit. 
The  liabilities  of  our  banks  to  the  public 
amount  to  £621,000,000,  or  nearly  the 
figure  of  the  National  Debt;  but  the 
amount  of  coin  or  bulhon  to  meet  this 
liability  is  only  about  £35,000,000,  or,  if 
we  deduct  from  each  side  of  the  account 
the  £8,000,000  locked  up  in  the  Notes 
Department  of  the  Bank  of  England,  it 
is  £27,000,000,  or  only  4^  per 
cent,  of  the  liabilities.  What  would 
have  been  scarcity  20  years  ago 
would  be  p3rplexing  abundanc3  now. 
The  last  stronghold  of  the  bi-metallists 
is  that  Finance  for  70  years,  aided  by 
the  Latin  Union  for  eight  of  those  years, 
maintained  a  fixed  ratio  of  gold  and 
silver  at  1  to  15  J.  There  was  no  in- 
herent virtue  in  that  ratio.  When  it 
was  established  in  the  ninth  year  of  the 
Revolution,  that  happened  to  be  the 
market  price  of  silver.  To  propose  to  re- 
habilitate it  now  when  tlie  ratio  is  as  1 
to  20,  is  a  very  serious  proposal.  But  it 
is  not  true  that  France  coined  gold  and 
silver  indifferently  at  1  to  15|  during  70 
years,  that  is,  from  1803  to  1873.  The 
market  prices  showed  constant  variations 
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from  ^  to  3  per  cent.,  and  sometimes  much 
more.  Free  coinage,  which  was  the 
essence  of  a  bi-metallic  system,  became 
impossible  under  these-  fluctuations,  and 
for  50  out  of  the  70  years  it  did  not 
exist  except  to  a  limited  extent.  When 
gold  was  cheap  gold  coinage  was  en- 
couraged ;  when  silver  was  cheap  that 
was  coined  chiefly.  Thus,  from  1821  to 
1850,  or  for  30  years,  silver  was  2  per 
cent,  cheaper  than  gold,  and  France 
coined  87  J  per  cent,  of  silver  and  only 
12|  of  gold.  In  the  next  20  years  end- 
ing 1870,  gold  fell  under  the  legal  value, 
and  the  Mints  of  France,  and  later  of  the 
Latin  Union,  only  coined  10  per  cent,  of 
silver,  while  they  coined  90  per  cent  of 
gold.  So  that  dnring  30  years  France 
was  practically  mono-metallic  on  the 
basis  of  silver,  with  gold  at  a  preminm ;' 
and  in  the  next  20  years  she  was  practi- 
cally still  mono-metalHc,  but  on  the  basis 
of  gold.  In  fact,  though  France  was  bi- 
metallic in  law,  she  was  practically  mono- 
metallic in  practice  for  at  least  50  out  of 
the  70  years.  During  the  50  years  when 
the  coinage  was  practically  mono-metallic, 
a  far  more  powerful  law  than  the  Bi- 
metallic Law  came  into  operation.  This  was 
the  Gresham  Law,  by  which  the  metal,oYer- 
rated  on  the  ratio,  forced  the  dear  metal 
out  of  the  market.  It  was  this  law, 
and  not  German  silver,  which  broke 
down  the  Latin  Union  when  silver  be- 
came abundant  and  fell  in  price.  Silver 
having  become  cheaper,  the  Gresham  Law 
forced  it  into  coinage.  A  legal  ratio 
is  only  possible  on  two  conditions  (1) 
that  the  Mints  are  the  dominant  buyers 
and  use  most  of  the  annual  product  in 
coinage  ;  and  (2)  when  that  product  is 
moderate  in  quantity.  The  legal  ratio 
broke  down  because  the  artifice  by  which 
France  held  it  up  could  no  longer  bear 
the  strain.  But  silver  was  coined  in 
much  greater  quantity  than  at  any  pre- 
vious period.  The  increase  of  silver 
coin  was  54  per  cent,  greater  in  the  five 
years  ending  1875  than  in  the  preced- 
ing fi^ve  years.  What  Germany  did  was 
to  call  in  her  miscellaneous  coin  and  issue 
uniform  coins  of  gold  and  silver.  The 
silver  in  the  Bank  reserves  and  that 
hoarded  by  the  Government  was  thrown 
on  the  market,  and,  no  doubt,  influenced 
the  prices  on  a  falling  market.  From 
1873  to  1879  Germany  sold  silver 
to  the  amount  of  £28,357,006,  ot/ 
an    average    of    £4,000,000    annuallvf^ 
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Ifc  wsis  soon  alisorbed  by  the  coining 
uationSf  wUieli  required,  n.nd  did  coin 
annually  more  than  double  tho  amount 
of  silyer  thrown  by  Geinnany  on 
the  market.  The  production  of  b^th 
gold  and  silver  since  1873  has  been 
greater  than  at  any  period  of  the  world's 
history.  Before  the  Californiau  dis- 
coveries, the  annual  mean  prtxluct  of 
gold  never  exceeded  20,000  kilogrammes; 
now  it  18  eight  times  as  much,  or 
160,000.  Silver  has  not  increased  in  the 
same  proportion.  The  mean  annual  pro- 
duct of  silver  for  the  70  years  when  the 
legal  i*atio  prevailed  was  838,000  kilo- 
gpanoLines,  but  the  mean  annual  product 
since  that  date  has  been  above 
2,500,000,  and  is  now  about  3,000,000. 
Formerly  the  Mints  coined  nearly 
all  the  gold  produced,  and  when 
the  goldsmith  wanted  it  for  his 
art  he  melted  down  sovereigns.  But 
now  the  supply  of  gold  is  far  in  excess  of 
the  demands  for  coinage,  which  steadily 
decrease.  In  the  decade  ending  1860 
gold  was  cheap,  so  the  Gresham  Law 
forced  81  per  cent,  of  the  annual  product 
into  the  coinage  of  the  world*  In  the 
next  decade  ending  1870  gold  was  be- 
coming dearer,  and  only  54  per  cent,  of 
the  product  was  coined.  In  the  decade 
ending  1880,  45  per  cent,  was  used  for 
coinat^e,  and  in  the  last  five  years  of 
iSoetbeer's  Tables,  ending  1885,  only  23 
percent,  was  us£?d  for  coin.  At  least  75 
per  cent,  of  the  annual  product  of  gold  is 
no  longer  used  for  coin.  How  is  it  that 
gold  has  kept  up  its  value  and  that 
silver  has  fallen  ?  The  reason  is  obvious. 
There  is  a  demand  for  gold  outside  that 
of  the  Mints,  for  industrial  purposes,  for 
bullion,  and  hoarding,  which  takes  75 
por  cent,  of  the  produce.  About  60  per 
cent,  seems  to  be  used  in  the  Arts. 
Silver,  on  the  other  hand,  is  chiefly 
valuable  for  coinage,  industrial  uses 
scarcely  amounting  to  27  per  cent,  of 
the  product.  Unfortunately,  its  use  in 
Arts  is  not  extending.  Though 
the  Mints  are  the  chief  purchasers  of 
silver  and  the  smallest  purchasers  of 
gold,  they  a?e  quite  una  bio  to  keep  up 
the  price  of  silver.  The  Mints  of  the 
United  States,  of  France,  and  of  India, 
have  lalx)ured  to  keep  up  the  price  by 
euormoas  coinage,  but  hitlierto  they  have 
laOed,  The  sum  of  our  knowledge  of 
the  commissions  of  different  nations  is,' 
that  though  gold  has  largely  increased 


since  1850  in  annual  product,  the 
demand  for  purposes  other  than  coinage, 
industry,  bullion,  and  hoarding — has 
been  so  great  as  to  keep  up  its  price. 
Silver,  on  the  other  hand,  though  its  pro- 
duct has  also  increased  and  though  the 
demand  for  coinage  up  to  1880  often 
exceeded  the  annual  product,  has  been 
ill  such  small  demand  for  industrial 
purposes  that  its  price  has  fallen.  One 
of  the  chief  reasons  for  this  seems  to  be 
tliat  in  a  busy  country  of  large  com- 
merce silver  is  too  bulky  and  heavy  for 
use  as  a  coin  in  important  transjjctions. 
Silver,  as  a  fractional  coin  and  of  token 
value,  is  indispensable.  The  French  and 
United  States  coins,  with  t)^eir  legal 
ratio,  are  not  full  weighted.  What  has 
happened  in  America  even  with  light 
silver  dollars  worth  only  75  cents  ?  In 
1 1  years  the  United  States  has  coined  no 
less  than  300,000,000  ounces  of  silver, 
and  has  now  in  the  Treasury  33.5,500,000 
dollars  and  fractional  coin  worth 
£69,000,000,  In  spite  of  this  enormous 
coinage  silver  lias  fallen  20  per  cent,  in 
that  period,  The  silver  coin  is  stored 
away  in  vaults  and  cellars  and  is  of  no 
use  to  any  human  being.  The  silver 
thus  locked  up  will  remain  a  useless 
accumulation,  at  least  until  the  country 
reduces  itself  to  a  mono-metallic  silver 
standard.  You  might  as  well  have  the 
cellars  i\  I  led  with  Holloway  s  Pills,  or  Pear's 
Soap,  as  with  the  silver.  The  silver  coin 
ill  actual  circulation  is  little  more  than  one 
dollar  per  liead  of  the  population, 
though  290,000,000  dollars  are  repre- 
sented in  piper  certifii^ates.  Past  ex- 
pei'ionce  has  shown  that  no  legislative 
union  of  gold  and  silver  will  persuade 
merchants  to  fill  their  pockets  with  silver 
in  siirnll  transactions,  or  to  receive  it 
in  carfloadsor  shiploatls  in  large  dealings. 
The  legal  ratio  in  America  is  one  ounce  of 
gold  to  16  ounces  of  silver.  If  you  want 
to  use  it  as  coin  you  must  have  16  times 
more  strength  to  handle  it,  16  times 
more  transport  to  carry  it,  and  1 6  times 
more  space  to  hold  it.  So  that  you  have 
a  misapplication  of  16-1 7ths  of  huiuan 
effort  in  using  silver  instead  of  gold  for 
the  purposes  of  commerce.  The  hon. 
Meml>er  for  Flintshire  (Mr.  S.  Smith) 
and  the  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  W, 
Moulds  worth)  contend  that  the  legal 
union  of  silver  and  gold  will  add  more 
strength  to  the  currency.  It  was  quitii 
true  that  if  you  yoke  a  carthoi'se  to  a 
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racehorse  the  strength  of  both  would  be 
increaaed.  But  the  speed  of  the  racer 
would  be  sacrificed.  Gold  is  more  easily 
handled  and  traDsported»  and  does  its 
work  with  more  celerity.  To  ask  civilised 
conn  tries  with  large  commerce  to  go 
back  to  a  bulky  and  heavy  standard  like 
silver,  or  to  couple  gold  and  silver 
together  is,  in  fact,  like  asking  nations 
to  give  up  railways  and  go  back  to  stage- 
coaches as  a  means  of  locomotion.  The 
bi-metallists  seem  desirous  to  restrict 
trade  as  Lycurgus  did  when  be  forced 
the  Lacedtemonians  to  use  irou  as  money 
in  order  that  its  weight  might  deter 
them  from  over-much  trading.  Each 
country  adopts  the  money  best  fitted  for 
its  own  work.  Silveris  not  so  well  suiti»d  as 
copper  for  the  uocivilised  |>arts  of  Africa, 
for  semi-civilised  nations  it  is  better 
adapted  than  gold  for  the  standard. 
Before  lvS16  England,  like  other  civilised 
nations,  found  the  double  ^tandard  of 
silver  and  gold  well  adapted  for  its 
transactions.  In  1873  many  nations 
preferred,  like  England,  to  adopt  the 
single  gold  standard.  What  was  it  that 
converted  309,000,000  bi-metallists  to 
become  mono-metallists  ?  It  was  the 
simple  fact  that  the  supply  of  silver 
became  greater  than  the  demand  for  it 
as  a  circulating  medium.  When  these 
nations  used  both  gold  and  stiver  in  the 
ratio  of  value  of  1  to  15. J,  the  ratio  of 
the  annual  product  of  the  two  metals 
was  only  as  1  to  7,  but  now  it  is  as  1  to 
19.  In*  America  it  is  1  to  20  or  1  to  30. 
If  the  power  of  Statute  Law  could  over- 
ride the  laws  of  supply  and  demand  and 
give  a  legal  value  to  two  metals»  it  would 
be  more  simple  to  fix  a  ratio  of  equality 
and  say  tliat  one  ounce  of  silver  should 
have  the  same  value  as  one  ounce  of 
old.  The  hon.  Member  for  Flintshire 
Imits  the  logic  of  the  position.  He  says 
that  Statute  Law  could  create  and  uphold 
equal  values  between  the  two  metals, 
but  that  lie  prefers  the  ratio  of  1  to  1 5A 
because  of  old  experience.  I  wonder 
that  it  did  not  occur  to  my  hon.  Friend 
that  Statute  Law  is  powerless  to  control 
laws  of  nature.  Locke,  in  his  famous 
essay  oncurrency,  put  this  very  clearly — 

**  Yoa  will  &a  fruitlesaty  endeavoor  to  keep 
two  different  thing^a  at  the  a&me  pri<?6  on© 
with  another,  as  you  coald  keep  two  tbioga  in 
equilibriam  when  tbeir  varjing  weights  depend 
on  different  causes." 

The  hon.  Member  for  Flint  hafi  quoted 
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several  benevolent  passages  from  remarks 
made  by  the  present  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  in  relation  to  a  silver  currency, 
but  there  is  one  passage  he  has  not 
quoted.  At  the  Conference  of  1878  our 
present  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
was  the  delegate  of  England,  and  in  his 
final  speech  on  that  occasion  said — 

*'  Aa  for  the  deaire  that  has  been  expressed 
that  a  fixed  r&tio  may  be  established  between 
gold  and  silver  and  an  International  value  be 
given  to  them,  I  declare  that  io  my  view  it  is 
iiDpoflflible  to  realise  this,  impossible  to  main- 
tain it  in  theory,  and  that  it  ia  contrary  to  the 
principles  of  science." 

The  bi-metallists  wholly  disagree  with 
Locke  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer as  to  the  physical  impossibility 
of  keeping  up  a  fixed  ratio,  for  they  con* 
tend  tliat  what  is  impossible  for  a  single 
nation  is  quite  possible  for  a  combination 
of  nations.  What  does  this  admission 
amount  to  ?  It  is  giving  up  bi-metallism 
as  a  principle,  and  relying  upon  it  as  a 
Trust  Syndicate.  No  doubt  such  an  In- 
ternational Syndicate  would  raise  the 
price  of  silver  up  to  a  certain  period, 
and  would  greatly  stimulate  itsproductioD. 
Wliat  has  happened  in  the  recent  copper 
ring  would  certainly  happen  in  a  new 
silver  ring.  The  bi-metallists  deaire  a 
Conference.  What  can  a  Conference  do 
in  regard  to  supply  and  demand  1 
Suppose  all  nations  agreed  to  dress  their 
soldiers  and  reserves  in  red  coats  and 
blue  trou.ser8  and  to  establish  a  bi-colour 
ratio  between  the  red  dye  stuff  of  madder 
and  the  blue  of  indigo.  No  doubt  the 
price  of  botli  would  rise,  and  France, 
Turkey,  and  Holland  would  again  open 
up  vast  areas  to  the  production  of 
madder,  and  India  would  open  new  vats 
for  indigo.  How  long  would  the  price 
last  at  a  fixed  rate,  especially  as  there  is 
an  outside  demand  of  24  civilians  for 
each  soldier?  I  can  understand  why 
America  should  advocate  a  bi- metal  lie 
league ;  but  I  am  inclined  to  agree  with 
a  quiet  writer  like  Jevons  even  when  he 
remarks — 

^'  Does  it  cot  seetn  ontrageoas  folly  for 
England  to  create  a  factitioas  demand  for 
silver  in  orddr  to  keep  up  the  proHta  of  the 
Nevada  Mines  P  " 

The  chief  commercial  nations  of  the 
world  are  to  be  called  together  to  con- 
sider whether  a  bi-metallic  system  ctvn  be 
established  in  their  common  interests, 
England,  the  great  creditor  nation  of  \ 
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world,  is  to  invite  the  debtor  nations  to 
confer  with  her  as  to  whether  the  debts 
contracted  in  gold  since  1816  may  be  re- 
paid in  depreciated  silver,  which  the 
experienca  of  centuries  shows  is  the 
metal  most  liable  to  fluctuations  in  price, 
and  which  is  certainly  a  worse  medium 
of  exchange  and  probably  a  worse 
standard  of  value.  Of  course,  with  a  legal 
tender  of  an  overrated  metal  silver  would 
displace  gold  In  our  currency.  No  doubt 
the  other  nations  will  willingly,  nay 
joyously,  invite  this  country  to  walk  into 
their  parlour  and  receive  the  innocent  fly. 
Practically  the  proposal  is  to  widen  the 
Latin  Union,  by  including  in  it  England, 
Germany,  the  American  States,  and  per- 
haps India.  Certainly  there  is  novelty 
in  the  idea.  The  Latin  Union  was  quite 
powerless  to  uphold  the  conventional 
ratio  ;  but  an  enlarged  Latin  Union,  con- 
taining England,  which  ia  facile  princeps 
the  great  creditor  nation,  would,  I  adn^it, 
be  much  more  stable.  How  long  would 
this  stability  last?  Just  as  long  as 
England  remained  in  the  Union  as  a 
meek  sheep  to  be  shorn  of  her  wool  by 
the  debtor  nations.  Modern  bi-metallists 
are  like  the  ancient  alchemists,  only  that 
they  are  upside  down.  Our  former 
Monarchs  used  to  keep  alchemists  in  their 
honseholds  to  transmute  silver  into  gold; 
but  now  our  bi -metallic  alchemists  are 
striving  to  convert  English  gold  into 
foreign  silver — the  nobler  into  the  baser 
metal.  I  am  sure  it  is  in  the  interest  of 
England  to  adhere  to  her  monetary  sys- 
tem in  perfect  independence  of  other 
nations.  Bi-metallism  is  a  theory  which 
the  Royal  Commission  could  not  agree  to 
recommend.  The  lion.  Members  who 
move  the  Resolution  express  their  satis- 
faction with  some  of  the  admissions  of  that 
Commission.  Why  do  they  not  attach 
importance  to  the  final  conclusion  of 
Lord  Herschell  and  his  co-signatories, 
when  they  say — 

**  The  change  proposed  is  tremendous,  and 
we  cannot  but  feel  that,  to  a  great  extent,  it 
would  be  a  leap  in  the  dark  ?'* 

♦(10.45.)  The  CHIEF  SECRETARY 
FOB  IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Man- 
chester, E.) :  I  wish,  Mr.  Speaker,  that 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby,  who 
spoke  earlier  in  the  evening,  had  heard 
the  interesting  speech  just  delivered  on 
the  same  side  of  the  question  as  that  on 
which  he  delivered  himself,  for  I  think 
he  would  have  admitted  that  if  there  are 
VOL.  CCCXLIII.     [third  seriirs.] 


philosophers  who  advocate  the  bi-metallic 
heresy  the  philosophers  arei  not  all  on  one 
I  side.  Now,  Mr.  SpcEiker,  my  heresy  on  this 
question  is  of  rather  ancient  date.  I  be- 
lieve that  many  Gentlemen  on  this  side 
of  the  House  have  been  converted  to 
what  is  called,  not  very  happily,  I  think, 
bi-metallism,  by  the  economic  evils 
which  they  think,  and  in  my  opinion 
justly  think,  have  flowed  from  the  rup- 
ture of  the  bi-metallic  par  of  1873,  and 
it  was  not  until  the  economic  con- 
sequences of  that  great  currency  change 
had  been  brought  home  to  thorn,  in  the 
shape  of  commercial  and  agricultural  de- 
pression, that  they  became  converts  to 
the  view  that  a  bi-metallic  currency  is  the 
best  currency  which  the  world  as  a  whole 
can  adopt.  That,  at  all  events,  is  not  my 
case.  From  a  time  when  I  had  more 
opportunity  than  now  of  studying  eco- 
nomic theories  I  became  a  convert  to  that 
opinion,  which  is  not  the  opinion  of  a 
small  minority  of  lunatics,  as  some 
persons  vainly  imagine,  but  is  one  held  by 
the  great  majority  of  experts  in  France, 
in  Germany,  and  in  America ;  and  I  hold 
that  opinion  on  broad  grounds  which 
have  been  strengthened,  but  not  created 
by  any  experience  which  we  have  had 
since  1874.  I  admit  that  to  attribute  all 
the  economic  evils  under  which  this 
country  has  been  suffering  for  the  last 
15  years  to  the  divergence  between  the 
currency  value  of  gold  and  silver  is  not 
only  erroneous  in  itself,  but  is  in  contra- 
diction of  the  most  ordinary  economic 
knowledge,  which  shows  us  that  for 
every  great  economic  change  a  very 
large  number  of  diverse,  separate,  and 
independent  forces  are  responsible.  But 
because  that  divergence  in  value  is 
not  wholly  or,  perhaps,  even  chiefly 
responsible  for  the  great  disasters 
that  have  occurred,  that  is  no  reason 
why  we  should  not  remedy,  as  far 
as  we  can,  by  an  improvement  of 
our  currency  system,  the  disasters  for 
which  that  system  has  been  responsible, 
and  why  we  should  not  adopt  a  currency 
calculated  in  the  future  to  give  us  a 
stability  that,  unfortunately,  has  not 
existed  in  the  civilised  world  during  the 
last  15  or  16  years.  Now,  there  are 
three  entirely  distinct  and  separate  kinds 
of  evils  which,  I  think,  may  be  shown 
to  have  followed  from  the  existing 
currency  system.  The  first  evil,  and,  I 
think,  in  some  respects  the  least  evil, 
2  I 
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though  it  is  one  that  is  especially  felt  in 
Lancashire,  is  that  which  results  from  the 
admittedly  temporary  circumstance  that 
a  bonus  has  befen  given  to  Indian  exports 
by  the  process  of  the  fall  of  silver.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Derby  told  us 
that,  though  this  was  an  admitted  evil 
for  Lancashire,  it  was  an  unmixed  benefit 
to  India.  I  will  come  to  that  point 
directly,  but  let  me  point  out,  with  regard 
to  Indian  manufactures,  that  we  cannot 
regard  any  temporary  stimulation  of  its 
export  trade  as  an  unmixed  benefit.  One  of 
the  great  evils  of  any  bounty  system — and 
this  by  the  hypothesis  is  a  bouniy  system 
— is  that  it  is,  or  may  be,  temporary  in 
its  effects.  It  stimulates  trade,  but 
when  it  ceases  there  is  nothing  to 
support  the  accumulation  of  labour 
and  capital  in  an  industry  predestined, 
from  natural  and  permanent  causes,  to 
ruin,  or  comparative  ruin,  at  no  distant 
date;  yet  while  the  benefit  conferred 
upon  India,,  the  country  in  which  the 
bounty  is  given,  may  be  temporary, 
the  ilijury  done  to  England,  the 
country  against  which  the  bounty  is 
directed,  may  produce  evils  of  the  most 
serious  kind.  Because,  notice  this  — 
the  evils  arising  from  a  diversion  of 
trade  from  one  channel  to  another  by 
artificial  means,  are  not  to  be  measui'ed 
by  a  simple  consideration  of  the  loss  or 
gain  to  the  community  from  having 
to  purchase  a  dearer  or  a  cheaper 
article.  A  great  injury  to  the  com- 
munity arises  from  this  fact — that  when 
an  industry  moves,  the  instruments  of 
production  either  do  not  move  at  all,  or 
move  with  very  unequal  facility.  You 
may  easily  transfer  floating  capital  to  a 
more  profitable  industry ;  but  that  part  of 
capital  which  is  embodied  in  machinery 
and  buildings  you  cannot  move  at  all, 
while  labour  moves  only  with  the  greatest 
difficulty,  and  at  a  great  cost  of  incon- 
venience and  suffering.  The  Lanca- 
shire labourers  who  suffer  from  this 
temporary  bounty  given  to  the  Indian 
labourers  cannot  transfer  their  industry 
to  a  new  market,  while  the  Indian 
labourers  will  in  their  turn  suffer  when 
the  artificial  bounty  produced  by  the 
divergence  between  gold  and  silver 
comes  to  an  end.  Now  I  go  to  the  second 
effect  produced  by  our  present  system, 
which  is  the  uncertainty  of  exchange. 
Now,  the  uncertainty  of  exchange 
is  a  wholly  different  evil  from 
Mr,  A.  J.  B<d/(mr 


those  to  which  I  have  just  referred. 
It  would  exist  equally  though  silver 
were  appreciated  instead  of  depreci- 
ated, and  would  produce  consequences 
probably  not  less  disastrous.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Derby,  who 
cannot  pursue  his  consideration  even 
of  a  currency  question  without  calling 
into  play  his  great  controversial  talents, 
even  though  his  friends  and  not  his 
enemies  are  his  victims,  chose  to 
use  the  most  violent  language 
against  the  Indian  Administration  who 
were  his  colleagues  in  1886  when  he 
was  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
he  told  us,  in  words  which  unfortunately 
I  did  not  take  down — and  I  cannot  from 
my  own  resources  successfully  imitate 
them — that  they  bitterly  complained  of 
the  extension  of  Indian  manufactures 
and  productions.  Now,  I  assert  with 
confidence  that  no  Indian  Government 
ever  complained  of  that ;  what  they  com- 
plained of  was  that  the  whole  of  Indian, 
finance  was  thrown  into  disorder  by  the 
uncertainty  in  the  exchanges,  and  that 
the  result  of  the  disorder  in  Indian 
finance  was  suffering  to  the  Indian  tax- 
payer. I  might  refer  here  to  the  em- 
barrassment caused  in  International  trans- 
actions between  gold  and  silver  using 
countries  by  this  uncertainty  ;  butthe  mat- 
ter has  been  so  well  put  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Manchester,  that  I  will  at 
once  pass  on  to  the  third  evil  arising  from 
the  divergence  of  value  between  the  two 
currencies,  which  is,  in  my  opinion,  the 
most  important  of  all.  What  the  world 
requires  is  a  permanent  and  a  stable 
currency.  Money  is  a  measure  of 
value,  and  it  performs  not  only  the  func- 
tion of  measuring  the  value  of  the  trans- 
actions from  day  to  day,  but  it  acts  as 
what  has  been  called  a  standard  of  deferred 
payments ;  and  unless  your  standard  of 
deferred  payments  is  in  itself  a  stable  stan- 
dard you  necessarily  inflict  a  great  hardship 
either  upon  the  creditors  or  upon  the 
debtors  in  a  community.  Some  have 
argued  as  if  those  who  are  in  favour  of 
bi-metallism  desire  a  currency  inflation . 
I  do  not  desire  a  currency  inflation; 
though,  no  doubt,  if  we  must  suffer 
either  from  inflation  or  from  contraction, 
then  I  say  let  us  suffer  from  inflation. 
What  I  desire  is,  that  we  should  do 
our  best  to  find  a  currency  which 
will  be  neither  subject  to  serious  infla- 
tion nor   to  serious  contraction ;  and  I 
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cannot   conceive   how  anyone   who  has 
studied  this  question  can  doubt  that  a 
currency  formed  of  two  metals  would  bo 
less  liable  to  the  violent  changes  of  value 
that  the  existing  mono-metalliccu  rrenoies. 
The  right  hon«  Gentleman  asked   ns   to 
define  in  what  consists   the   scarcity   of 
gold?     The  scarcity  of  gold,  or  of  any 
currency,  exists  wlierever  the   standard 
of  deferred  payment  serionsly  alters   its 
value  in  an  upward  direction*     It  ctm  be 
shown,    as   I  l>eLieve,  that  where  a  bi- 
metallic currency  exists  such  scaixjity  is 
less  likely  to  occur.     To  those  who  think 
it  unlikely  to  occur   uuder  our   present 
system    I    should   like    to   ask  whether 
they  think  the  tendencies   of  commerce 
are  in  the   direction  of  depreciation   or 
appreciation  1      I  admit,  so  far   os  you 
invent  new  banking  facilities  and  new 
methods    of    economising    the    precious 
metals  in  their  work  aa  coins,  so  far  you 
mitigate  the  inconvenience  whicli    must 
ensue   from  the   increase  of  population^ 
the  increase  of  production,    the   increase 
of  commerce,  and  the  increased   araouiit 
of  work  which  you    throw    upon    your 
currency.     But  do  you   expect   that,  in 
the  long  run,  these  banking  facilities  will 
keep'pace  with  the  increased  amount   of 
labour  which  you  are  deliberat£;ly  throw- 
ing upon  the  gold  standard  I     We    have 
heard  a  great  deal   to-night,    and    have 
seen  a  great  deal   in  the    Piv?ss,  t^  the 
effect  that  the   fall  in    prices   is   owing, 
not  to  the  scarcity  of  gold,  but  to  the  in- 
crease of  commodities,     I   am   not  sure 
that    the    distinction    is     not    entirely 
fallacious.     8o   long  as  the  work  a  given 
mount   of  money    has  to  do  increa^ejs 
(it  matters  not  from  what  cause),  so  long 
will   you   suffer  from    the    erils    of  an 
appreciating   currency.     Do   not   mono- 
metal  lists     regard     with     apprehension 
the     effect     of     reversing     the     legis- 
lation   of     silver-using     countries  1      If 
America  to-morrow  were  to  decide    that 
it  would  have  no  more  to  do  with  silver, 
lut  would    work   its    whole   commercial 
stem    on   a   gold  basis,  where    would 
prices   be  ?      Do  you    seriously      think 
tliat  a  gross  injustice  would  not  be  done 
the  debtor,  that  gmve  injury  would 
ot  be   inflicted  u|Jon  commerce,  and  a 
serious    difficulty      be     thrown     upon 
the     Government     of     India  ?     In    the 
absence      of     international     agreement 
you     are     not     only      perfectly     help* 
leas       to     .prevent     changes     of     that 


kind,     but     you      would      not      have 
the     slightest     ground     of     complaint 
against  the    Government    which  caused 
all      the      inconvenience.      The       con- 
clusion     that    I      draw      from       this 
very   brief  analysis  of    the    evils    and 
advantages,  relatively  of  the  bi -metal lie 
and  the  mono- metallic  systems  is  that  if 
you  can  establish   a    bi-metallic  system 
yon  should  do  so.     For  the  House  will, 
I  tliink,  grant  this ;  that  if  you   had  a 
bi-metallic    system    you    would  get  rid, 
in  the  first  place,  of  the  artificial  bounty 
wbich     everybody    admits     to    bo     an 
evil  in  luteruational  transactions.  In  the 
second  place,  you  would  get  rid  of  the 
uncertainty   of  exchange,   which  is   ad- 
mitted even  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  to  be  a  great  im- 
pediment to  manufacture  and  trade ;  and 
though    I  do  not  say   you    would    get 
rid    alt^igether  of   the    oscillations    and 
variations  in  your  standaixl  of  payment, 
you  would  greatly  diminish  them,  while 
you  would   entirely    remove    the    evils 
which  have  arisen  in  the  [iTst,  and  must 
arise  in  the  future,  I  fear,  from   the   in- 
dependent  action  of  countries  with  regard 
to   the  currency  they  choose  to  employ. 
We    have    only,    therefore,    to    consider 
whether  a  bi-metallic  ratio  is    possible 
or    not.     The  first   observation   I    have 
to    make  on     that    point    is    that    the 
problem    has   been    solved    by    experi- 
ence.     The    thing   has    been    done,     I 
do  not  think  the  right  hon,  Gentleman 
himself  will  attempt  to  deny  that  it  has 
been  done,  and  that  the  relatively  small 
commercial  community  of  France,  Bel- 
gium,  and   Italy   were    able    by    their 
united  action  to  give  us  all  the  benefits 
of  a  stable  exchange  w^hich  we  were  too 
dull   or   too  lazy  to  obtain  for  ourselves 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby,  who,  I 
observe,  has  just  come  in,  asked  w*hy,  if  it 
was  so  advantageous,  did  the  Latin  Union 
give  it  up  1  Weill  the  Latin  Union  gave  it 
up  for  i-easons  perfectly  consistent  with 
tlie  bi-metallic  theory.     Nobody  denies 
that  there  is  a  point  after  which  a  bi-me- 
fcalKc  country  will  be  denuded  of  the  more 
expensive  metal.    The    smaller   the    bi- 
metallic area  the  more  easily  that  point  is 
reached.    The  action  of  Germany  in  1873 
did  undoubtedly  throw,  in  the  opinion  of 
French  statesmen — 1  do  not  say  whether 
they  were  right  or  wrong — a  burden  on 
the    bi-metallic   machinery  of  the  Latin 
Union   more   than  it  could  bear.     That 
2  12 


899 


Bi-MetaUixm, 


(COMMONS! 


Bi'MeUifHsm. 


has  never  been  denied  bj  an  j  bi-mofcalliet. 
On  the  contrary,  it  is  what  some 
bi-raefcal lists  prophesied  would  occur 
under  Rueh  circumstances.  Bat  is  that 
any  sMid  argument  ag'iiinst  introducing  a 
8tit;i  of  tilings  in  which  there  will  be  no 
country  like  Germany  outside  the  Union, 
and  in  which  the  bimetallic  area* 
instead  of  bein^  confined  to  France^ 
Belgium^  and  Italy,  would  embrace 
practically  the  whole  commercial 
community  of  the  world?  Now,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  drew  a  hypothetical  picture  of 
what  the  world  would  be  like  if  the 
bi-metn-lljc!  dream,  as  he  would  call  it, 
were  to  become  a  reality,  and  if  sorae 
great  political  Ciitastrophe  Uke  the 
ij'raucO' German  War  were  to  occur,  and 
an  important  country  like  Germany  were 
t'l  ^vithdraw  from  the  Union.  The 
picture  does  not  alarm  me.  What  motive 
would  Germany — t^tkiug  that  eountry 
for  tl»  ?  purpose  of  illustration — have  for 
withdniwing?  The  right  lion,  Gentle- 
man says,  **Tn  or<ler  to  get  ^jld."  He 
hi^ys  that  gold  would  naturally  flow  to 
the*  country  where  most  could  bi?  got  for 
it ;  that  if  gold  was  unduly  depreciated 
in  the  Union,  the  country  that  left  the 
Union  might  get  it ;  and  on  that  basis 
he  founds  tlie  theory  that  Germany, 
desiring  to  get  gold  quickly,  would  be 
tt^mpt?d  to  leave  the  Union,  But  that 
would  only  liappan  if  the  ratio  between 
tie  two  metals  were  disturbed.  If  you 
ftvo  a  sutlicieutly  large  area,  if,  as  the 
'  minority  on  the  Commission  prop<3sed, 
yuu  embra*^e  practically  the  civilised 
world  in  your  bi-metallic  area,  the  action 
of  one  couiitr}'  in  leaving  the  Union 
could  not  disturb  the  ratio.  And  since 
it  i«  only  through  a  disturbmce  of  the 
ratio  that  it  would  attract  gold,  it  could 
not  liave  any  motive  for  leaving  the 
Bi-'iietaUic  Union.  Let  me  also  point 
out,  in  tlie  second  place,  that  a  country 
which  is  just  going  to  war  does  not  take 
that  opfiortunity  of  entering  into  a 
currency  operation  which  cei*tainly 
would  not  have  a  quieting  effect  upon 
its  Money  Market;  and,  in  the  thii'd 
place,  let  roe  point  out  that  the  effect  of 
the  adoption  of  the  system  must  neces- 
Sirily  be  a  slow  effect.  It  would  not  be 
like  raising  the  bank  rate,  which  brings 
in  gold  at  once  into  the  Bank  of 
England.  Gold  would  only  come  in  by  a 
«lowperoolationof  appreciatet^  metal  from 


the  bi-metallic  countries.  The  third  ob- 
jection, and  possibly  the  most  importxint, 
depends  upon  the  theory  that  legislft- 
tion  cannot  fix  the  ratio  between  any  two 
metals  for  currency  purposes.  Now,  I  do 
not  think  that  a  question  like  this  can  be 
argued  fitly  in  an  Assembly  of  this  kind  ; 
but  let  me  point  out  two  or  three  facts 
which  bear  on  it.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
leader  of  the  House  read  some  very  in- 
teresting extracts  from  the  Debates  which 
occurred  in  this  House  in  1  !?30,  from  which 
it  appears  that  the  miiversal  opinion  of 
competent  authorities — among  them  Sir 
liobert  Peel  and  Lord  AUhorp — then  was 
that  to  endeavour  to  fix  a  ratio  between 
the  two  metals  was  t<^  run  counter  to  the 
inevitable  laws  of  nature.  But  since 
that  date  a  complete  revolution  ba^s  taken 
place  in  the  way  in  which,  in  this 
country  at  least,  economists  look  at  this 
question.  1  do  not  believe  that  jou 
will  find  a  theoretical  teacher  or  pro- 
fessor of  position  under  oO  years  of  nge 
in  America,  Germany,  France,  Italy,  or 
England  who  is  prepared  to  stake  hia 
reputation  on  the  theory  that  you  cannot 
fix  a  bi-metallic  ratio.  As  many  who 
have  devoted  themselves  to  the  theoretical 
considemtiou  of  this  question  know,  the 
view  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Membi^r  for  Derby  is  antiquated*  I 
state  that  with  some  confidence,  for  I 
observe  always  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  a  Tory  in  the  wrong  place. 
Consider  the  Report  of  the  Ctmmis&ion, 
It  will  not  be  asserted  that  that  Commis- 
sion was  composed  of  perstins  of  very 
radical  tendencies  on  curronc}^  questions. 
In  fact,  a  large  number  of  them  were 
deeply  imbued  witli  and  attached  to  the 
do(?trines  prev^alent  in  England  30  years 
ago  ;  yet  every  one  of  those  gentlemen, 
differing  as  they  did  upon  many  points, 
was  on  this  most  important  issue  con- 
vinced by  the  foi'ce  of  logic  and  argum^^ni 
of  the  fact  that  there  is  no  inherent 
difiiculty  in  establishing  a  fixed  i-atio 
hi'tween  the  two  metals. 

•Siu  J.  LUBB0€:K:  Two  Members  of 
the  Commission  expressed  a  diametri- 
caltv  opposite  view. 

•Mk.  a.  J.  BjVLFOUH  :  Of  course,  I 
accept  any  statement  made  by  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman.  I  am  quite  aware  that 
two  Members,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
being  one  of  them,  sigp[ied  a  minority 
Report ;  but  I  do  not  understand  that  they 
deliberately  traversed  the  ^tatament  thai 
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a  ratio  could  be  established  between  the 
two     metals.     If    it    be    possible,   as    I 
believe  almost  every  economist  of  repute 
holds  it  to  be  possible,  to  fix,  bj  interna- 
tional  an-aagemeut  this    ratio  between 
the  two  metals,  is  it  nofc  prejxDsfcerous  that 
a  question  of  such  supreme  international 
importance  should  be  left  wholly  to  the 
separate  action  of  different  nations?  Postal 
questions  and  labonrquestions  wecan  settle 
internationally,  but    currency  questions, 
it  appears,  we  cannot  so  settle.     Though 
we  were  told  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who    spoke  last  that  commerce  was  an 
international  affair,  the  currency   which 
is  so  intimately  connected  with  commerce 
appears  not  to  be  an  international  affair. 
It  seems  to  me  to  ba  of  all  international 
affairs  the  most  international,  the  one  that 
most  deserves  to  be  treated  by  common 
MTangement  among  nations.  I,  of  course, 
admit   that  there  may  be  difficulties  in 
establishing   this    system  ;  but  I   think 
those  difficulties  have  been  exaggerated. 
When  I  reflect   that  great  nations  have 
gone    from    inconvertible    currency    to 
convertible  currency,    from   depreciated 
to  undepreciated  currency,  f  mm  silver,  to 
gold,   and  from  gold    to   silver  without 
those  colossal    disturbances    aiid    those 
aerioua   diversions   of    trade   which  the 
right    hon.     Gentleman     anticipates,    I 
cannot  help  thinking  th^it  posaibly  thos3 
who,    like  my  right   hon.    Friends    the 
leader  of  the  Hous:*  and  the  Member  for 
B^»rby,    anticipate    commercial  disaster, 
not      from      the      system,      but     fmm 
the      process      of      its      establishment, 
exaggerate    the     danger    they   fear.     I 
frankly  admit  that  I  have  not  sufficient 
acquaintance    with    financial   details    to 
give  to  the  House  an  opinion  on  the  sub- 
ject which   is  worth   very  much  j  but  I 
have  noticed  in  looking  over  tlie  com- 
mercial   history   of   the   world    that    in 
almost  every  question  the  practical  men 
ultimately  come  round  to  the  side  of  the 
theoretical  men.     I   am   prepared,    like 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  to  appeal  to 
the  early  experience  of  the  century.   He 
is  as  well  aware  as  I  am  that  the  Directors 
of  the  Bank  of  England  of  that  day  and 
the  commercial  classes  whom  they  repre- 
sented were  vehemently  opposed  to  the 
resumption    ol    specie     payments,    and 
anticipated  the  most  serious  commercial 
consequences  from  the  reversion  to  the 
gold  standard  in  England.     Those  antici- 
pations  were   combated    by  theoretical 


men  like  Ricarc'o  and  others,  and  they 
proved  to  be  unfounded.     I  am  far  from 
Baying  or  thinking  that  the  opinions  of 
the  great  practical  financiers  and  hank(jrs 
of  this  country  are  to  be  despised — far 
from  it.  I  know  that  nothing  can  be  done, 
and  I  would  suggest  that  nothing  should 
be  attempted  w  hich  is  against  their  views 
and  wishes.     1  think  it  is  from  a  discus- 
sion such  as  this  that  those  w^ho  are  en- 
gaged in   the    practical  financial  opera- 
tions of  London  and  other  centres  may 
see  what  dangers  they  run  or  may  run 
from  allowing  every  nation  independently 
to  settle,  not  for  itself,  but  for  the  world, 
the  currency  that  is  to  be  adopted — from 
allowing  Germany  to  decide  whethm*  the 
Indian    Government   shall  or   shall    not 
have  a  tax  on  Indian  rice  ;  from  allowing 
America  to  decide  whether  or  not  debts 
shall  by   jiaid  at  a  nitc   which  is  equiva- 
lent to   putting  t25   per  cent,  additional 
burden    on    the    debtor — ^and  they    will 
come  round  to  the  view  that  in  the  face 
of  the  rapidly-growing  commerce  of  the 
world,    in    the  face  of  the   increasingly 
international  character  of  the  commercial 
transaction 3>  it  is  desirable  that  some  in- 
tarnational      arratigement      should      be 
arrived  at  which  would  not  only  have 
the  effect  of   entirely  preventing  these 
daily    oscillations    between    silver- using 
countries  and  gold-using  countries  which 
now    perplex    mercUants   and  maniifjic- 
tur^rs,  but  w^ll  also  have  the  effect  of 
giving  a  more  stiible  indox  of  the  mecsuro 
•  f   the   {permanent    indebtedness   of  the 
world  than  they  can  ever  hope  to  have 
under  the  monometallic  stiiudui'd.  I  trust 
the  Hous?  will  understand  that.  I  adhere 
now  as  always  to  the  view  that  the  bi- 
metallic standard  is  the  best ;  at  the  same 
time,  I    feel    bound   to  give  additional 
emphasis  to  what  I  have  already  statLd, 
that   it  would    be  folly  and  madness  in 
any  Government  to  go  in  advance  of  the 
eductited     commercial    opiniou    of    the 
country.     I  certainly  should  think  it  not 
far  from  lunacy  to  attempt  to  force   on 
the   United    Kingdom   and  the  City  of 
London  a  form  of  currency  they  did  not 
thoroughly  adopt  and  believe  in, 

♦(11.20.)  The  CHANCELLOR  of 
THE  EXCHEQLTER  (Mr,  Go^chen,  .*^. 
George's,  Hanover  Square)  :  One  of  the 
last  words  which  fell  from  my  right  hon. 
Friend  was  the  word  *4unacy."  I  have 
been  told  that  there  are  three  great 
foi*Ci?s      which     produco     lunacy — love, 
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religion,  and  currency.  From  his  ex- 
tremely luminous  and  sane  speech  it  is 
clear  that  at  least  the  last  of  these  three 
forces  has  not  in  the  slightest  degree 
affected  him.  I  think  that  mono- 
metallists  have  made  a  great  error  in 
not  grappling  more  seriously  and  at  an 
earlier  period  with  the  problems  which 
bi-metallists  have  put  forward.  There  are 
too  many  mono-metallisfcs  who  simply 
treafc  the  whole  bi-metallist  theory  as  if 
it  was  not  worth  consideration.  That  is 
a  practice  to  which  I  always  demur,  for 
I  hold  that  many  of  tlie  arguments 
adduced  are  strong  arguments  and 
require  to  be  seriously  dealt  with.  But 
the  great  point  is  this.  Supposing  we 
were  to  adopt  the  bi-metallic  system, 
and  were  to  remedy,  as  I  believe  we 
should  to  a  considerable  extent,  the 
grievances  which  are  alleged,  and  I 
believe  with  great  truth,  to  exist  under 
the  present  system,  should  we  not 
at  the  same  time  be  opening  up  serious 
grievances,  great  risks  in  another  direc- 
tion, the  ill  effects  of  which  we  might 
possibly  not  be  able  to  see  at  the  present 
moment  ?  I  accept  two  out  of  the  three 
points  put  forward  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  and  other  speakers  on  behalf  of 
bi-metallism.  I  believe  that  the  uncer- 
tainty which  is  produced  in  our  transac- 
tions with  India  by  the  present  state  of 
things  is  unsatisfactory,  and  if  we  could 
meet  it.  it  would  be  an  enormous  advan- 
tage. Sfcill,  it  is  perhaps  possible  to  exag- 
gerate the  inconvenience  which  arises 
from  this  uncertainty,  because  after  all 
there  are  a  great  number  of  countries 
with  whom  we  trade  where  the  same  un- 
certainty exists,  and  it  exists  much  more 
in  the  case  of  countries  with  a  depreciated 
currency  than  in  the  case  of  those  using 
silver,  and  if  we  were  to  exclude  from 
the  purview  of  profitable  operations  all 
those  countries  that  have  a  currency 
less  stable  than  our  own,  I  am 
afraid  the  area  over  which  profits 
are  realisad  by  this  country  would  sus- 
tain serious  diminution.  Our  merchants 
are  accustomed  to  deal  with  fluctuating 
currencies;  and  in  answer  to  my  hon. 
Friend  behind  me  I  may  say  that  the 
very  telegraph  to  which  he  alluded,  in 
his  able  speech  in  seconding  the  Motion, 
as  having  diminished  the  profits  of 
merchants  has  been  one  of  the  chief 
instruments  by  which  it  has  been  possible 
ti  maet  the  uncertainties  of  currencies. 
Mr.  Goachen 


If  I  am  not  mistaken,  it  is  the  general 
practice  of  merchants  at  the  present  time 
to  attempt  to  meet  the  uncertainties  of 
exchange  by  ascertaining  by  telegraph 
the  exact  rate  of  exchange,  and  then  to 
cover  themselves  by  securing  that  rate.  I 
admit  broadly  that  if  we  should  have  a 
similar  currency  with  India,  if  it  were 
possible  to  get  rid  of  these  uncertainties, 
we  should  take  a  great  step  in  facilitating 
our  relations  with  that  great  portion  of 
the  Empire.  It  is  to  be  deplored  that 
such  great  fluctuations  should  have  taken 
place.  A  second  object  in  which  I  agree 
with  my  right  hon.  Friend  is  in  the 
desire,  if  it  were  possible,  to  have  one 
currency  throughout  the  world,  that  all 
our  transactions  might  be  conducted  on  a 
more  stable  footing  as  regards  the  metal 
in  which  debts  are  paid.  I  do  not  agree 
with  the  third  point  my  right  hon.  Friend 
made,  as  regards  the  grievance  he  raised 
with  respect  to  the  system  of  bounties — 
temporary  bounties  he  called  them — 
which  are  now  offered  to  the  cotton  goods 
manufacturers  of  India.  How  can  my  right 
hon.  Friend  be  sure  that  these  are  tem- 
porary bounties  ?  It  would  have  been  a 
temporary  bounty  in  the  event  of  our  re- 
turning again  to  the  old  standard.  For  a 
certain  number  of  years  we  have  been 
considerably  below  that  which  used  to 
be  considered  as  the  proper  standard 
between  the  two  metels.  I  doubt 
whether,  unless  the  countries  of  Europe 
and  America  take  some  great  inter- 
national action,  how  far  it  can  be  said 
these  bounties  are  temporary.  I  do  not 
know  how  we  can  regulate  them.  The 
House  would  take  a  great  responsibility 
on  itself  if  it  attempted  to  decide 
whether  this  is  a  temporary  diffi- 
culty or  a  permanent  difficulty — 
and  whether,  if  we  consider  it  a  tem- 
porary difficulty,  we  should  take  steps 
to  throw  backward  the  industrial  move- 
ment that  has  taken  place  in  India.  We 
must  look  at  it  from  the  point  of  view  of 
what  is  right  and  what  is  wrong.  We 
have  a  serious  responsibility  in  the 
matter.  Supposing  we  endeavoured  to 
meet  all  the  difficulties  that  exist  at  the 
present  moment,  we  have  to  consider 
whether  in  doing  justice  to  some,  we 
may  not  find  ourselves  doing  an 
immense  injustice  to  others.  Xiook  at 
the  position  of  India  in  this  matter. 
There  was  a  time  when  India  suf- 
fered   enormously    from     the     fall    in 
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the  price  of  silver.  Some  10  years 
ago,  and  even  later,  the  sufferings  that 
India  experienced  were  extreme,  and  I 
differ  entirely  from  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby,  who  attempted  to 
minimise  these  difficulties,  and  said  that 
the  question  was  as  to  the  salaries  of  a 
few  Indian  officials.  India  owed 
£15,000,000  to  this  country,  and  it  had 
to  remit  that  £15,000,000  here  in  gold, 
and  the  loss  on  exchange  which  India  had 
to  bear  amounted  to  £3,000,000,  an 
amount  which  paralysed  for  a  long  time 
the  whole  finances  of  India.  But  I  am 
not  sura  whether  I  exaggerate  in  suggest- 
ing that  India  has  now  settled  down, 
more  or  less,  to  the  new  conditions. 
New  trades  have  been  developed  in  con- 
sequence of  this  state  of  things,  and  the 
pric3  of  silver  being  low  has  had  a  great 
effect  upon  India  generally.  Supposing, 
if  it  were  possible,  we  were  to  re-cast  the 
present  system  and  raise  the  rate  of 
exchange,  should  we  be  right  or  wrong 
in  taking  that  serious  step  ?  If  I  had 
time  I  should  wish  to  say  one  word 
upon  that  point  before  I  sit  down.  But 
with  regard  to  the  position  of  India 
generally,  surely  we  have  to  consider 
this :  whether  now  that  these  interests 
have  grown  up,  and  now  that  the 
very  attitude  of  those  who  used  to  speak 
in  the  name  of  India  has  changed, 
and  they  take  a  different  course  to 
that  which  they  recommended  before, 
whether  we  ought  to  attempt  to  restore 
the  old  state  of  things  artificially.  Thus 
I  doubt  whether  my  right  hon.  Friend 
is  right  in  urging  this  temporary  bounty 
as  one  of  the  reasons  why  we  should 
proceed  .to  the  adoption  of  bi-metallism. 
I  agree  that  theoretically  it  is  possible 
to  return  to  bi-metallism  ;  but,  while  it  is 
tlieoretically  possible,  there  are  many 
practical  difficulties  in  the  way.  I  do  not 
agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site, who  said  that  he  could  not  understend 
how  it  could  be  even  theoretically  possible. 
It  has  been  stated  by  the  Royal  Com- 
mission that  the  existence  of  bi-metallism 
in  France  did  form  for  a  long  period  of 
years  a  powerful  means  of  retaining  the 
ratio  between  the  two  metals.  By 
legislation,  the  ratio  was  fixed  ;  and  the 
question  has  been  asked.  Why  did  the 
Latin  Union  take  the  course  they  did  ? 
For  this  obvious  reason  :  While  other 
Mints  were  open  for  silver,  only  a 
portion  flowed  into    the   Latin   Union. 


But  the  Latin  Union  saw  that  it  might 
have  to  bear  the  whole  brunt  of  the 
silver  that  came  from  Germany  when 
Germany  had  adopted  a  gold  currency, 
and  also  the  product  of  the  new  silver 
mines  worked  in  America,  and  it  was 
natural  that  it  closed  its  Mints.  We 
were  in  the  same  position  in  India. 
While  Mints  remained  open  they  consti- 
tute a  powerful  force  in  sustaining  the 
relative  value  between  the  two  metals. 
The  fact  that  Germany  poured  its  silver 
into  the  Latin  Union  caused  the  difficulty 
in  those  countries,  because  the  area 
was  so  limited.  I  want  the  mono- 
metallist  to  understand  that  argument, 
for  if  we  could  get  .an  area  wide  enough 
the  bi-metallic  principle  is  theoretically 
possible,  provided  that  you  can  be  cer- 
tain that  all  parties  will  maintain 
the  agreement.  But  then  you  come  to 
one  of  the  practical  difficulties  to  which 
I  have  alluded,  and  you  must  look 
at  the  practical  difficulties  as  well  as 
the  theoretical  possibilities  on  the 
other  side.  I  have  contended,  and  I  am 
prepared  still  to  contend,  that  I  should 
prefer  the  currency  of  the  world  to 
depend  rather  upon  two  metals  than 
upon  one  metal.  To  those  views  I  gave 
expression  in  1878.  I  am  not  now 
speaking  individually  of  the  United 
Kingdom ;  but  I  should  like  to  see  silver 
pressed  into  service  to  do  the  work  of 
the  currency  of  the  world  as  well  as 
gold,  so  that  the  currency  of  the  world 
should  .not  depend  on  one  metal,  but 
on  two.  While  I  rejected  the  idea  of  a 
Bi-metallic  Union  in  1878,  I  said  this — 
that  the  mono-metallists  were  in  the 
wrong  who  wished  to  make  a  crusade 
for  the  adoption  of  a  general  gold  cur- 
rency. I  should  be  only  too  glad  if 
other  countries  would  have  a  silver 
currency,  for  it  would  steady  both  the 
exchanges  of  this  country  and  of  India. 
Therefore,  I  do  not  wish  to  say  one  word 
to  discourage  other  countries  from 
adopting  the  bi-metallic  system.  I  have 
always  looked  upon  silver  and  gold  not 
as  antagonistic  to  each  other,  not  as 
being  articles,  the  price  of  one  of  which 
would  necessarily  fall  when  the  other  rose, 
but  I  have  looked  upon  them  rather  as 
partners  who  together  were  doing ^  the 
work  of  the  currency  of  the  world. 
Allusion  has  been  made  to  the  rate  of 
discount  in  connection  with  the  scarcity 
of  gold ;  but  such  allusion  confuses  capital 
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and  currency.     The  alleged  scarcity  of 
gold   has  to  me   another  meaning.       I 
think   that   the   amount    of   gold   used 
as    currency     is    extremely     small     to 
bear   the    enormous    burden    which   is 
put  upon  it.      I  admit  that,  as   inter- 
ested  in  the   commerce    and  monetary 
systsm  of  this  country,  I  feel  a  kind  of 
shame  that,  on  the  occasion  of  £2,000,000 
or  £3,000,000  of  gold  being  taken  from 
this    country   to    Brazil    or    any   other 
country,  it  should  immediately  have  the 
effect   of    causing   a    momentary    alarm 
throughout  the  country.  I  doubt  seriously 
whether  the  stock  of  gold  which  we  have 
in  this  country  in  an  available  form  is 
one  whit   too  large  ;  on  the  contrary,  I 
think  it  is  rather  too  small.     Therefore, 
I  think  that  as  long  as  other  countries 
use   silver    they   are    doing    a    general 
83rvic3  to   the  commerce  of  the  world. 
If  a  gold  standard  had  once  for  all  been 
adopted,  and  prices  had  adopted  them- 
selves   to    such    a    great    change,    the 
existing  gold  might  be  suflBcient  for  all 
purposas;  but  a  transition  involving   a 
first  demand  for  gold  creates  great  diffi- 
culties  for   thos3    countries  whose    cur- 
rency   is    gO'd,     because     the     narrow 
margin   which   is    now   allowed   in    all 
currency     transactions     involves     such 
incanvenience  when  any  sudden  demand 
is  made  upon  what  is  a  comparatively 
small     stock.        Therefore,     I     do    not 
admit    the     argument     which     rejects 
allusion  to   the    scarcity   of    gold,   and 
I    say    that    I    should    bs  glad    to   see 
silver  parforming  as  much  work   as  is 
possible  in  the  currency.     But  we  have 
to  see  what  is  practicable.      What  are 
we  asked  to  do  by  the  Motion  now  before 
the  House  ?     We  are  asked   to  convoke 
another  Conference  to  see  whether  some 
international      agreement      cannot     be 
arrived  at.    Well,  Conferences  have  been 
held  and  very  exhaustive  Reports  made, 
and  no  result   has   been  possible.     We 
have  appointed  a  Royal  Commission,  and 
what  is  the  result  ?     A  divided  Report ; 
and  certainly  it  is  not  upon  any  divided 
Report  that  we  have  a  right  to  take  the 
immensely  responsible  step  of  tampering 
with  the  general  currency.     The   argu- 
ment has  been  us3d  that  we  might  by  a 
general  arrangement  adopt  a  bi-metallic 
system.     I  have  no  time  now  to  state 
what   I   consider  would   be  the  danger 
of    such    a    course ;   but    though    you 
might   have  a  Conference    that  would 
Mr,  Goschen 


come  to  an  agreement,  the  interests 
would  be  so  diverse  that  I  have 
very  grave  doubts  whether  that  agree- 
ment would  be  permanently  kept. 
I  ask  what  security  we  should  have  that 
that  agreement  would  be  permanently 
kept,  and  not  only  that,  but  would  it  not 
be  necessary  also  that  all  countries 
should  believe  that  it.  would  be  perma- 
nently kept  1  If  you  knew  that  there 
would  be  no  desire  ever  to  draw  back, 
then  silver  and  gold  might  circulate 
together  on  the  ratio  fixed,  subject  to 
one  important  condition,  that  the  outside 
uses  of  gold  and  silver  should  be,  com- 
paratively speaking,  analogous,  and  that 
there  should  be  no  great  desire  to  use  gold 
rather  than  silver  for  any  other  purposes. 
But  there  will  always  be  anxiety  to  keep 
gold  for  emergencies,  and  it  is  this 
which  makes  me  doubt  whether  a 
general  international  agreement  would 
be  permanently  safe.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
did  not  attach  great  importance  to  that 
objection  ;  but  I  confess  that  to  me  it  is 
a  very  important  one.  In  case  of  war 
every  one  strains  for  gold,  and  hon. 
Members  may  not  he  aware  tnat  gold  is 
kept  in  reserve  by  foreign  countries  for 
the  purposes  of  a  war  chest.  When  war 
was  declared,  or  before  war  was  declared, 
one  country  might  take  measures  to 
attract  gold  to  itself  and  that  might 
alarm  other  countries,  and  there  might 
be  a  scramble  for  gold  under  which  the 
agreement  would  break  down  and 
general  confusion  arise.  Again,  you  would 
have  to  pass  through  a  long  period 
before  you  arrived  at  your  agreement, 
and  what  fearful  speculation  would  not 
arise  in  the  interval  1  I  admit  that  that 
would  only  be  a  temporary  difficulty; 
but  I  think  that  the  Government  would 
only  be  justified  in  going  to  a  Conference 
if  it  knew  that  the  country  was  behind 
it  and  that  it  was  practically  almost 
certain  of  success.  I  think  it  would  be 
wrong  to  call  a  Conference  in  the  belief 
that  we  might  carry  out  something 
which  we  could  not  effect  without 
the  assent  and  co-operation  of 
foreign  countries,  and  which  we  might 
not  even  be  able  to  persuade  the  public 
of  this  country  to  adopt.  Therefore,  I 
hold  that  it  is  entirely  premature  to 
cany  such  a  plan  into  execution  ;  and 
I  think  that  hon.  Members  will  do  well, 
acting  upon  their  own   responsibility — 
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for  this  is  an  open  question^ — to  vote  that 
the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  shall 
stand  part  of  the  Question. 

*(1 1.480  Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK: 
Sir,  I  do  not  wish  to  stand  be- 
twes»ti  the  House  and  a  Division, 
and  in  the  few  minutes  which 
remain  before  the  necessnry  elose  of  the 
D^^lmte  under  tlie  new  Rule  it  is  impos- 
sible to  reply  fully  to  the  two  right  lion. 
Gentlemen  who  have  just  sat  down  ;  but 
J  h^tvd  been  referred  to  se\'eral  times 
in  tiie  course  of  the  debate,  and  there 
are  snrae  points  on  whicli  T  should  be 
gkd  to  say  a  few  words.  The  uaaa  of 
India  has  been  referred  to  by  several 
sp&akers,  and,  of  course,  it  must  be 
admitted  that  the  Revenue  of  India, 
being  payable  in  silver,  has  fallen  in 
consequence  of  the  depression  in  silver  ; 
but  if  the  Government  hav^  received 
less  it  is  because  the  taxpayer  has  paid 
less.  The  commerce  of  India  has  not 
suifered.  On  the  contrary,  the  exports 
and  imports  have  risen  from  X93,000,000 
in  laT.*^  to  £180,000,000  in  1888.  Indeed, 
part  of  the  case  of  th:^  supporters  of 
bi-inet:illism  consists  in  a  complaint  that 
the  tr.ide  of  India  hiis  sn  greatly  increased. 
1  caanot  help  thinking  th:it tlie  difliculties 
of  excliauge  have  been  greatly  exagger- 
ated ;  at  any  rate,  it  is  a  remnrkahio  fact 
that*  while  the  export  trade  of  India  since 
1873  has  risen  more  with  gold-using 
than  with  silver-u>5ing  countries,  namely, 
27  per  cent,  only  with  silver-using 
and  62  per  cent,  with  gold-using 
countries.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  tliat  no  one  would  deny  that  the 
fall  in  silver  of  20  pjr  cent,  opemted  as 
iL  buunty  to  that  extent  in  favour  of  the 
Indian  manufacturer.  But  that  is  liy 
no    means    admitted.      Hon,    Mem  Vie  rs 

&ar  me  will,  I  am  sure,  demur  to  any 
luch  statement.  Suppose  an  Indian  and 
an  English  manufacturer  send  to  a 
neutral  market  goods  of  a  charact-er 
which  were  formerly  worth  1^000  rupees, 
or  £50.  It  is  said  that  a  fall  of  20  per 
cent,  in  prices,  including  that  of  silver, 
gives  the  Indian  manufacturer  a  bounty 
of  20  ptir  cent.  This  Ls  an  entire 
fallacy.  Ko  doubt  the  Indian  producer 
would  still  receive  1^000  rupees, 
which  would  buy  as  much  as  before, 
while  the  English  prc:>duccr  would 
only  receive  £37  10s..  instead  of 
£50  ;  but  then  by  the  hypothesis  his 
£37  lOs.  would  buy  as  much  as  £50  did 


formerly,  and  as  much  as  1,000  rupees 
do  now.  1  do  not  believe  that 
the  fall  in  prices  is  due  to  the 
fall  in  silver,  or  that  it  implies  any 
substantial  appreciation  of  gold.  It  is 
due  mainly  to  improvementfl  in  produc- 
tion and  greater  cheapness  in  transport. 
Take  the  case  of  American  wheat.  In  20 
years  there  has  been  a  fall  of  no  less 
than  20s.  a  quarter.  But  then  the  rail- 
way charges  from  the  interior  are  lis.  a 
quarter  less,  freight  4s.,  loading,  unload- 
ing, tfec,  3s.  less,  and  boys  Is,  This 
accounts  for  lOs.  out  of  the  20j«.  So 
doubt  agricalturists  and  manufacturers 
suffer  from  the  fall,  and  f  sympathise 
with  them.  But  when  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Flintshire  says  that  the 
%vorking  bees  suffer  and  the  drones  gain, 
X  ask  who  gaints  by  the  cheapness  of 
bread  ?  Who  consumes  the  wheat  I 
Surely  the  working  bees.  The  working 
classes  now  liave  good  employment,  and 
wages  are  rising.  They  are  the  gainers, 
nnd  I  think  the  House  will  long  hesitate 
before  they  alter  the  standard  of  value 
with  the  express  object  of  raising  the 
prices  fif  the  comforts  and  necessaries  of 
life.  My  hon.  Friends  think  they  can 
fix  a  ratio  between  silver  and  gold, 
I  entirely  disbelieve  in  the  jwvver  of 
any  inti?niatioiial  arrangement  to  fix  a 
ratio  of  value  between  any  two  articles 
of  commerce.  It  has  been  said  by  several 
speakers  that  this  was  admitted  by  all 
the  Commissioners,  But  that  is  not  so. 
Mr.  Birch  and  I  entirely  dissented,  and 
oar  four  colleagues  admitted  that  this 
might  be  an  agio  either  on  the  gold  or 
silver  coin.  It  must  he  remembered 
that  gold  and  silver  are  not  merely  used 
for  coinage.  It  is  estimated  that  from 
£12,000,000  to  £16,000,000  are  used  in 
the  arts.  Do  my  hon.  Friends  think 
they  ca.n  fix  the  price  of  what  is 
used  in  the  arts  ?  If  not,  neither  can 
they  do  so  for  that  part  M'hich  is  used 
for  coinage,  Tlie  cheaper  metal  will 
inevitably,  as  it  always  has,  drive  out  the 
dearer.  Under  the  bi-metallic  arrange- 
ment of  the  Latin  Union  there  was  for 
years  a  considerable  agio  on  the  gold 
coins,  and  the  arrangement  broke  doT^ii 
in  1873  because  it  was  found  impossible 
to  maintain  it  any  longer.  It  is  a  great 
convenience  to  have  a  sufficient  amount 
of  coinage  of  all  three  metals^ — ^gold, 
silver,  and  copper.  The  present  system 
secures  this,  but  under  this  proposal  it 
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would  be  impossible.  No  one  can  fore- 
tell what  the  production  of  the  mines 
will  be,  but,  as  sure  as  fate,  either  the 
gold  will  expel  the  silver,  or,  what 
now  seems  most  probable,  the  silver 
will  drive  out  the  gold.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  and  his  Friends 
spoke  of  themselves  as  bi-metallists. 
The  term  was,  however,  misleading. 
True  bi-metallism  would  be  if  the 
creditor  could  claim  to  receive,  and  the 
debtor  to  pay,  the  debt  half  in  silver  and 
half  in  gold.  But  what  my  hon.  Friends 
propose  is  that  one  of  the  parties  to  the 
contract  should  ba  allowed  to  pay  either 
in  silver  or  in  gold,  at  his  option.  It  is 
estimated  that  we  receive  not  less  than 
£85,000,000  from  our  investments  over 
sea ;  and  what  a  remarkable  fact  it  is 
that  our  investments  over  sea  exceed  by 
£20,000,000  the  whole  rent  of  the  land 
of  our  own  country,  which  only  amounts 
to  £65,000,000.  Now,  no  doubt,  part  of 
the  £85,000,000  is  derived  from 
shares  and  freight.  But  there  still 
remains  a  very  large  sum,  perhaps 
£40,000,000  to  £50,000,000,  payable  by 
agreement,  either  in  gold  or  silver.  My 
hon.  Friends,  in  their  great  generosity, 
propose  that  we  should  give  to  foreign 
countries  the  option  of  paying  in  which 
ever  metal  might  become  the  cheaper  of 
the  two.  If  silver  falls  we  are  to  be 
paid  in  silver ;  if  gold  falls,  in  gold. 
Moreover,  the  same  uncertainty  will 
apply  to  our  internal  trade.  In  fact,  the 
arrangement  will  tend  to  drive  all 
financial  transactions  to  some  country 
which  is  not  so  unwise  as  to  adopt  such 
a  fluctuating  currency.  No  reference 
has  been  made  to  our  colonies.  It  is 
not  likely  that  Australia, which  produces 
no  silver  and  much  gold,  will  abandon 
its  gold  standard  ;  and  unless  it  does  so 
the  difficulties  of  exchange,  whatever 
they  are,  will  only  be  transferred  from 
India  to  Australia.  The  mercantile 
community  are  quite  opposed  to  these 
proposals.  At  the  meeting"  of  the 
Associated  Chambers  of  Commerce  last 
year  a  resolution  in  favour  of  bi- 
metallism only  found  11  supporters 
among  174  delegates.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Fbntshire  says  that  the  prosperity  of 
England  ceased  in  1873.  I  do  not  deny 
that  some  trades  have  been  depressed,  and 
that  rents  have  fallen  heavily.  I  sympa- 
thise greatly  with  those  who  have 
Sir  John  Lubbock 


suffered.  But,  taking  the  country  as  a 
whole,  so  far  from  falling  back,  there 
has  been  an  immense  advance  since 
1873.  Our  exports  have  risen  from 
£670,000,000  to£740,000,000,and  adding 
on  20  per  cent ,  which  hon.  MembeA 
say  is  the  average  fall  in  prices,  the 
amount  would  be  brought  np  to 
£890,000,000,  showing  the  enormouT 
increase  of  £220,000,000.  The  annual 
income  of  the  country  has  risen  from 
£5 14,'J 00,000  to  £636,000,000,  showing 
an  increase  of  income  of  no  less 
tlian  £122,000,000.  The  Clearing 
House  transactions  have  risen  from 
£6,000,000,000  to  £7,600,000,00( ,  show- 
ing an  increase  of  no  less  than 
£1,600,000,000.  Lastly,  Mr.  Giffen 
hsks  shown  that  in  the  past  10 
years  the  realised  value  of  the 
property  of  the  country  has  risen 
from  £8,500,000,000  to  £10,000,000,000, 
showing  the  enormous  increase  of 
£1,500,000,000.  And  yet  my  hon. 
Friends  complain.  Surely,  such  an 
increase  ought  to  satisfy  the  wildest 
dreams  of  avarice.  1  cannot,  therefore, 
think  that  my  hon.  Friends  have  shown 
any  reason  for  a  change,  or  have  proved 
the  practicability  of  the  plan  they  pro- 
pose, and  I  hope  the  House  will  not 
agree  to  the  Amendment. 

(11.55.)  The  House  divided: — Ayes 
183  ;  Noes  87.— ^Div.  List,  No.  52.) 

Main  Question  proposed,  "That  Mi*- 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Committee  upon  Monday  next. 

WAYS   AND   MEANS. 
Resolutions  [17th  April]  reported  (see 
pages  736,  788,  789,  790). 

Resolutions  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  hf 
Mr.  Courtney,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  Mr.  Jackson. 

FINANCIAL  STATEMENT    (1890.91). 

Copy  ordered — 
-    '*  Of  Statement  of  Revenue  aad  Expenditure 
as  laid  before  the  House  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  when  opening  the  Budget."— 
[Mr.  Jackson.) 

Copy  presented  accordingly ;  to  life 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  (So, 
183.) 
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INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  LICENCES 
(SCOTLAND.) 

Return  ordered — 

''  Of  the  Dumber  of  Licences,  for  the  sale  of 
Intoxicatiofi;  Liquors,  the  renewal  of  which  has 
been  refused,  in  the  year  1889  and  four  preceding 
years,  by  the  Licensing  Magistrates  in  each 
Licensing  District  in  Scotland,  showing  also 
the  result  of  Appeal  (if  any.) 


Number  of  Licences 
for  inns  and  hotels 
refused. 


Number  of  Licences 
for  public  houses 
refused. 


Number  of  licences 
for  dealers  in 
excisable  liquors 
and  grocers  trading 
in  excisable 
liquors  refused. 


Number  of  Licences 
for  sale  of  table 
beer  refused. 


Result  of  Appeal 
(if  any). 


— .(Jfr.  Provand,) 

MOTIONS. 


KEW  AND   PETERSHAM  YICABAQE. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Jackson,  Bill  to  provide 
for  the  division  of  the  Vicarage  of  Kew  and 
Petersham  into  two  distinct  vicarages,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Jackson  and  Mr. 
William  Henry  Smith. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  229.] 

IRELAND-MR.   M.  HARRIS'S  FUNERAL 
— CONDQCT  OF  THE  POLICE. 

Oq  the  Motion  for  the  Adjouroment  of 
the  House, 

(12.1 9.)  Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  : 
Before  the  rising  of  the  House  last  night  I 


endeavoured  to  obtain  from  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden)  some 
explanation  with  regard  to  the  conduct 
of  the  police  at  the  funeral  of  Mr. 
Matthew  Harris,  the  late  Member  for 
East  Galway,  and  who  was  well-known 
to  many  Members  of  this  House.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was 
then  unable  to  give  any  reply,  and  he 
suggested  that  I  should  put  a  question 
to-day.  Adopting  his  suggestion,  I  gave 
notice  of  a  question  for  to-day,  and  this 
afternoon  put  it  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretiry.  He  was,  how- 
ever, unable  to  give  me  further  informa- 
tion about  it.  He  suggested  that  I 
should  put  a  further  question  at  the 
close  of  question  time.  At  the  close  of 
question  time  he  had  disappeared  behind 
the  Speaker's  chair,  and,  though  he  came 
back  for  a  moment,  I  was  unable  to  get 
an  answer.  I  think  I  have  some  reason 
to  complain  of  this  neglect  of  duty  on  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  part.  Mr.  Harris 
died  on  Monday  last  at  Balllnasloe,  and 
the  funeral  took  place  yesterday.  I 
should,  first,  say  what  was  the  conduct 
of  the  police.  The  head  constable  of  the 
place  went  to  the  friends  of  the  deceased 
and  put  two  questions  to  them.  He  first 
asked  who  was  to  be  the  speaker  at  the 
funeral  ?  I  respectfully  submit  that  he 
had  no  right  to  put  that  question.  He 
then  demanded  that  a  place  should  be 
reserved  at  the  side  of  the  grave  for  a 
note-taker  appointed  by  the  Government. 
This  demand  was,  in  my  opinion,  very 
properly  resented  and  refused.  I  do  not 
see  why  the  sad  ceremony  of  an  inter- 
ment should  be  ordered  and  arranged  for 
the  purpose  of  securing  special  accommo- 
dation for  an  official  of  the  Government. 
The  funeral  procession  was  attended,  and, 
in  a  moral  sense,  molested,  by  the  pre- 
sence of  a  body  of  police.  Some  of  the 
police  were  in  civilian  costume,  and 
apparently  unarmed ;  while  others  were 
in  uniform,  and  were  armed  with  batons. 
The  police  accompanied  the  procession. 
They  pushed  their  way  into  the  grave- 
yard, and,  when  the  procession  reached 
the  grave,  violently  forced  their  way 
forward  until  they  had  taken  up  a  posi- 
tion immediately  surrounding  the  grave, 
and  placed  their  note-taker  at  the  grave- 
side. To  the  great  indignation  of  the 
people  of  BaUinasloe — an  indignation 
which  has  been  reflected  throughout  the 
whole  country — they  remained  in  this 
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position  until  the  interment  had  con- 
cluded, and  the  mourners  had  dispersed. 
I  ask  the  cause  for  this  proceeding.  Was 
this  done  because  it  was  the  funeral  of 
an  Irish  Member?  Is  it  to  be  under- 
stood that  even  death  does  not  re- 
lieve an  Irish  Member  from  the 
attentions  of  this  Government?  Mr. 
Matthew  Harris  had  been  tortured 
by  the  Government,  and  their  confeder- 
ates, at  a  time  when  he  was  sufEering 
from  the  disease  which  ended  in  his 
death.  I  do  not  see  how  the  cause  of 
law  and  order,  or  the  stability  of 
the  Constitution,  would  have  suffered  if 
the  Government  had  been  content  to 
cease  their  attentions  after  his  death. 
Or  was  it  becaupe  the  funeral  was 
attended  by  some  of  the  Irish  Members  ? 
It  was  attended  by  a  great  concourse  of 
people,  of  all  parties  and  creeds,  who 
united  in  paying  a  last  tribute  of  respect 
to  an  able  and  upright  man.  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North-East  Cork 
(Mr.  W.  O'Brien)  was  among  those  who 
were  present.  The  policy  of  espionage 
and  pursuit  of  the  Member  for  North  East 
Cork  has  reached  the  point  of  farcical 
absurdity.  They  have  abandoned  prose- 
cutions against  him  so  often  that  I  should 
imagine  that  they  would  be  more  anxious  ' 
to  avoid  finding  fresh  cause;  of  prosecu-  I 
tion  against  him,  than  to  go  in  search  of  i 
it.  Had  be  not  a  right  to  speak  at  the 
rrrave  ?  I  am  sur^  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Oiicf  Secretary  could  not 
imagine  that  my  hon.  Friend  would 
attempt  to  discuss  either  the  relations 
between  landlords  and  tenants,  or  the 
policy  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  at  the 
grave  of  Mr.  Matthew  Harris.  The 
only  prosecutions  in  Ireland  on  recent 
occasions  have  been  with  respect 
to  these  two  subjects.  I  am  sure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  imagine 
that  my  hon.  Friend  would  have  been 
guilty  of  either  of  these  things  at  the 
grave  of  Mr.  Harris.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  few  woids  spoken  by  my  hon. 
Friend  were  simply  words  of  eulogy  of 
the  life  of  his  friend,  and  words  his  right 
to  speak  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  not  deny.  That  being  the  case,  I 
maintain  that  this  intrusion  of  the  police 
was  extremely  wanton  and  uncalled  for. 
I  wish  to  ascertain  whether  the  intrusion 
was  that  of  the  Government,  or  of  some 
local  busybody.  If  it  was,  as  I  infer 
from  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said, 
Mr,  Sexton 


the  act  of  some  snbordihate,  I  request 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  by 
whom,  and  when,  and  for  what  pui*pose 
the  interference  at  the  funeral  took 
place.  Great  sacredness  attaches  to 
funerals  in  Ireland,  as  in  all  other 
civilised  countries.  In  Ireland,  owing  to 
the  sufferings  and  misfortunes  of  the 
country,  the  feeling  is  always  particularly 
deep,  and  deserves  to  be  respected, 
especially  when  the  occasion  is  the  death 
of  a  public  man,  who  loved  the  people, 
and  whom  the  people  loved  for  his 
upright  character.  I  speak,  Sir,  in  the 
interests  of  peace.  I  believe  that  such 
interference  as  that  which  took  pl-ce  at 
the  funeral  of  Michael  Dwyer,  and  on 
the  present  occasion,  although  by  the 
patience  and  forbearance  of  the  people 
they  may  piss  without  conflict  and 
disorder,  may  possibly  lead  at  some  time, 
as  their  tendency  is  to  lead,  either  to  the 
massacre  of  the  people,  which  the 
Government  care  little  about,  or  the 
massacre  of  the  police.  If  there  is  any 
reason  why  these  intrusions  should  be 
continued,  let  us  know  what  the  reason 
is.  If  not,  let  the  Government  issue  an 
order  to  the  police  directing  their 
discontinuance.  I  am  too  well- 
acquainted  with  the  truculence  of  the 
Chief  Secretary,  and  the  offensive  bad 
taste  he  displays  on  these  occasions 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  1  The 
hon.  Gentleman  is  exceeding  all  limits 
of  Parliamentary  order  and  courtesy  in 
deliate. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  do  not  know.  Sir, 
whether  yon  are  aware  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  sneered  in  the  most  offensive 
manner. 

*Mr.  SPEAKER :  1  was  looking  at  the 
Chief  Secretary,  and  I  do  not  think  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has  a  right  to  infer  that 
because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
smiled  he  was  smiling  in  any  offensive 
sense. 

Mr.  sexton  :  It  may  have  been  a 
smile,  or  it  may  have  been  a  sneer.  I 
may  have  been  in  error,  and  I  will  say 
no  more  about  it.  I  have  felt  it  to  be  my 
duty  to  denounce  the  interference  of  the 
police,  which  I  regard  as  a  wanton 
provocation  of  the  public  temper,  as  an 
insult  to  the  representatives  of  the 
people,  and  as  an  outrage  upon  the  dead. 

♦(12.30.)  The  CHIEF  SECRETARY 
FOR  IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 
Manchester,    E.) :    The     hon.     Member 
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appears  to  be  highly  indignant  because 
the  Government  were  not  able  before 
3  o'clock  this  afternoon  to  obtain  infor- 
mation from  the  police  officials  in  a 
remote  parfc  of  Ireland.  The  hon. 
Member  has  been  good  enough  to  in- 
terpret some  exprsssions  ho  saw  in  my 
face  as  a  saeer  against  hi  myself  or  Iiih 
friends.  At  that  moment,  |)€rhaps,  I 
Lwas  to  blame,  but  I  was  not  follow - 
ag  the  purport  of  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  but  was  replying 
to  an  observation  of  ray  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr,  Madden)  on  the  subject  of  the 
debate  which  occupied  the  attention  of 
the  House  up  to  13  o'clock  to-night  on 
the  subject  of  bi-metallism.  The  informa- 
tion which,  sin"«  question  time,  I  have 
received  from  the  iQspector  is  not  in 
liarmony  witli  the  account  of  the  tran- 
saction given  by  the  hoo.  Gentleman. 
I  have  Slid  that  application  was  made  to 
pbe  allowed  to  attend  the  meeting.  [*'It 
ras  not  a  meeting";  and  Mr.  Speaker, 
'*  Order,  Order  !  "]  Well,  there  were 
2,000  people  there.  The  police  did  not 
force  their  way  into  the  churchyard. 
There  were  only  fire  or  six  there  besides 
■the  one  in  plain  clothes.  They  asked 
'^permission  to  atiead,  and  received  no 
suggestion  that  their  demand  was  re- 
garded as  an  insult.  No  one  objected  to 
their  presence ;  they  simply  walked  with 
the  rest  of  the  crowd  of  2,000  persons, 
and  they  paid  as  much  respect  to  the 
dead  as  any  one  present. 

Mb.  SEXTON :  The  telegram  I  liave 
received  from  Mr.  O'Brien  states  that  the 
police  were  informed  that  their  presence 
was  regained  as  an  outra^/e, 
»Mr.  a,  J.  BALFOUR :  I  cm  only 
ive  the  informaition  I  have  received. 
As  in  all  such  matters,  I  have  no  doubt 
the  imtuitive  rests  with  the  Lo^ml 
Authority-  If  it  had  rest^»d  with  the 
officials  of  the  Castle  I  should  probably 
have  received  earlier  information  than  I 
did.  The  Local  Authorities  possibly  sup- 
ed  the  funeral  would  be  made  the 
aon  of  a  political  demonstration. 
In  that  case  I  do  ncit  ?ee  that  the  presence 
of  the  police  would  bo  an  insult  to  either 
the  dead  or  the  living.  If  speeches  were 
made  they  would  have  been  reported 
in  the  daily  papers,  and  there  could  be 
Lfflo  more  insalt  in  their  being,  reported 
/  ^'  the  police  than  in  their  being  reported 
by  the  newspaper  reporters.  As  a  matter 
of  fact  I  have  no  information  on  what 
grounds  the  police  acted.  I  have  no  ground 


for  believing  that  they  acted  harshly 
or  imprudently  or  without  due  discretion. 
The  informs, fcbn  I  have  does  not  iDear  out 
the  assertion  that  there  was  any  violence 
shown  by  the  police,  or  that  the  police 
had  any  ground  for  believing  that  their 
presence  would  be  regarded  as  an  insult. 

•(12.37.)  Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Notting- 
ham, Rushcliffe) :  I  venture  to  appeal 
ki  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  as 
the  Chief  Secretary  cannot  apeak  again, 
to  give  us  some  assurance  that  we  shall 
have  further  investigation  into  this  matter 
—that a  perfectly  independent  Authority 
will  be  sent  down  to  make  an  investiga- 
tion into  the  exact  circumstances  of  the 
matter.  We  must  all  feel  it  is  a  perfect 
outrage  that  an  ai'med  force— — 

♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:     They   were 


ELLIS  :     They  must  have 


not  armed, 

*Mr.  J.  E. 
been  armed. 

♦Mtt.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  They  were 
the  ortiinary  uniformed  police. 

*Mk.  J.  E.  ELLIS:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  cannot  be  so  ignorant  of  the 
uniform  of  his  constabulary  in  Ireland  as 
not  to  know  that  ihey  cany  their  side- 
arms  on  every  occasion  in  Ireland.  I 
repeat  it  is  practically  an  armed  force. 
No  one  in  tliis  House  will  say  that  the 
presence  of  armed  men  pressing  their 
way  among  the  mourners  at  a  grave- 
aide  iu  England  would  not  bo  considered 
an  outrage.  If  such  a  thing  occurred  in 
England  a  great  dyal  would  be  heard 
of  it. 

(12.40.)  Mr.  W,  REDMOND  (Fer- 
managh, N.) :  I  really  think  the  Chief 
Secretary  might  make  some  reply  to  tlie 
extremely  tempi»rate  appeal  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  Chief  SecretEtry  said 
the  police  did  not  know  it  would  be 
regarded  ns  an  insult  and  outrage  that 
they  should  be  present  at  tht»  grave.  I 
do  not  know  how  the  right  lion.  Gentle- 
man cjan  make  that  stat Lament,  believing 
it  to  be  true,  because  he  must  know  very 
well  that  in  the  case  of  the  funeral  of 
Mr.  Michael  Dwyer,  in  Tipper ary,  the 
very  same  tiling  occurrtKl.  Upon  that 
occasion  the  poHce  forced  their  way  to 
the  place  of  interment.  The  greatest 
indignation  at  the  conduct  of  the  police 
was  felt  throughout  Tipperary  and  Ire- 
land, for  it  was  felt  that  the  presence  of 
the  police  was  an  outrage  and  an  insult. 
Such  being  the  circumstances  in  regard 
to  the  funeral  of  Mr.  Dwyer,  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  how  he  can  state^ 
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with  any  degree  of  ticcuracy,  that  the 
police  in  Ballinasloe  did  not  l)elieve  that 
their  presence  at  Mr.  Harris's  funeral 
would  be  regarded  as  an  insult  and 
outrage.  I  mast  take  leave  to  say  that  it 
is  the  greatest  possible  proof  of  the 
influence  for  peEUje  and  tranquility  which 
is  exercised  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
North- East  Cork,  that  there  was  not 
upon  that  uceasion  some  violent  outburst 
upon  the  part  of  the  people.  I  am  quite 
convinced  that  if  a  much-respected  pubhc 
man  was  borne  to  the  grave  in  this 
country  and  a  force  of  armed  men  went 
to  the  graveside,  those  in  attend- 
ance would  make  some  demonstration 
against  the  outrage.  If  the  Chief 
Secretiry  really  understc»od  the  feelings 
of  the  people  of  the  district  in  this 
matter  he  never  would  have  made  the 
speech  he  has  just  delivered.  Instead 
of  making  light  of  the  matter  he  would 
have  expressed  some  sorrow  at  the 
occurrence,  and  given  some  assuranoe  to 
the  House  that  the  Irish  people  should 
be  spared  the  pain  and  the  outrage  of 
seeing  insults  offered  to  their  leaders 
when  they  have  passed  awfty. 

*(12,43.)  Mb.  WEBB  (Wat^rford,  W.)  : 
I  also  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  offer  some  kind  of  explanation  of 
this  matter.  Notliing  stirs  the  people  of 
Ireland  more  deeply  than  oceurrences 
like  that  of  which  we  complain.  I  cannot 
describe  the  effect  they  have  hnd  on  me. 
When  I  entered  the  House  I  thought 
that  perhaps  what  I  had  heard  as  to  the 
demeanour  of  the  Chief  Secrt'tary  had 
been  exagt?:erated,  but  I  regret  to  say 
that  I  find  it  was  not ;  Indeed,  his 
demeanour  is  worse  than  I  suppased. 
Strong  •as  were  my  feelings  on  Irish 
matters  when  I  came  here  they  ai'e 
now  intensified.  1  knew  Mr.  Matthew 
Harris  for  many  years.  He  did  not 
occupy  that  high  position  which 
many  Members  opposite  think  they 
oocttpy,  but  no  man  occupied  a  higher 
position  in  the  affections  of  his  country- 
men than  he.  He  sacrificed  all  for 
hia  country,  he  devoted  all  his  time  and 
energy  for  the  good  of  those  amongst 
whom  he  lived.  Although  he  was  j)er- 
secuted  by  the  Grovemraent  during  his 
lifetime^  I  think  he  might  have  been 
allowed  to  be  committed  to  the  earth  in 
peace  and  quietness.  If  the  Government 
had  an  ounce  of  sense  it  would  be  just 
on  oocasions  such  as  that  in  question 
that  they  would  hold  aloof.  I  reaUy 
JTr,  fF,  Eednwnd 


do  not  know  what  the  Chief  Secretary 
is  aiming  at.  It  appears  to  me  that  he 
wishes  to  drive  us  to  violence. 

(12.46.)  The  ATTOBNEY GENERAL 
FOR  IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddek,  Dublin 
University)  :  I  merely  wish  to  say  that 
I  meant  no  discourtesy  to  hon.  Members 
opposite  in  not  rising  to  respond  to  the 
appeals  made  to  me.  I  did  not  rise,  be- 
cause all  the  information  the  Government 
possesses  on  this  subject  lias  been  fully 
placed  before  the  House  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend. 

(12.47.)  Earl  COMPTON  (Barnsley)  : 
The  question  addressed  to  the  Attorney 
General  was  whether  he  would  not 
make  some  further  investigation.  I 
would  not  have  spoken  if  the  matter 
had  been  taken  up  in  a  proper 
spirit  by  the  Chief  Secretary.  I  feel 
it  is  only  right  we  English  Mem- 
bers, who  are  most  anxious  to  do 
all  we  can  to  pacify  Ireland  in  all  ways, 
and,  if  it  is  possible,  to  help  even  the 
Chief  Secretary  in  pacifying  the  country, 
should  every  now  aud  then  take  port  m 
the83  discussions  to  show  we  are  in 
earnest,  and  also  to  show  that  we  are  of 
opinion  that  the  Irish  people  should  be 
allowed  to  bury  their  de^id  without  the 
presence  of  the  police.  It  is  quite  natural 
the  Irish  Members  should  take  exception 
to  the  action  of  the  Government  in  this 
matter.  They  have,  in  no  immoderate 
manner^  brought  the  matter  for^vard. 
On  the  contrary*  they  have  stated  their 
case,  with  one  exception,  without  temj^r. 
I  only  ask  for  information,  and  I  think 
the  least  the  Minister  responsible  for  Ire- 
laud  can  do  is  to  afford  it. 

♦Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  never  refused 
to  give  further  information.  On  the 
contrary,  I  am  always  glad  to  give  it.  If 
a  question  is  put  upon  the  Paper  I  will 
do  Tsy^  best  to  answer  it. 

Me.  sexton  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ascertain  on  what  ground  the 
police  thought  they  had  reason  to  intrude 
their  presence,  and  will  he  report  the 
result  to  the  House  ? 
*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOITR :  Of  course,  I 
will  do  vc^"^  best  to  give  information,  if  the  i 
hon.  Grentleman  will  put  a  question  o 
the  Paper  \  I  always  do. 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minittefl 

before  One  o'clock^  till 

Mod  day  next. 
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HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 

Monday,  21st  April,  1890. 


THE  ACCIDENT  TO    THE    STEAMSHIP 
67rr  OF  PAHIiS, 

QUESTION — OBSERVA'nONS. 

♦EifiL  DE  LA  WARR :  Mj  Lords,  in 
f»xit  ting^  tlie  question  which  stands  on  the 
Notioe  Paper  of  the  House  with  regard 
to  the  passenger  ship  City  oj  Paris,  1 
wish  to  call  jour  Lordships*  attention  for 
a  few  moments  to  one  or  two  circum- 
stances connected  with  it.  First,  as  to 
the  formidable  nature  of  the  accident,  it 
is  described  in  a  well-known  publication, 
the  Engineer,  as  being  without  jiarallel 
in  the  history  of  navigation  of  steam- 
ships.  I  will  give  your  Ixjrdships  a  few 
particulars  showing  the  character  of  the 
vessel.  She  is,  I  believe,  the  fastest 
ship  atloat,  and  of  great  size  and  power, 
She  is  stated  to  be  560  feet  long,  63  feet 
beam,  and  42  feet  in  depth.  Her  ton- 
nage is  about  10;500,  horse-power  about 
1 8,000,  and  she  has  accomm<>dation  for 
1,000  passengers.  She  is  propelled  by 
twin-screws,  and  driven  by  triple-expan- 
sion engines  of  the  latest  and  most 
approved  construction  for  obtaining  the 
greatest  speed  at  the  least  proportiunate 
consumption  of  fuel.  The  engines  make 
about  85  revolutions  pjr  minute.  With 
your  Lordships'  pfrmission  I  will  now 
quote  a  few  lines  fr.im  the  Etiffineer — 

**  At  half*  past  o  oa  the  evoning'  of  the 
2<^th  March  tho  Ciit/  of  I'ttrm  whs  rthout  2  6 
miles  frtim  the  coast  of  Irelriiid  runuiug  full 
speed.  There  were  in  each  eiigirio.rootn  at  tht? 
time  three  men,  one  on  L^ich  plittform*  'J  be 
man  on  the  tf>p  pUtfonn  felt  the  tuilrixi  of  the 
low  pressuro  engine  vibrate  and  wpnt  forward. 
He  bad  not  ^one  five  steps  when  the  low  pres- 
flure  engine  flew  to  pieces.  Id  a  few  seconds 
this  great  engine,  standiog  about  45  feet  high, 
was  a  heap  of  scrap.  The  explosion  of  a  great 
shell  might  work  auch  havoc  in  an  ironclad. 
It  is  difficult,  in  the  face  of  sueh  total  destruc* 
tiOD»  to  form  any  theory  as  to  what  gave  way 
first.  We  are  puzzled  to  imaifine  how  it  is 
possible  that  materials  so  excellent  couid  have 
been  so  oodipletely  destroyed.  There  is  not  a 
broken  btir  or  bolt  which  does  not  show  that 
it  haa  only  given  way  as  the  result  of  the  ut* 
most  Tiolenee/' 

From  this  aocount  it  appears  that  the 
cause  of  the  accident,  according  to  the 
stuteinents  which  have  beeu  given  by 
those  who  have  seen  the  vessel  sine:*  she 
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airived  at  Liverpool,  as  to  where  the 
mischief  originated,  in  what  part  of  the 
ship  or  in  what  portion  of  the  machinery 
is  not  yet  clear*  It  appears,  however, 
that  the  screw  shaft,  upwards  of  100  feet 
in  length  and  about  21  inches  in 
diameter,  had  brokent  and  that  the  conse- 
quence of  that  was  it  became,  of  course, 
separated  from  the  engines,  which  then 
went  at  a  very  rapid  rate,  shook 
the  vessel,  and  caused  very  great 
vibration  throughout  her  entire  struc- 
ture. I  do  not,  my  Lords,  feel  that 
I  am  in  a  position  now  to  go  further 
into  the  details.  That  was  not 
my  object  to-night  in  putting  this  ques- 
tion to  Her  Majesty's  Government,  as  I 
hope  there  may  be  an  official  investi- 
gation and  a  Report  made  upon  the 
matter.  I  think  I  have  stated  enough  to 
show  the  great  im[K)rtance  of  having  an 
official  inquiry.  I  will  only  mention 
one  or  two  more  facts  which  your  Lord- 
ships ought  to  know.  1  do  not  thmk 
it  is  neceasaiy  to  go  farther  into  tlie 
details*  I  have  thought  it  desirable 
to  refer  to  them  as  showing  the  great 
importance  of  an  inquiry  into  an 
occurrence  which  1  believe  it  will  turn 
out  has  arisen,  according  to  all  the 
inforuuition  I  possess,  from  the  fact 
that  sufficient  precautions  were  not 
taken.  I  do  not  desire  in  any  way  t«> 
prejudice  the  question,  neither  do  I  wish 
to  cast  blame  upon  any  of  the  [arsons 
connected  with  the  vessel.  On  the  con* 
trary,  I  feA  that  1  ought  to  speak  of  the 
ejcemplary  conduct  of  the  crew,  and, 
indeed,  of  all  persona  on  board.  There 
cannot  he  a  doubt  that  the  ship  wan 
Vjuilt  upon  the  best  knowti  principles  for 
ensuring  safety  hs  well  as  for  speed  :  but 
I  think  there  is  reason  for  asking 
whether  all  the  appliances  for  preventing 
danger  t*:*  passenger  ships  were  used.  It 
may  be  found  upon  inquiry  that  they 
werj  not.  But  on  two  points  specially 
do  I  wish  now  to  speak,  I  mean  of  the 
appliances  which  were  used  in  this 
vessel*  I  would  venture  to  aak  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  in  the  event  of 
no  further  inquiry  being  made,  if  the 
House  can  be  informed  whether  the 
City  of  Pari^  was  provided  with  a  well- 
known  safety  appliance  for  the  engines 
of  steamships,  1  mean  a  marine.engine 
governor,  one  of  the  chief  objects  of 
which  is,  in  casc?  the  shaft  is  broken  and 
b.^comes  detached  from  the  engines,  to 
2  K 
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verj  much  lesseu,  if  this  appliance  is 
properly  conatracted,  if  not  altogether 
to  prevent  great  mischief.  Only  a  few 
minutes  ago  I  received  a  communication 
from  a  person  who  is  well  qualified  by 
his  knowledge  of  these  matters  to  ^ive 
&u  opinion  (I  do  not  know  tliat  1  am  at 
liberty  to  mention  hia  name)  that  the 
City  of  Paris  had  what  is  called  a 
^vernor,  but  that  it  was  only  useful 
under  certain  circumstances,  and  would 
not  have  l^ettn  efScient  for  the  purpose  of 
preventing  this  accident.  As  your 
Lordships  are  doubtless  aware,  I  am  not 
speaking  from  my  own  personal  know- 
ledge of  these  matters ;  but  I  have  reason 
to  believe  that  what  I  have  stated  ig 
correct.  The  other  question  to  which  I 
wish  to  direct  your  attention  for  a  few 
moments  is,  had  the  vessel  sufficient 
ti^iling-power  to  keep  ner  on  her  coursa 
when  uoder  sail  alone.  We  have  had, 
I  think,  already  a  practicftl  answer  to 
fchat  question — -that  she  had  not  sufficient 
tailing  power.  1  believe  that  all  the 
reports  which  have  reached  us  show  that 
the  vessel  drifted  many  miles  out  of  her 
Qourse,  and  that  if  she  had  fallen  in  witli 
bftd  weather  the  consequences  would  have 
be^n  most  senous,  I  am  not  in  a  posi- 
tion to  speak  with  authority  on  the 
subject ;  but  I  think  it  is  a  point  deserv- 
ing of  the  greatest  attention,  that  no 
passenger  steamship  should  be  allowed 
to  go  to  sea  without  having  sufficient 
•ailing  p<jwer  to  keep  her  on  her  course. 
Those,  my  Lords,  are  two  questions  which, 
if  the  matter  comes  under  inquiry  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  will,  I  hope» 
be  duly  considered.  I  would  now  ask 
Her  Majesty *8  Government  whether  any 
inquiry  will  be  made  into  this  accident, 
which  must  be  recognised  as  eitremely 
serious,  involving  as  it  did  the  lives  of 
more  than  600  passengers  besides  the 
crew  on  board. 

•Tee  Earl  of  LIMEKICK  :  My  Lords, 
I  have  been  requested  by  my  noble 
Friend  Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh,  who 
ift  detained  on  the  Railway  Rates  In- 
quiry in  Ireland,  to  answer  the  noble 
EarKs  question*  An  official  investiga- 
tion has  been  ordered  by  the  Board  of 
Trade  into  the  case  of  the  Citi/  of  Paris ^ 
and  the  Report  wiU  be  published  in  duo 
course.  If  the  noble  Earl  tiien  desires 
to  move  that  the  Report  should  be  hiid 
on  thu  Table  of  the  House  there  will  be 
no  objection. 

Earl  De  La  Warr 


SmUm^enB. 


CRIMINAL  6ENTEKCES. 


Lord  HERSCHELL  :  My  Lords,  I  fee^ 
that  I  need  make  no  apology  for  calling 
your  attention  to  the  subject  mentioned 
in  the  notice  which  1  have  given  ;  for  1 
am  quite  sure  there  cannot  be  two 
opinions  about  its  importance,  and  I 
think  I  shall  show  that  it  would  be  diffi» 
cult  to  entertain  doubt  ae  to  its  urgency. 
It  is  no  new  thing  to  hear  complain ta  of 
the  inequality  of  the  sentonces  pro- 
nounced upon  criminals,  and  the  com- 
plaint may  be  said  to  be  an  old-stjindincf 
one.  But  hitherto  that  inequality  baa 
arisen,  for  the  most  part  at  all  eventa^ 
merely  from  the  idingyncracies  of  the 
particular  tribunals  which  have  been 
administering  the  Criminal  liaw  in  their 
estknates  in  jiarticular  cases  of  the 
punishment  which  ought  to  be  awarded. 
The  matter,  however,  haa  now  assumed  a 
new  phase,  inaamuch  as  vital  differences 
of  opinion  as  to  the  principles  which 
should  refrulate  and  measure  the  sen- 
tences to  be  pronounced  have  not  only 
presented  themselves,  but  have  been 
avowed  and  acted  upon.  The  view 
taken  by  some  is  that  the  sentence! 
should  be  meted  out  with  a  regard  only 
to  the  gravity  of  the  offence  to  be  dealt 
with  ;  that  thei*e  should  be  no  reference 
to  the  previous  career  or  earlier  convio- 
tiona  of  the  prisoner  then  to  be  sen- 
tenced ;  that  to  punish  a  trivial  or  small 
offence  with  lentjjthened  imprisonment  or 
ptjnal  servitude  by  reason  of  the  previous 
career  of  the  (►ffonder  is  wholly  unjustifi- 
able ;  and  that  the  length  of  sentence 
ought  solely  and  exclusively  to  be  regu- 
lated  by  a  i^gard  to  the  circum stances  of 
the  particular  act  for  which  sentencse 
was  then  t^->  be  pronounced.  One  oonse* 
quence,  at  least,  (jf  this  difference  of 
opinion  has  been  tliat  we  have  seen 
Judges  at  successive  Assizes,  in  their 
Cherges  to  the  Grand  Jury,  criticising 
and  attacking  the  principles  which  had 
been  act^  upon  by  their  predecestor«» 
and  giving  their  own  views  on  the  sub- 
ject— a  spectacle  which  certainly  is  not 
edifying.  In  saying  this  I  do  not  intend 
to  Cftsfc  the  slightest  blame  u^xju  the 
learned  Judj^ea ;  tiecause  where  auofa 
differences  fif  opinion  exist,  and  where 
expresfiitin  has  been  given  to  one  view  of 
the  case,  it  is  inevitable  that  those  who 
entertain  a  different  opinion,  and  are  gning 
to  act  upon  it,  should  make  their  differ- 
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ence  of  opinion  clear.  At  the  same  tirae^ 
thia  difference  of  opinion  has,  of  course, 
taken  a  practical  sliape,  and  we  have 
seen  sentences  vastly  differing  in  their 
severity  inflicted  upon  prisoners  com- 
mitted for  precisely  the  same  offeucea, 
under  circumstances  of  the  same  gravity, 
and  where  the  previous  record  of  convic- 
tions was  almost  precisely  the  same.  One 
prisoner  might  get  seven  years'  penal 
servitude,  and  at  the  suoceeding  Assizes 
another  might  get  two  months'  imprison- 

lament,  so  that  the  prisoner  who  had 
committed  the  later  ofFence  and  received 
the  later  sentence  had  served  his  time, 

■imd  got  back  to  his  home  or  to  his  old 

Fmasociatea,  while  the  other  prisoner^ 
committed  under  precisely  the  same 
circumstances,  had  still  several  years  to 
amain  in  penal  confinemttnt.  I  do  not 
think  it  can  be  disputed  that  inequalities 
of  this  description  are  in  themselves  an  evil . 
They  tend  to  create  and  fnster  a  belief 
that  the  law  in  its  administration  is 
unjust,  and  that  it  proceeds  upon  no 
settled  piinciple,  but  upon  the  mere 
caprice  of  those  who  administer  it.  I 
think  I  shall  have  the  concurrence  of 

■  your  Lordships  in  this  at  all  events  :  that 
whatever  discretion  must  be  left  to  our 
tribunals  in  the  application  of  our  system 
of  punishment,  the  principles  which 
should  guide  those  who  administer  ihe 
law  and  apply  that  system  ought 
to  be  settled  by  the  State,  and  ought  not 
to  be  left  to  the  individnal  idea  or 
emotion  of  the  particular  tribunal  whirh 
has  to  pronounce  the  sentence.  The 
differences  of  view  to  which  I  have 
alluded  are  supported  by  arguments  of 
cogency  and  weight  ;  and  I  venture  to 
Ihink  that  the  time  has  come  when  the 

'State  should  intervene,  and  should  weigh 
well  these  opposing  views  and  arguments, 
whan  some  pronouncement  should  be 
le  upon  them  by  authority,  and  when 
tie  system  should  be  settled,  and 
application  only  left  to  thosB 
who  have  to  administer  the  law.  I 
will  state  shortly  what  are  the  opposing 
views,  and  the  leading  arguments  which 
have  been  from  time  to  time  urged  in 
apport  of  them.  There  are  those  who 
ivocate  short  sentences  only  for  smalt 
n£Eences,  contending  that  the  punishment 

.  should  be  distinctly  proportionate  to  the 
offence,  and  should  have  regard  to  that 
alone,  and  not  to  the  career  of  the 
oSeodeTK       They    urge     that     to 


a  sentence  of  penal  servitude  or 
a  long  term  of  imprisonment  for  a 
trifling  ofEence  is  cruel  to  the  person 
sentenced,  and  shocks  the  sense  and 
sentiment  of  the  community  by  the  dis- 
proportion between  the  punishment  and 
the  offence-  There  are,  indeed,  some 
who  urge  that  no  regard  ought  to  be 
had  to  previous  convictions  in  weighing 
the  punishment  to  be  inflicted  on  an 
offender,  inasmuch  aa  he  has  already 
suffered  the  punishment  for  his  offence, 
and  has  under  his  previous  conviction 
paid  the  penalty  to  the  State :  that  he 
has  wiped  nut  the  offence,  and  that  to 
keep  it  in  view  in  sentencing  him  for  a 
new  offence  is,  in  reality,  punishing  him 
for  it  a  second  time.  It  is  also  said  that 
these  short  sentences  are  as  effective  for 
their  purpose,  and  have  been  proved  to 
be  80,  as  long  sentences  of  penal  servi- 
tude I  that  light  sentences  are  not 
followed  by  an  increase  of  the  crime  that 
has  to  be  punished ;  and,  that  this  being 
HO,  it  is  more  merciful  to  the  prisoner  to 
inEict  short  terms  of  imprisonment  only, 
while,  at  the  same  time,  it  is  less  burden- 
some to  the  State,  inasmuch  as  the 
shorter  the  t-erm  of  imprisonment  the 
less  will  be  the  cost  tc»  the  State  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  prisoner,  and  the 
smaller  the  consequent  public  burden, 
Tliere  is  another  argument  also  urged,  to 
the  effect  that  if  you  pass  long  sentences 
for  small  offences  against  property ^ — such, 
for  instance,  as  trifling  larcenies — it 
renders  it  impossible  for  you  to 
mark,  bs  you  ought  to  mark,  the  distinc- 
tion between  graver  and  lighter  offences, 
and  disablesyou  from  measuring  the  differ- 
ence between  offences  against  person 
and  against  property.  If  for  those 
trifling  thefts  you  pass  these  long 
sentences,  you  seem  to  regard  less 
seriously  ciises  in  which  limbs  are 
rendered  useless  and  health  injured  than 
you  regard  the  It^ss  of  a  few  pounds,  or 
of  a  watch,  or  an  iw'ticle  of  clothing.  I 
own  that  to  me  this  last  consideration 
appears  to  be  of  no  little  weight.  I 
have  thus  stated  what  I  understand  to 
be  the  leading  views  of  those  who 
advocate  that  punishment  should  be 
thus  meted  out  in  short  sentences,  and  if 
not  with  no  regard,  at  all  events  with 
not  any  great  regard,  to  the  previous 
career  of  the  prisoner.  I  do  not  profxjse 
to  state  my  own  views  upon  tht«  subject 
generally  on  the  present  occasion,  for 
2  K  2 
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this  reason — that  I  am  urging  upon  Her 
Majesty's  Government  the  necessity  for 
an  inquiry  into  this  matter,  and  I  think 
that  it  would  be  inexpedient  for  me  to 
commit  myself  to  any  views.     Indeed,  I 
frankly  confess  that  on  some  of  the  points 
to  which  I  shall  call  attention  I  mycelf 
feel  as  much  as  any  of  your   Lordships 
the    necessity   of    patient    and    careful 
inquiry  into  the  subject.      But   on  one 
point  I  must  express  my  opinion.     It  is 
not  a  point  which  can  be  elucidated  by 
furfchar  inquiry,  and  it  is  this  :    I  can- 
not at  all  subscribe  to  the  doctrine  that 
the  State  is  not  justified  in  having  regard 
to  the   previous  career,   the  number  of 
convictions  of  the  prisoner,  and  the  w  ant 
of  efPect   from  the  punishment   already 
undergone,     in     determining    the     sen- 
tence to  be  passed  in  a  particular  case. 
I    do    not    assent  to  the  view   that  a 
prisoner,  by  undergoing   his    sentence, 
wipes  out  all  his  previous   record,  and 
that  you  are  punishing  him  a  second  time 
if,  when  he  is  brought  before  you  again, 
you  look  at  his  previous  career  to  aid  you 
in  coQsidering  whether  it  will  be  sufficient 
to  give  him    a  short  sentence.     I  hold 
strongly  to  the  view  that  early  sentences 
to  the  extent  of  the  third  or  fourth,  or 
even  more — I  am  not  at  all  fixing  a  limit 
at   the  moment — should  be  as  light  as 
possible,  consistently  with  the  gravity  of 
the    offence    committed,  because   there 
are  many  cases  where  offences  committed 
in  early  life  have   been  afterwards  re- 
deemed by  an  entirely  different  career. 
But  if  you  are  not  to  look  at  the  previous 
record  of  the  prisoner  to  see  whether  he 
has  been  often  convicted  before  or  not,  it 
seems  to  me  impossible  to  deal  with  the 
matter  in  that  fashion.       All  that  I  am 
expressing  my  opinion  upon  is  this  :  that 
the  State  is  perfectly  justified  in  ascer- 
taining  whether    a    prisoner   had   been 
previously  convicted,  how  he  had  been 
acting  before  and  what  punishments  had 
been  inflicted  upon  him,   in  order  that 
the  punishment  inflicted  might  be  suffi- 
ciently deterrent.   That  leaves  it  entirely 
an  open  question  how  far  it  is  expedient 
to  have  regard  to  previous  convictions  for 
the  purpose  of  increasing  the  punishment 
to  be  awarded.     I  think,  too,  that  the 
present  tendency   in  some   quarters  to 
inflict  lighter  sentences,  and  to  consider 
it  unwise  to  inflict  sentences  of  penal 
servitude  for  trivial  offences,  is  a  reaction 
in  some  degree,  and  I  think  a  wholesome 
Lcn'd  HerscJhdl 


reaction,  from  the  over-severity  "which 
has  been  shown  in  other  quarters  in  the 
extent  to  which  long  terms  of  penal 
servitude  have  often  followed  upon  even 
trifling  and  minor  offences.  I  could  cite 
namberless  instances  of  this,  but  I  will  give 
one  ortwo  only  as  illustrative  of  whatoften 
takes  place.  Take  this  case  for  example. 
A  prisoner,  after  one  brief  committal 
to  gaol  before  his  trial  for  the  offence  of 
stealing  a  cup,  was  sentenced  to  five 
years'  penal  servitude  and  seven  years' 
police  supervision.  Another  prisoner, 
who,  it  was  true,  had  been  previously 
convicted  many  times  and  committed  for 
small  terms  of  imprisonment  for  16 
minor  offences,  was  sentenced  at  a 
Quarter  Sessions  to  eight  years'  penal 
servitude  and  seven  years'  police  super- 
vision for  stealing  some  watercresses  and 
shell-fish. 

Lord  ESHEB  :  Was  that  a  sentence 
by  Judges  ? 

Lord  HERSCHELL  :  I  think  it  was 
at  Quarter  Sessions.  I  do  not  mean  to 
cast  any  slur  at  all  upon  the  administra- 
tion of  justice  at  Quarter  Sessions.  I 
believe  that  at  the  vast  majority  of 
Quarter  Sessions  in  the  country  justice 
is  extremely  well-administered ;  but  1 
think  it  right  to  say  that  those  who  have 
paid  attention  to  this  matter  have  di- 
rected my  notice  to  the  fact  that  it  is 
rather  at  Quarter  Sessions  than  at  Assizes 
that  the  habit  of  pa&sing  very  consider- 
able terms  of  penal  servitude  after  pre- 
vious conviction  is  followed.  I  believe 
that  this  has,  to  some  extent,  arisen 
from  the  fact^ — which,  however,  would 
not  explain  the  second  sentence  of  eight 
years,  though  it  might  explain  the  other 
— that  no  sentence  of  less  than  five 
years'  penal  servitude  can  be  passed,  and 
that  consequently  between  a  sentence  of 
18  months'  imprisonment  and  one  of  five 
years'  penal  servitude  there  is  no  middle 
course.  I  am  aware  that  a  sentence  of 
two  years'  imprisonment  may  be  given ; 
but  the  regulations  and  discipline  of  the 
gaols  are  such  that  it  is  desirable  to 
avoid  that  sentence,  if  possible,  and  there- 
fore it  is  scarcely  ever  passed.  There- 
fore, practically,  if  the  18  months'  term 
required  to  be  exceeded  there  was  no 
alternative  but  to  inflict  the  five  years' 
penal  servitude.  I  think  that  was  a 
mistake,  and  that  it  has  been  unfortunate 
in  its  operation,  and  I  rejoice  to  hear 
that  the  Government  contemplates  redno- 
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ing  the  term  of  five  years  to  three  years,  bo 
that  there  may  be  a  more  gradual  exten- 
sion of  punishment  in  cases  in  which  it  is 
necessary  to  go  beyond  the  term  of  18 
months'  imprisonment.     Now  I  will  state 
the   opposition  to  these  views   of   light 
sentences  to   which  I  have  called  yonr 
Lordships'  attention.   Let  me  say,  at  the 
onts3t,  that  there  has  been  in  some  quar- 
ters the  impression  that  those  who  ad- 
vocate   light     sentences     are     actuated 
rather  by  a  regard  for  the  prisoner,  by 
feelings  of  compassion,  and  by  the  wish 
that  a  prisoner  shall  be  sentenced  to  no 
more  punishment  than  that  to  which  it 
is    esssntial   he  should  be   condemned; 
whilst  those  who  are  in  favour  of  longer 
terms  of  imprisonment,  or  of  penal  ser- 
vitude, are  actuated  less  by  regard  for 
the  prisoner  and  rather  by  consideration 
for  the  interests  of  the  community  and 
the  necessity  of  protecting  property.  The 
principal    advocates    of  those  views   to 
which  I  am  going  to  call  your  Lordships' 
attention  are  bodies   to  whom  no  such 
suggestion  will  apply.     I  am  quite  sure 
when  I  tell  your  Lordships  who  they  are 
you  will  see  that  if  they  differ  from  the 
view,  which  I  will  call  that  of  leniency,  it  is 
with  no  lesser  desire  than  can  be  entertained 
by  the  advocates  of  that  view  for  the  ad- 
vantage and  reformation  of  the  prisoner. 
Chief  among  those  who  advocate  views 
opposed  to  those  I  have  mentioned  are 
the  Howard  Society  and  the  Discharged 
Prisoners'  Aid   Society.     Without   com- 
mitting myself  to  all  the  views  advocated 
by  ths  Howard  Society,  I  am  prepared  to 
admit — and  I  am   sure  your  Lordships 
will  admit — that  it  has  done  useful  work 
in  gathering  information  with  regard  to 
the  treatment  of  offenders  and  the  mode 
in  which  crime  should  be   dealt  with ; 
that  it  has  made  many  recommendations 
for  improving  the  law,  and  that  it  has 
shown  a  tender  regard  for  the  interests 
of     prisoners.     As    to    the    Discharged 
Prisoners'  Aid  Society,  your  Lordships 
will  recognise  the  good  work  it  also  has 
done,  and  that  by  its  means  many  a  man 
has  been  saved  from  relapsing  into  crime, 
and  given  a  chance   of    retrieving  his 
character  and  pursuing  an  honest  career. 
I  mention  this  because  I  think  it  woalj 
be  a  great  mistake  if  it  were  supposed 
that  this  difference  of  opinion,  as  to  what 
I  will  term  leniency  or  severity,  depends 
upon     any    difference     of     feeling     or 
sympathy     towards      the     unfortunate 


prisoners — for   mapy   of   them   ara  un- 
fortunate— who  come  within  the   reach 
of   the   Criminal  Law.     Now,  these  two 
societies,  although   they  differ  entirely 
from  those  who  advocate  the    view    to 
which   I   have    called    your   Lordships' 
attention,  that  no  regard  should  be  paid 
to  the  previous  career  of  the  prisoner, 
are  not  altogether  at  onie  as  to  the  course 
which  they  think   should    be   pursued. 
But,  my  Lords,  I  may  say,  in  the  first* 
place,  that  the  view  that  those  lighter 
punishments  are   not  followed   by   any 
increase  in  the  number  of  offenders  is 
one  that  has  not   met  with    universal 
acceptance,   and   it  is   obvious   that,  in 
order  to  arrive  at  any  conclusion  on  the 
point,  a  survey  of  considerable  breadth 
would    be    necessary.       And    for    this 
reason :  It  may  be  that  in  a  particular 
borough   or   county   where   the    experi- 
ment has  been  tried  there  has  been  no 
increase   in    the    number    of    prisoners 
coming    up    for    trial,    and    yet   there 
may    be    a    relative    increase,   because 
if    crime    diminished    elsewhere  while 
it  was  stationary  there,  it  is  clear  that, 
compared  with  other  parts  of  the  country, 
there   would  relatively  be  an  increase. 
Upon  that  point  I  express  no  opinion, 
but  I  think  it  is  a  matter  deserving  of 
investigation.     The  other  view  urged  is, 
that  repeated  short  sentences  are  useless 
in  deterring  an  offender,  that  they  bring 
the  law  into  contempt,  and  ope  rat  3  really 
as  an  encouragement   to   crime.      If   a 
person,  upon  being  convicted,  suffers  a 
short  sentence,  and  then  goes  out  into 
the  world  again  free  to  commit  another 
crime,  with   the  certainty  that  another 
short  sentence  will  result  upon  conviction 
for  it,  so  far  from  acting  as  a  deterrent  it 
acts  as  a  positive  encouragement.     More 
than  that,  it  is  urged  that  it  tends  to 
lead  others  besides  the  criminal  himself 
to  think  that  crime  is  a  matter  of  com- 
paratively small    account,   because   the 
punishment  is   only   shght,   and   hence 
those  who  have  watched  and  studied  the 
question    assert  that  the  fears  of  those 
who  might  otherwise  abstain  from  crime 
are  very  much  removed  by  finding  that  it 
will  only  meet  with  penal  results  that 
will  very  soon  pass  over.      In  fact,  they 
seem  to  be  so  little  terrible  that  this  sort 
of     language     is    heard  among    crimi- 
nals: — 

**  You  need  not  be  afraid  of  the  beak,  he  will 
only  give  you  a  few  days  or  a  few  weeks;    I 
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Lavo  be^n  Intu  of  timeB  ia  quod  and   I  doii*t 
f  care  n  fig  for  it :  you  will  soon  como  out  again 
ftnd  bo  lit}  jolly  as  ever ;    who  cares  for  the 
beak?" 

My  Lords,  you   will   quite    understand 
from  language  of  that  kind  the  result  of 
treating  repeated  offencea  with  only  light 
sentences.    That  there  are  many  csasea  in 
wliich  light  sentences  produce  little  or 
no  effect   upon  the   offender  is   certain, 
and  I  will  give  two  or   three  iUusti*ations 
from  eases  taken  at  hup-hazard  from  the 
reciirds  of  a  single  Quarter  Sessions,  but 
I   suppose  they  might   be   paralleled  in 
many  other   instaneea.     A   prisoner  was 
sentenced  in  June,  1837,  to  six  mouths* 
imprisonment.     (Your     Lordships     will 
understand   that   I   am  not    giving  the 
convictions   at     Petty   Sessions    at    all. 
In  mituy  casea  there  were,  besides  those 
which  I  am  going  to  read,  a  number  of 
convictions   at    Petty     Sessions.)      The 
same    prisoner,    in   October,    1888,  was 
convicted  and  sentenced  to  two  mouths' 
imprisonment;  in  March,  1889,  ho  was 
convicted  of  an  equally  serious  offence 
and  sentenced  to  only  one  month's  im- 
prisonment.     Another  ease  was  this  :  On 
the  13th  of  December,   1887,  a  man  was 
Sent  to  prison  for  four  months  for  house- 
breaking ;    on   the    3rd   of  May,     1888, 
very  soon  after  he  came  out  of  gaol,  he 
was   again  convicted    of  housebreaking, 
and  sentenced  to  five  months'  imprison- 
ment;  and  on  the  17th  of  March,   1889, 
the   same  priaoner,   only    two  or    three 
mouths  after  he  came  out  of  prison,  was 
a  third  time  convicted  of  a  similar  offence, 
and    ho    was    then    sentenced    to    two 
months'     imprisonment,       I     am    now 
going  to  cite  an  extreme  case.     I  do  not 
know  whether  there  may  not  be  other 
c-asee  like  it,  but  at  the  jjarticular  Quarter 
SL^Rsions   this   was  the    measure  of  the 
punishment    that     was     aw^arded.       A 
woman  was  sentenced  in  January,  1884, 
to  six  months'   imprisonment ;  in  April, 
1885,  to  eight    months;  in  Jtily,    1886, 
to    H   days ;    in  August,   1886,  to   two 
months;   in    December,    1880,  t<»  three 
montlis ;     in    April,     1 887*      to    three 
months;     in     August,     1887,    t*i     two 
months  ;  in  June,  1 888,   to    one  month  ; 
in  July,  1888,  to  two  months  ;  in   Octo 
ber,  1888,  to  three  months ;  and    for  an 
offeDce  committed  on  February  27,  1889, 
she    was   sentenced  in    March   to    four 
months'  imprisonment.     It  is  perfectly 
obvious  that  these  punishments  had  not 
J^i?rei  BerscheU 


had  the  alighteat  deterrent  effect  upon 
this  particular  prisoner,   and  such  caaei 
are    naturally     pointed     to     in     order 
t/)  show  that   repeated  short   aentences 
have  no  deterrent  effect  whatever,     lu 
answer  to  these  cases  it  may  be  aaid  that 
other  cases  might  doubtless  be  adduced 
of  persons  who  have  been   sentenced  to 
penalaervitndeand  who  have,  shortly  after 
their  release,  relapsed  into  crime, and  that, 
no  doubt,  ia  true.     The  argument,  then,  is 
this.     It  is  aaid  that  these  short  sentencea 
are  not  merciful  to  the  prisoners,  because 
it  is  hopeless  and  impossible,  in  so  limited 
a  period,   to  produce  reformation,  or  to 
teach    habits  of  industry   to   inveterate 
offenders,  and  that  if  prisoners  were  kept 
longer   in    detention     such    reformation 
would  be,  at  least,  rendered  more  possible. 
Ihe     recommendations     made     by    the 
ftuthoritiea  to  which  I  have  called  atten- 
tion   differ    somewhat       The    Howard 
Society  advocate  a  steady,  though  a  small 
itud  gradual,  increajse  of  punishment  for 
each  offence.     They  are  not  in  favour  of 
any  sudden  jump,  or  of  very  lengthened 
terms  of  punishment,  for  small  offences, 
but   they  add   this:  that  it   should    be 
made  certa.in,  on  conviction  for  an  offence, 
whatever   the  punishment  awarded   for 
that  offence  might  be,  that  if  the  offence 
were   rej^eated,    the   punishment    would 
be  somewhat  greater ;  and  that  if  there 
were  only  that  certfiinty  of  increase  the 
punishment  would  be  likely  to  be  more 
deterrent     than    when,    for   aught    the 
prisoner  knows,   and   judging  from  his 
|mst    exi^erience,  the    punishment    may 
be  lighter  instead  of  heavier.     I  believe 
that  is  a   matter  w^hich  your   Lordships 
will  think  worthy  of  careful  considera- 
tion.     They      also     suggest     that,     in 
some  cases,  where  a  prisoner  needs  more 
liigthened  supervision,  police  supervision 
should  be  substituUid  for  penal  servitude. 
Your  Lordships  will  he  aware  that  jolice 
supei-vision  often  accompanies  sentences 
of  penal  servitude  ;   but  these  authorities 
suggest  that  it  should  accompany  con- 
siderably  lighter  sentences,  and  that  the 
necessity  might  thus  be  done  away  with 
of  punishing  w^th  lengthened  detention 
cases  where   otherwise    that   would    be 
'unavoidable.     On  the  other  hand,  some 
Judicial  authorities  have  a  strong  objec- 
tion to  police  supervision ;  they  will  not 
indict  it,  and    question  very  much    its 
ex  pet?  iency  and  advantage ,     The  re  is  one 
suggestion  made  by  the  Howard  Socie^, 
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in  couuection  with  this   subject,   which 
I    think    deserving    of    consideration — 
namely,  whether  it  might  not  he  possible 
to  introduce  police   supervision  oply  if  a 
prisoner  failed  to  report  himself  to  some 
Authority,    such     aa     the     Discharged 
Priaonera'  Aid  Society,  for  example  ;  that 
is  to  say,  that  if  the   prisoner  rejjorfced 
himself   to     that    society    police    super- 
rision  might  be  dispensed  with,  and  that, 
in  tliafc  way,  you   mighL  obtain  all  the 
advantage  of  police  supervision  without 
the   disadvantages  which   letid   to  such 
strong  objection  being  taken  to  it.     The 
Discharged    Prison  erg*  Aid   Society  abo 
deprecate  thesa  repeated  short  sentences, 
and  they  deprecato    them,   too,  in    the 
interest  of  the  prisoners.     Their  view  is 
that  if  a  certain  number  of  convictions 
and  short  sentences  prove  insufficient  you 
should  enlarge   those  sentences  after  a 
oerfcftin  limit,  whether  you  fir  that  limit 
at  two,  or  three,  or  four  convictions,  and 
that    then    there    should    always    be   a 
certainty,  save  in  exceptional  cases,  of  a 
long  term  of  imprisonment.     Their  ex- 
perience shows  that  the  chance  of  the 
reformation  of  offenders,  after  a   term  of 
pdual  servitude,  is  ooniiderably  greater 
than   it  is  in  the  case  of  prisoners  who 
are  sentenced    to  short   periods   of    im- 
prisonment.    The  Discharged  Prisoners* 
Aid  S<x:iety  have  obtained   information 
from  some' other  societies  ujion  ttiis  sub- 
ject,     I  wish  to  avoid   troubling    your 
Lordships  with  details,  but  I   may  say 
that    the    balance    of    opinion    amongst 
those  societies  who  have  been  for  many 
years  interested  in   putting  prisoners  in 
the  way  of  getting  an  honest  livehhood, 
is  fltrtjngly  against  repeated  short   sen- 
tences.    They   say    that   the    results  of 
^  Buch  committals  have  not  been  satisfac- 
tory, while  in  the  other  cases  they  have 
been  quite   the   reverse.     Indeed,  many 
of  the  societies  have  given  up  al  I  attempts 
to    assist     offenders    who     have     been 
imprisoned  a  number  of  times  for  short 
periods,    because    their    experience    has 
proved  to  them  that   it  is   hopeless  t4i 
attempt  to  do  so,  and  that  they  are  only 
throwing  their  m.oney  away  in  attempting 
it*     Tboae  who  were  applied  to  had  ren- 
dered assistance  in  265  cases,  and  out  of 
those    66    had    been    convicted    ag;wn. 
After  they  had  had  assistance  rendered 
to  them  they  had  returned  to  their  evil 
oQui-aes,  and   liad  again    beeu  sent    to 
prison ;  tkud  there  were   only  95  who 


could  in  any  way  be  pronounced  satisfac- 
tory.      In    the    case    of    one    of    those 
societies,    during  a   particular  year,   32 
prisoners  were  assisted   who   had  been 
convicted  more  than   three    times,  and 
sentenced  to  short   terms   of  imprison' 
ment.     Of  those  only   13  could  be  per- 
suaded  to  go   to  work  at  all,  and  the 
results  generally  were  most  unsatisfac- 
tory ;   whereas,  during   the    same   time 
eight  prisoners  were   assisted  who  had 
suffered  penal  servitude,  and  out  of  those 
seven  went  to  work  and  turned  out  satis- 
factorily, and  only  one  failed  to  report 
himself.     My  Lords,  I  venture  to  think 
that  I  have  now,  at  all  events,  furnished 
materials  sufficient  io  show  that  there  i» 
ground  for  inquiry  into  this  matter,  vnd, 
that  public  advantaj^e  would  be  likely  to 
result   from  that   inquiry,    and  from  a 
definite  pronouncement  by  authority  of 
the  principles  which  should  regulate  tho 
infliction  of  punishment  in  criminal  cuBem 
It   has  been   suggested    that  advantage 
would  be  gained  by  the   creation    of  a 
tribunal  for  the  revisiou  of  sentences,  in 
order  to  diminish  the  possibility  of  such 
inequalities   as   now    exist.     No    doubt 
there  are  great  difficulties  in  connection 
with  the  creation  of  a  Court  of  Review. 
One  difficulty   which   meets   us  at  tho 
outset,    is   the   question    whether    such 
a  tribunal  is  to  bo  empowered  to  increaad 
sentences,   or  is  only  to  have  power  tp 
decrease  them*     I  think  there  would  be 
a  strong  feehng  agauist  giving  power  to 
such    a   tribunal    to    increase  sentence* 
after    they   had    been    allotted   by    the 
Judges  who  had  tried  the  prisoners,     i 
am  not  at  all  sure  that  there  might  not 
be  a  considerable   amount  of  opposition 
to  the  idea  of  any  other  tribunal  increaa* 
ing  the  seventy  of  the  sentences.     The 
only  other  way  of  providing  for  a  revision 
of  sentences  ^vithout  doing  that,  would 
be  to  provide  that  no  sentence  should  be 
jiri>uounced    at     the    trial,    but   should 
\}e  submitted  first  to  the  revising  tribunal. 
That  course,  I  think,  would  ha  open  to 
considerable  objection.     There  are  great 
^ui vantages  in  sentences  being  pronounced 
immediately  after  conviction,  and  I  do 
not  think,  therefore,  that  such  a  sugge§- 
tioQ  as  that  would  generally  commend 
itself.      The    only    other   course    would 
seem  to  be  to  create  such  a  tribuuaJ,  and 
to  give  it  power  to  diminish  but  not  tx> 
increase  sentences.     I  am  not  sure  that 
the  objections  to  that  would  be  insupeu- 
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ftbl?.      I    will    not   pronounce  any    finnl 
opLtuon  upon  that,     I  am  not  sure,  hovv- 
ev^er,  tliat,  even  if  the   power  i^f  such  a 
Body  were  limited  to  dimiuiahing  undue 
severity,  it  would  not  be  advantagoous, 
although  there  might  be  caaoa  of  undue 
leniency  where  the  aentencea  could  not 
be  increased.     1  pass  now  to  a  class  of 
cases  of  au  entirely  different  description, 
but   where   also,    I    think,    it    must   be 
obvious    that   our   present    system    has 
proved  to  l>©  utterly  unsatisfactory  a»d 
ho|Hiles8ly  useless.     I  refer  t»7   the    re- 
peated   short    sentences  '  for     drunken- 
ness,   or   for   trivial   offences  (^ounucted 
with  drunkenness,    p,irticularly  in    con- 
nection   with   drunken    women.      On   a 
particular  day,  and  this  is  only  a  sample 
of  what  might  have  been  found  on  other 
days,  iu  one  of  our  prisons  in  the  country, 
there  were  33  women  who  had  been  con* 
vict^id  of  drunkenness  and  petty  offences 
40  times  and  over ;  one   had   been  con- 
ricted  60  times,  one  98  times,  and  one 
102  times.     I   am  informed,  moreover, 
that  these  figures  do  not  really  represent 
the    number  of    times   they  had   lieen 
convicted,  as  many  of  th^m  change  their 
names,  so  that  their  records  cannot  be 
complt^tely  traced,  and   sometimes  they 
p.iy  dues  and   do  not  go  into  prison  at 
alJ*     Iu  one  case,  and  this  is  given  me  by 
the   chaplain  of   one  of  our  giuils,   one 
woman  had  been  subjected  to  imprison- 
ment 404  times,  and,  m  addition  t4.»  that, 
her    husband    had    paid   tines    for    her 
drunkenness    200    times,    so    that    she 
must  have    been  brought    up  no  fewer 
than  600  times   before  the  Magistrates. 
Another  woman  had  scarcely  ever  been 
out  of  prison  since  she  was  15,  and  she 
is  now  63  yeari  old  ;  and  almost   every 
woman    discharged    on    Mouday,   is    re- 
imprisoned  the  same  day  or  the  next,  is 
released  on  Thursday  or  Friday,  and  is 
in  again  on  Saturday.     Daily,  there  are 
case,^  of  women  returning  to  prison  after 
I211S  than  a  week's  liberty.    Here  is  an  in- 
stance of  how  one  woman  spent  her  year, 
all  the  sentences  being  for  short  terms  of 
imprisonment : — On     Januaiy    23,     21 
days ;  on  April  8,  four  days  ;  on  April 
14,    14   dAys;  on    May    2,  30  days;  on 
Juno  2,  30  days;    on  July  5,  60  days; 
on  September  30,  seven  days;  on  October 
11,  seven  days;  on  October  25,    seven 
d^ys ;  on    November    15,    seven    days; 
on    November    23,  30   days;     and    on 
December  22,  five  days.     I  also  have  the 
Lord  Hergchdl 


record  of  a  woman  who  has  undergone 
the  fullowing'  sentences.  I  do  not 
trouble  your  Lordships  with  all  of  them* 
but  only  g'ive  tlie  successive  short  terms 
of  imprisonment : — In  1864,  six  months  ; 
in  1865,  three  months;  in  1866,  five 
months;  in  1867,  three  months;  in 
1868,  two  months ;  in  1869,  one  month  ;  in 
1870,  three  months  ;  in  1871,  six  months  ; 
in  1872,  six  months  ;  iu  1873,  12  mouths  ; 
in  1874,  five  months  ;  and  in  1875,  two 
months.  In  the  face  of  these  examples 
it  must  be  obvious  that  the  present 
system  of  dealing  with  such  cases  has 
wholly  failed.  Repeated  convictions  for 
short  terms  have  not  done  gi>od,  btit con- 
siderable harm.  One  can  easily  under* 
8t:ind  that  a  woman  who  Kbs  been 
sentenced  k»  a  few  days*  impris<mmeiit 
in  that  way  returns  to  the  world  with 
her  craving  for  drink  stronger  than  ev*?r, 
and  her  immediate  relapse  is  certain. 
Surely  it  is  worth  consideration  whether 
it  would  not  be  possible  to  make  a 
change,  Wliy  should  not  some  different 
system  be  attempted  ?  There  are  homes 
for  inebriates,  where  tltose  voluntarily 
s  u  bmi  1 1  i ng  to  d  ise  i  pi  i  ne  ha ve  be  e  n  c  u  rei 
and  where  not  a  few  apparently  hopeless 
drunkards  have  been  turned  into  sober 
and  useful  members  of  society.  May  it 
not  b.^  worth  trying  whether  these 
per^onti  cannot  bo  dealt  with  in  some 
other  fashion  than  at  present?  Of 
coui-se,  for  such  offences  as  tliose  to 
which  I  have  referred  in  connection  with 
drunkenness  12  months*  imprisonment 
could  not  be  inflicted.  I  am  not  saying 
that  would  be  desirable  ;  hut  it  might  be 
possible  to  adopt  a  system  of  detention 
for  a  certain  period  in  some  home,  if  it 
were  frankly  recognised  that  the  object 
was  not  punishment,  but  reformation.  I 
do  not  think  that  there?  would  be  any 
public  sentiment  against  submitting 
hopelessly  incorrigible  women  to  such  a 
period  of  detention,  for  the  purpose  of 
keeping  them  fi-ora  their  drunken 
habits  and  teaching  them  Ui  lead  a  better 
life.  I  am  not  urging  this  dogmatically, 
in  any  way,  but  only  suggesting  that  it 
might  be  well  worth  considering  whether 
some  other  system  could  not  l^e  adopted, 
seeing  that  the  present  method  of 
dealing  with  such  offenders  has  proved 
utterly  ineffective.  I  have  touched  on 
certain  points  in  connection  with  our 
system  of  punishment  which  need  in- 
quiry   and   investigation,  especially    on 
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thns?  which  have  led  U>  the  development 
of  different  opinions.  T  do  not,  however, 
wish  to  limit  thf^  inquiry  to  those  points 
alone.  Our  present  system  of  punish- 
ment has  been  in  oi^temtion  unaltered 
for  a  very  long  time,  and,  rinder  those 
circumstancee,  is  verj^  apt  to  run  in  a 
particular  groove-  There  has  been 
iBiifficient  experience  to  afford  juatifica- 
'  tion,  ti>  uBe  a  commercial  expression,  for 
**  t&klng  stock  '*  of  the  system,  and  for 
inquJrinj^  whether  it  may  not  be  too 
rit^id  in  one  direction,  and  too  flexible  or 
wanting  in  certainty  in  atiothor  direction. 
I  have  ventured,  therefore,  to  draw  your 
Lordships'  attention  to  these  point>s,  and 
I  think  I  have  shown  a  groundwork,  at 
all  events,  for  the  question  which  I  am 
putting  to  Her  ilajesty'a  Clovernment, 
whether  an  inquiry  may  not  very  well 
be  instituted,  which  shall  overhaul  our 
present  system  of  puuishments,  so  that 
I  we  may  see  whether  it  cannot  be  made 
Imore  effective  for  the  purpose  for  which 
it  is  desig'ned. 

Th  e  LORDCHAKCE LI.OR :  My  Lords, 
probably  no  one  will  doubt  the  importance 
and  interest  attaching  to  the  subject 
wliich  my  noble  and  lc?arnfd  friend  has 
brought  forward.  At  the  same  time  it 
is  uecL'ssary  that  your  Lordships  should 
|lba  Very  careful  in  accepting  such  aphntse 
as  **  a  Ci\SG  for  inijuiry."  In  one  sensj 
every  subject  of  debate  is  a  case  for  in- 
quiry and  conssideration  by  your  Lord- 
ships, but  not  necessarily  one  to  be  dealt 
with  by  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  or  by  a 
Royal  Commission,  The  facts  of  the 
case,  as  far  as  they  are  susceptible  of 
being  ascertained,  are  already  within 
the  knowledge  of  the  country,  hut  I  will 
frankly  admit  at  onC3  that  the  matt<?r  is 
one  wiiich  demands  consideration  by  the 
persons  responsible  for  legislation,  namely, 
Her  Majesty -8  Government.  It  is  pos* 
sible,  however,  to  exaggerate  the  supposed 
differences  between  sentences  by  state- 
^ments  that  such  and  such  different 
Ipuniahments  have  been  awarded  for  the 
Mne  offence.  Each  of  the^e  words  re- 
quires exposition.  The  same  offence 
might  be  the  same  offence  in  point  of 
law,  but  a  very  different  offence  indeed 
in  point  of  moral  culpability. 

Lord  HERiSCHELL :  1  did  not  my 
**  the  same  offencses."  I  said  "offences 
of  tKe  same  gnivity,  and  committed  under 
the  same  circumstances/' 


The  LORD  CHANCELLOR:  If  my 
noble  and  learned  Frii.'ud  means  to  ask 
for  an  examination  of  all  sentences  with 
reference  to  the  circumstances  and 
gravity  of  the  oft'ences,  it  is  obvious  that 
such  an  inquiry  would  be  absolutely  im- 
possible, because  it  would  be  endless.  It 
would  not  exhibit  any  principle,  but 
merely  the  facts  upon  which  individual 
Judges  have  passed  sentences.  On  one 
or  two  of  the  subjects  under  discussion 
the  Legislature  lias  already  pronounced 
authoritative  judgment.  My  noble  and 
learned  Friend  has  brought  befori?  your 
Jjordships  the  opinion  entertained  by 
some  person.^  that  pi-evious  convictions 
ought  not  U.t  bif!  taken  intt>  consideration 
in  sentencing  prisoners.  But  the  ttiking 
into  consideratiou  of  previous  convictions 
in  delivering  sentence  does  tint  rlepend 
upon  the  views  of  individual  Judges,  be- 
cause the  Legislature  has  rendered  an 
offender  liable  togmver  punishment  for 
the  commission  of  an  offence  after  a  pre- 
vious conviction.  The  offender  becomes 
liable  to  graver  punishment  by  reason  of 
that  cii^cumstance  alone,  It  is,  therefore, 
clear  that  the  State  has  already  pro- 
nounced its  judgment  upon  that  prin- 
ciple. If  it  were  necessary  that  that 
principle  should  be  defended,  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  has  himself  very 
candidly  poiuti,d  out  why  it  is  the  right 
oftheStkte  to  tiike  into  consideration 
the  previous  career  of  the  criminal  to  be 
punished.  But,  my  Lords,  it  is  impossible 
not  to  know  that  the  variety  of  views 
wliich  have  prevailed  from  time  to 
time,  among  Judges  is  only  the  reBeit 
of  views  which  have  prevailed  in  the 
State  from  time  to  time.  I  will  take 
the  instance  given  by  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  in  regard  to  the  periods 
of  penal  servitude.  There  was  a  notable 
case  in  which  certain  bankers  had  been 
sentenced  to  14  years'  ti^ansportation 
for  the  misapplication  of  certain  secu- 
rities. The  history  of  the  legislation 
on  this  subject  is  very  extraordinary, 
and  reflects  a  considerable  light  uixm  the 
change  of  views,  not  only  of  the  Judges, 
but  of  the  Legislature  itself.  That 
offence  was  at  that  time  subject,  as  an 
extreme  penalty,  to  14  years*  transporta- 
tion ;  which  three  learned  Judges  thought 
ought  to  be  inflicted  in  that  case.  Two 
years  afterwards,  the  offence  was  dealt 
with  by  the  Legislature  and  subjected 
only  to  five  years'  penal  servitude.  Then 
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oame  an  Aot  of  Parliament  which  turned 
every  sentence  of  five  years'  penal  servi- 
tude into   seven   years.       During   that 
time  there   had  been   the   power  of  in- 
flicting a  sentence  of  threa  years'  penal 
servitude,  but  the  Legislature  deliberately 
took  that  away,  making  the  term  neces- 
sary to  be  inflicted  five  years.      When 
the  Legislature  has  itself  exhibited  that 
oscillation  of  view  it  is  idle  to   suppose 
that  among  those  who  have  to  administer 
punishment  there  will  not    be  .different 
views  held  as   to  the  principles  on  which 
punishment  should  be  inflicted  for  the 
particular  offences  committed  by  persons 
who  are  brought  before  thosa  who  have 
to  administer  the  law ;  and,  unless  you  are 
to  refer    the    sentences  to   some   other 
tribunal,  I  do  not  know  how  you  are  to 
avoid  the  necessary  result  that  different 
minds  will  take  difEerent  views.    Within 
the   recollection  of  some  of  your  Lord- 
ships the  crimes  of  forgery  and  murder 
were  punished  with   the  same  penalty ; 
and  it  was  thought  yqxj  undesirable  to 
relax  the  laws   which  inflicted  the  same 
punishment  as  for  murder  for  the  offence 
of  forgery.  Now,  my  Lords,  the  objections 
to  any  standard  which  could  be  fixed  by 
the  Legislature  are  too  obvious  to  require 
statement.        The     Legislature     cannot 
foresee  the  circumstances   of  each  par- 
ticular case,  or  see  the  consequences  of 
every  Act.     There  may  be  temptations 
such  as  would  be  very  likely  to  influence 
persons  of  which  the  Legislature  ought 
to   have  it  in  their  contemplation   that 
human  nature  might  yield  to.     I  suppose 
there    are   many   things   comprehended 
within  the  Criminal  Law  as  to  which  it 
would  be  possible  to  say  that  while  on 
the  one  hand  you  must  enforce,   so,  on 
the  other  hand,  you  must  not  be  so  in- 
•ensible  to  human  frailty    that  you  will 
inflict  the  extreme  penalty  allowed.  Then 
what  is  the  remedy  ?  If  you  are  to  leave  it 
to  the  Judge,  the  condition  of  things  which 
my     noble    and     learned     Friend     has 
described  necessarily  arises.     The  idio- 
syncracies  of  particular  minds  necessarily 
fasten    upon     some     particular    points. 
Others,  again,  will  take  a  totally  different 
view,  and  the  views  taken  of  the  punish- 
ment   to    be    awarded     for     particular 
offences,  committed  under  varying  con- 
ditions, must  necessarily  differ  also.     1 
must  say  that  I  do  not  take  the  view  of 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  as  to  the 
impossibility   and   undesirabiiity  of   in- 
The  Lord  ChancMor 


creasing  a  sentence  on  appeal.     When 
once  the  right  to  appeal  for  rectification 
of    judgment    is    given,    the     tribunal 
appealed      to     must      pronounce      the 
judgment      which      ought      originaUy 
to   have   been   pronoun^d.      I   do   not 
agree,   therefore,  with    my    noble    and 
learned   Friend  in   what  he   said  with 
regard    to  the    alteration  of    sentences 
where  they  have  been  either  too  lenient 
or  too  severe.      Every  one,  I  am  sure, 
has,  at  times,  been  struck  with  the  in- 
adequacy of  sentences,  and   I  can  only 
say  that  I  receive  many  complaints  of 
punishments  which  are  too  inadequate, 
as  well  as  of  punishments  which  are  too 
severe.     I  do  not  think  there  would  be 
such    feeling  as    is    supposed    against 
correcting,   on   proper   principles,    such 
sentences.      Only  last  week  there   was 
brought  before  me  the  case  of  a  child  of 
1 1  years  of  age  who  had  been  subjected 
to  the  grossest  cruelfy  and  maltreatment 
by   her  father,   and,  in   that  case,   the 
Magistrate  thought  it  consistent  with  his 
duty  to  sentence  the  man  to  only  one 
month's  imprisonment.     No  doubt  this 
sentence   would  to  some  persons  seem 
almost  a  licence  to  the  father  to  pursue 
in  the  future  his  course  of  abominable 
cruelty.      I   believe,   however,  that   in 
that  case,  as  in  many  others,  the  outside 
world   does  not  always  understand  the 
principles  upon  which   the   Magistrates 
proceed.     No  doubt  the  Magistrate  felt 
bound   to  consider  that  the  father  was 
the  support  of  the  household,  and  that 
to  sentence   him   to  a   longer   term    of 
imprisonment  would  be  to  sentence  the 
wife   and   children   to   the    workhouse. 
That  would  be  just  the  sort  of  case  in 
which    a    Court  of  Appeal    could    say 
whether  or  not  the  proper  punishment 
had  been  inflicted  under  the  particular 
circumstances,    which   cannot  easily   be 
foreseen  beforehand  or  discovered  sifter- 
wards  except  by  actual  evidence.     Now, 
the  condition  of  things  is  apparently  this: 
There  are  two  sections  of  people  in  the 
community  who  take  different  views  as 
to  the  principle  upon  which  punishment 
should  be  inflicted  in  cases  of  repeated 
offences.     Some   hold  that  punishment 
should  be  inflicted  upon  the  principle  of 
trying  to  reform  the  criminal;  others  that 
the  injurious  effect  of  the  offence  upon 
the  State  should  alone  be  regarded,  and 
that  the  offence  should,  consequently,  bo 
dealt    with    according    to    its    graTity. 
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N^ow,  these  difforeut  views  constitute, 
perhttpa,  a  very  fair  subject  for  debate 
and  for  consideraticm  by  those  who  are 
responsible  for  inauguratitig  legislation 
upon  the  subject,  1  do  not  mean  at  all 
to  say  that  the  circumstancea  to  which 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  has  called 
attention  are  not  such  circumstances  as 
may  well  make  it  appropriate  and  5t  to 
csousider  and  discuss  that  question.  But 
that  is  not  a  matter  which  iuTolves  an 
inquiry  in  the  sense  which  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  suggests,  either  by  a 
Royal  Commission  or  any  other  tribunal 
of  the  kind.  My  Lords,  the  conolusion 
to  which  I  have  oome^  and  1  may  speak 
on  behalf  of  Her  Majesty'fl  Government, 
ifi  that  this  is  a  subject  which  they  are 
not  under  the  necessity  of  inquiring  into 
in  that  way,  and,  though  it  is  a  fit  subject 
for  them  to  consider,  that  there  is  no 
reason  why  they  should  seek  further 
than  they  have  already  got  materials  for 
its  consideration.  In  that  sense  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  has  un- 
doubtedly  made  a  case  for  inquiry  by 
those  who  are  charged  with  the  respon- 
sibility of  Government ;  but  I  certainly 
could  not  recommend  that  any  inquiry, 
either  of  a  character  so  vague  as  to 
necessarily  remit  the  matter  to  your 
Lordahipa  again  for  discussion,  or  so 
minute  in  regard  to  the  circnmstances 
under  which  sentences  hava  been 
pasaod  as  to  render  it  impossible 
that  such  an  inquiry  should  ever 
come  to  an  end,  should  take  place.  The 
circumstances  connected  with  this  sub- 
ject are  familiar  to  us  alL  I  congratulate 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  upon  the 
candour  which  he  has  exhibited  in  dis- 
cmssing  this  question.  I  am  aware  that 
it  is  sometimes  thought  that  particular 
claasea  of  Judges  are  more  disposed  than 
others  to  pass  severe  lientences.  I  believe 
that  is  an  error,  and  that  there  is  nu  guch 
distinction  between  classes  of  judicial 
functionaries.  There  is  a  larger  number 
of  Chairmen  of  Quarter  Sessions  than  of 
Magistrates,  and  that  may  be  one  reason 
why  there  are  greater  differences  of 
opinion  among  thom  ;  but  that  there  is 
any  reason  to  suppose  that  Judges  are  dis- 
posed to  pass  too  severe  or  too  lenient 
sentences  I  do  not  believe.  I  regret  that 
mj  noble  and  learned  Friend  should  have 
apparently  availed  himself  of  the  assist- 
ance of  those  who  think  it  incumbent 
upon   them    to    attack   the   Magistrates 


and  Chairmen  of  Quarter  SeBsit)ns. 
However,  the  subject  to  which  he  hiis 
drawn  attention  is  important,  and  tlie 
Government  wnll  feel  bound  t<3  couhi'ler 
it,  with  the  desire  of  finding  some  nindu 
of  fixing  a  standard  or  principle  of  in- 
flicting punishment  upon  offenders,  lint 
for  that  purpose  they  already  have 
materialn  at  their  command,  and  tliere- 
fore  th<?y  cannot  assent  to  tlie  apjxjint- 
meut  of  a  Royal  Commission, 
♦Lord  COLERIDGE:  My  L^rds,  ]told- 
ing  the  office  which  I  do,  I  think  it  i^  fit 
I  should  feay  a  few  words  on  the  subject 
whicli  uiy  noble  and  learned  Friend  has 
brought  before  your  L<jrdshipK*  House 
to-night,  and  in  the  first  place  that  our 
thanks  are  due  to  him  for  the  manner  in 
which  he  has  brought  it  forward*  As 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the 
Woolsack  has  said — and  it  ia  hard  for  me 
to  dispute  the  wisdom  of  his  conclunion, 
although  he  has  said  he  does  not  see 
how  he  can  accede  to  the  pi'ayer  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  Hcrschell — none 
of  us  1  think  who  have  bstenid  to  this 
Debate  will  say  that  it  is  a  purposeless 
Debate,  And  it  certainly  will  not  be 
without  result,  because  the  jx^rsons  who 
are  interested  in  and  responsibic  for  the 
atlminifltration  of  the  Criminal  Law 
cannot  but  be  impressed  by  the  fact  that 
in  your  Lordships*  House  this  has  been 
thought  a  fit  subject  for  grave  considera- 
tion, and  that  the  arguments  of  the 
advocates  for  two  lines  of  punishment,  so 
to  speak,  should  have  been  presented  to 
your  Lordships  f(jr  an  almnst  judicial 
determination  upon  them.  If  I  should 
venture  to  question  anything  in  the 
speeches  of  my  noble  Friends  it  is  tho 
use  of  the  term  ^*  principle,''  because  I 
doubt  very  much  whether  those  who 
administer  the  Criminal  Law  are  con- 
scious, at  leiujt  to  themselves,  that  they 
are  administering  it  according  to  any 
elaborate  or  philosophic^al  principle  in 
every  sentence  which  tliey  pronounce. 
Speaking  for  myself,  having  thought 
a  good  deal  about  tho  matter  and 
having  a  great  many  instances,  present 
to  my  mind,  I  may  say  that  when 
I  prononnce  sentence  I  do  my  best  to 
pronounce  it  according  to  my  judgment 
na  the  case  before  me  appears  to  demand, 
and  that  no  particubur  theory  of  one 
kind  or  another  influences  me,  or  is 
present  to  my  mind,  when  I  am  inflicting 
punishment.     I  am  compelled  to  inflict  it 
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for  the  particular  ofEence  for  which  the 
prisoner  is  being  tried  before  me.     But 
I  must  confess — as  no  man  who  has  ever 
had  to  deal  with  this  subject  can  deny — 
that  there  are  different  guiding  thoughts 
present   in   the    minds  of    persons  who 
approach  these  matters.      On    the   one 
hand,  there  are  persons  who,  as  I  should 
be   disposed   to   think,  are    inclined   to 
magnify    the     importance     of     offences 
against  property ;  and,  on  the  other  hand, 
there  are  men  who  may  be  inclined  to 
think  too  little  of  offences  against  pro- 
perty and  to  magnify  overmiich  offences 
against    the    person    and    against    life. 
That  may  well  be  when  we  consider  that 
there    are  in  the  Courts  over  which   I 
have  the  honour  to  preside  15  Judges, 
and  as  we  are  all,  I  trust,  men  of  inde- 
pendent  minds,  it   cannot  be  expected 
that    in     administering    a    complicated 
criminal  system  we  should  all  jrroceed  on 
exactly  the  same  lines,  and  that  a  crime 
brought     before     one    of     my    judicial 
brethren    for    adjudication  and   punish- 
ment will  be  regarded  by  that  one  Judge 
exactly  as  it  would  be  regarded  by  my 
14  colleagues.     But  I  very  much  doubt 
whether    anything    like    the    principle 
which  Lord  Herschell  has  put  forward  is 
really  advocated  by  any  member  of  the 
Bench.     Speaking  for  myself,  I  am  afraid 
that   I   am  perhaps  an    offender  in  dis- 
regarding   repeated    convictions   if    the 
offences  have  been   what  I  should  call 
paccadilloes  rather  than  serious  crimes. 
That     is    a     tendency    of     my    mind ; 
yet    I    should    never    dream     for    one 
moment  of  acting  upon  any  such  fallacy 
as  that  prior  convictions  of  the  criminal 
are    not  to   be   taken   into   account  in 
passing  sentence  upon  him  for  even  the 
most  trivial  matter  imaginable.    What  1 
always  feel  is  that  one  most  important 
duty  of  a  Judge  is  to  take   care   that  a 
sentence   does  not   enlist  the  sympathy 
of  the  public  on  the  side  of  the  criminal, 
and  that  is  always   the   result,  at  least 
there  is  always  that  tendency,  where  the 
sentsnce  may  fairly  and   reasonably  be 
considered      excessive.      Sympathy      is 
always   in   that    case    enlisted    on    the 
wrong  side.     What  I  have  always  felt  is, 
though  your  Lordships  are  as  competent 
to  form  a  judgment  upon  it  as  myself, 
that  if  a    Judge    punishes  with    great 
severity    even  the  twentieth   peccadillo, 
what  is  he  to  do  in  the  case  of  a  really 
grave  offence  ?     I  have  known  a  woman 
Lord  Cderidye 


to  be  sent  to  penal  servitude  for  15 
years  for  stealing  a  shovel.  It  may  be 
quite  true  that  she  had  previously 
stolen  16  or  17  other  shovels,  and 
it  may  appear  to  some  that  that  would 
justify  the  15  years' penal  servitude  ;  but 
I  do  not  think  so,  and  nothing  will  ever 
persuade  me  that  I  ought  to  punish  an 
offender  such  as  that  woman  as  I  ought 
to  punish  a  person  who  has  inflicted 
gross  and  detestable  cruelty  on  man, 
woman,  or  child.  In  cases  like  this  the 
punishment  and  the  offence  are  notcorrela- 
tive,  and  whenever  there  is  an  excess  of 
punishment,  the  minds  of  intelligent  men 
are  set  against  the  law  instead  of  being 
enlisted  on  its  side  and  against  the 
criminal.  If  you  inflict  severe  sentences 
for  such  offences  the  weapon  breaks  in 
your  hand.  There  is  only  one  other 
matter  upon  which  I  should  like  to  say 
a  few  words.  I  rejoice  to  hear  from  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the  Wool- 
sack that  the  question  of  establishing  a 
Court  of  Criminal  Appeal  has,  at  all 
events,  been  considered  by  the  Govern- 
ment ;  for  I  have  long  thought  that  the 
establishment  of  a  Court  of  that  kind 
would  have  a  most  powerful  effect  in 
promoting  a  greater  uniformity  of 
sentences.  A  steady  course  of 
decisions  by  a  Court  of  Criminal  Appeal, 
specially  authorised  to  keep  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  law  straight  and  uniform 
in  these  matters,  and  disregarding  as  it 
would  all  emotional  feelings  which  tend 
to  warp  the  judgment,  would  certainly, 
I  believe,  have  that  effect ;  for  those  who 
have  the  power  of  inflicting  sentences 
would  know  that  they  w^re  subject  to 
revision.  And,  my  Lords,  I  do  not  for 
a  moment  hesitate  to  accede  frankly  and 
entirely  to  the  term  which  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  on  the  Woolsack 
applied  to  such  a  tribunal,  that  it  should 
be  a  tribunal  at  large.  If  there  is  to  be  a 
Court  of  Appeal  it  must  have  the  power 
not  only  of  reducing  punishment,  but  of 
increasing  inadequate  sentences.  I 
have  no  sentimental  desire  simply  to 
diminish  punishment ;  I  desire  to  make 
it  useful  and  in  accordance  with  the 
righteous  sentiment  of  the  community, 
and  I  think,  therefore,  that  a  Court  of 
Appeal  should  be  left  at  liberty  to 
diminish  or  increase  sentences.  There 
is  one  point  upon  which  I  think  with 
regard  to  the  difference  in  sentences, 
that    perhaps   there   is    less   difference 
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amon*^  Judges  tlian  appears  at  first  Bight. 
1  ttm  thinking  now  of  two  eases,  accounts 
of  which  your  Lordships  may  have  seen 
in  the  papers^  which  Beemed  very  much 
the  same — one  casa  where  a  man  did  kill 
his  wife,  and  another  case  in  which  a  man 
had  attempted  to  do  so.  The  two  might 
look  at  fi.rat  sight  very  much  the  Bame. 
One  was  a  case  of  which  I  had  personal 
cognisance,  and  though  it  was  a  most 
miserable  case,  in  which  a  yoang  man 
devotedly  attached  to  his  wife,  had  un- 
doubtedly killed  her,  it  was  a  case  about 
as  little  removed  from  an  accident  as 
could  make  it  a  erimei  and  the  man 
was  very  properly  convicted  and  sen- 
tenced to  a  very  slight  punishment.  In 
the  otlier  case^  which  had  not  ended  in 
death,  there  had  been  a  most  delibei*ate 
and  brutal  attempt  to  murder  an  un- 
fortunate woman,  and  it  met  ^ith  a 
vary  heavy  punishment.  Both  cases 
were  apparently  very  much  the  same, 
though  one  was  punished  lightly  and  the 
other  severely.  I  give  that  as  an  instance 
upon  which  I  ask  your  Lordships  to 
believe  that  unless  you  really  know  the 
whole  circuniiitances  of  a  case,  unless 
you  are  present  at  tlie  trial  and  know 
the  way  in  which  the  thing  hfis  been 
presented,  you  may  be  entirely  misled 
in  eontrasting  one  case  with  another 
without  a  full  knowledge  of  the  circum- 
fit-ances,  I  will  only  add  that  I  thank 
both  my  noble  and  learned  Friends  for 
the  .speeches  they  have  rafide. 

♦Lord  NORTON  :  My  Lords,  it  may 
seem  somewhat  presumptuous  in  me  to 
venture  to  add  a  few  words  to  a  debate 
v^hich  has  b:?en  carried  on  by  the  highest 
legal  authorities  in  this  House  ;  but  as 
one  who,  during  a  long  period,  has 
constantly  attended  to  legislation  and 
administration  on  this  subject,  what  I 
have  to  say  may  not  be  considered 
unworthy  of  attention.  My  noble 
and  learned  Friend  Lord  Hei*schell 
has  asked  for  an  inquiry  into  the 
principles  which  guide  the  decisions 
of  our  Judges  in  criminal  cases  iii  the 
hope  of  diminishioi^  the  present  unequal 
incidence  of  punishments*  I  think  a  more 
important  subject  of  inquiry  would  be 
the  actual  penal  system  itself,  and  the 
nature  and  degrees  of  the  punishment. 
Nor  do  I  tliink  it  would  be  useful 
to  attempt  to  control  the  idiosyncracies 
of  Judges.  The  punishments  require 
to   be   more    accurately  adjusted.     The 


Report  of  the  Com  m  ins  ion  upon 
Criminal  Ijaw  in  1834  kid  great  stress 
upon  the  law's  uncertainty,  arising  out 
of  the  wide  discretionary  power  given  to 
Judges,  and  the  want  of  definition. 
The  variety  in  the  administration  of 
the  penal  system  was  said  to  spreatl 
the  belief  among  offenders  that  severity 
of  punishment  depended  upon  accidental 
circumstances,  Li  respect  of  secondary 
punishments,  the  Commissioners  said 
wiiat  was  wanted  was  a  more  constant 
legislative  supervision  of  our  system  and 
greater  discrimination  in  the  infiiction  of 
sentences.  What  we  want  is  not  to 
limit  the  discretion  of  Judges,  whicli  is 
absolutely  necessary  and  inevitable,  but  to 
give  them  better  opportunities  by  our 
penal  system  to  adapt  punishment  to 
particuhir  cases  which  come  before 
them,  for  it  is  impossible  to  formu- 
late the  infinite  variety  of  circum- 
stances  of  cases  which  come  l^efore  our 
Judges  at  Assizes  and  be  fort?  Quarter 
Sessions.  In  1B34,  when  that  Report  was 
made,  there  was  no  step  in  our  penal 
system  between  death  and  trans- 
poi'tation.  I,  myself,  had  some  share 
in  obtaining  the  first  decisive  vote 
of  the  House  of  Commons  against 
transportation,  when  the  conditions  of 
colonisation  and  the  stale  of  our  Colonies 
rendered  it  impi"actical>le  any  longer,  and 
I  also  served  on  the  Committees  which 
substituted  the  punishment  of  penal 
servitude.  But  I  thnught  a  groat 
mistake  wns  made  by  those  Com- 
mittees in  measuring  the  terms  of 
the  new  by  the  terms  of  the  old 
punishment,  there  being  nothing 
parallel  between  them,  and  there  being 
no  reason  why  a  certain  number  of 
years  of  tninsportation  aliould  in  any  way 
he  represented  by  a  certain  proportion 
of  penal  servitude.  From  that  date  to  the 
present  time,  there  have  been  a  succession 
of  Royal  Commissions  and  Acts  varying 
file  terms  of  penal  servitude.  Ooo 
Commission,  after  a  panic  from  an  in- 
crease of  crime,  immediately  increased 
the  term  of  ponal  servitude,  as  though 
that  were  certain  to  be  a  more 
effective  [junishment.  From  time  to 
time  changes  were  made  under 
the  Reports  of  those  successive  Com- 
missions, and  Acts  of  Pariiament  have 
been  passed  down  to  a  vei'y  recent  year 
varying  the  term$  of  penal  servitude, 
and  so  ragged  has  the  system  become 
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til / >t  at  this  moment  there  la  a  large  gap 
betwecD  the  maxiTtnim  term  of  imprison- 
moat  (18  months)  and  the  minimum 
fcgrm  of  penal  servitude  (five  years)  the 
intermediate  terms  having  slipped  out  of 
on  I*  Statute  Book.  I  am  very  glad  to 
hear  that  it  is  the  intention  of  Her 
Maje9ty*a  Government  to  re-introduce 
the  minimujn  term  of  thrive  years'  penal 
servitude. 

THbi  LORD  CHANCELLOE:  The 
noble  Ltord  is  mistaken  m  supposing  I 
said  tliat.     1  did  not  say  so* 

Lord  HERSCHELL  :  I  do  not  think 
my  nob  »*  and  learned  Friend  said  that ; 
hut  I  gathered  that  that  was  the  case 
from  what  I  understood  to  have  been 
stated  by  the  Home  Secretary  in  the 
other  House.  I  understood  him  to  stito 
that  the  Government  proposed  it. 

•Lord  NORTON:  I  thought  that 
was  stated  by  Lord  He rschelL  However, 
I  hope  it  will  be  restored  within  an  early 
date,  as  I  believe  that  a  term  of 
three  years'  penal  servitude  is  very 
much  wanted.  Wliat  is  clear  at  the 
present  moment,  as  has  been  stated 
by  Official  Authorities,  is  that  the  punisli* 
menta  of  imprisonment  and  penal  servi- 
tude have  been  identical.  They  are  btith 
carried  out  in  the  |)ri8ons  of  this  country, 
and  only  differ  in  duration.  There  is, 
of  course,  some  diffoi*once  in  treatment 
during  the  Vil^iou^  periods  of  the  punish- 
ment, but  they  are  both  carried  out  in 
the  prisonsof  thiscountry.  What  we  have, 
therefore,  to  do  is  to  make  a  proper 
graduation  of  prison  punishment.  The 
misfortune  ia  that  we  are  now  practically 
reduced  to  this  one  sole  form  of  punish- 
ment. I  am  glad  to  see  that  even  an  ex- 
tension of  my  noble  Friend  Lord  MitU 
town*fl  Bill  has  passed  a  Second  Read 
ing  in  the  other  House,  which  shown 
that  we  are  beginning  to  see  that 
the  abandonment  of  that  most  effective 
of  all  punishments — corporal  punishment 
— was  a  mistake,  and  that  we  shall  add  to 
the  effect  of  our  penal  system  if  we  restore 
its  infliction  in  suitable  cases.  Fines 
are  by  no  means  imposud  as  they  might 
be,  with  a  summary  mode  of  recovering 
them*  Sureties  for  good  conduct  might 
relieve  the  contents  of  our  gaols, 
in  lighter  cases.  We  might  in  those 
ways,  I  think,  improve  a  good  deal 
what  I  may  call  the  adaptation  of 
our  penal  system  to  every  variety 
of  crime.  The  use  of  all  these  punish- 
Lord  Norton 


ments  must,  of  course,  depend  upon 
the  principle  observed  in  the  ad* 
ministration  of  oiir  system.  The 
object  of  all  punishment  is  to  deter  from 
a  repetition  of  the  offence.  The  Com* 
missioners  of  1863  lay  that  down  as 
the  true  penal  principle,  and  that  punish- 
ment should  he  as  severe  as  is  consistent 
with  ttie  health  of  the  prisoner,  and 
should  never  be  longer  than  is  necessary 
to  make  it  deterrent*  Many  of  the 
cases  which  liave  been  cited  by  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  show  that  in  the 
minds  of  learned  Judges,  and  in  the 
contemplation  of  Legfislature  too,  the 
measure  of  severity  is  the  length  of 
the  punishment.  But  it  very  often 
happens  that  the  length  of  the  term 
of  punishment  is  a  dilution  of  its 
severity,  while  frequently  the  shortness 
of  the  term  is  a  means  of  more  effective 
severity.  Length  of  sentence  has  been  ad- 
vocated as  a  means  of  reforming 
prisoners  under  detention  in  prison  ;  but  I 
do  not  think  that  there  can  be  a  worse 
place  for  reforming  a  man's  clmracter,  o? 
improving  his  moral  condition,  than  a 
prisou»  and  we  are  falling  into  the 
double  mistake,  as  it  seems  to  me,  of  treat- 
ing our  prisons  as  reformatories,  and 
reformatories  as  prisons.  The  only 
reforming  of  character  in  prison  is 
by  way  of  deterring  the  criminal 
from  the  repetition  of  his  offence.  You 
may  educate  a  hypocrite  in  a  cell,  and 
you  may  damage  the  faculties  of .  his 
mind,  bat  you  cannot  train  him  for 
healthy  life  during  detention  in  prison. 
Reform  a  man  as  much  as  you 
can  while  deterring  him,  but  that 
must  be  the  principal  object  of  his 
imprisonment  ;  the  reformation  is 
merely  incidental.  I  do  not  hesitate 
to  say  that  no  punishment  at  all  would 
be  better  than  an  undeterrent  punish- 
ment. An  undeterrent  punishment  ia 
simply  a  useless  intliction  upon  a  man 
to  the  sacrifice  of  his  wife  and  family 
and  to  the  failure  of  his  possible 
restoration  to  a  useful  position  in  the 
country.  It  is  quite  clear  from  the 
cases  which  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
has  cited  that  our  present  prison  system 
is  undeterrent.  The  number  of  re-c^m- 
mitments  to  every  prison  in  the  country 
shows  that  it  is  undeterrent.  Yon  may 
go  thrt*ugh  all  our  prisons  and  you  wiD 
not  find  in  the  cells  1  case  in  20  of 
a  first  conviction.     There  may   be  some 
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oanses  of  recommitments,  wbioh  are 
external  to  inefficiency  of  imprisonment, 
but  their  recurrence  10  and  20  times 
proves  the  fact  of  undeterrence.  The 
inquiry,  then,  must  not  only  be  as 
to  our  present  administration  of  punish- 
ment, but  into  the  nature  of  the  punish- 
ments themselves  and  the  rendering  them 
more  effective.  The  main  thing  to  find 
out  is  how  to  restore  our  penal  system  to 
efficiency ;  not  to  guide  our  Judges  in  its 
administration,  nor  to  form  a  cast-iron 
rule,  which  would  leave  Judges  no  dis- 
cretion. A  perfectly  graduated  scale  of 
punishments  would  enable  Judges  to 
adapt  their  sentences  to  the  nature  of  the 
offences  brought  before  them  for  the  pur- 
pose of  deterriog  from  their  repetition. 
The  latest  Reporte  of  both  the  Prison  Com- 
missioners and  the  Directors  of  Prisons, 
and  now  those  two  Bodies  are  the  same, 
show,  both  in  the  case  of  local  prisons 
and  of  convict  prisons,  a  decrease 
of  crime  which  has  certainly  gone  on  in 
recent  years.  People  may  be  misled  into 
supposing  that  that  decrease  has  been 
caused  by  the  efficiency  of  our  punish- 
ments, and  that  that  is  a  proof  that 
there  is  no  need  for  any  change  of  sys- 
tem. I  do  not  believe  that  at  all ;  but 
that  what  has  caused  the  decrease  of 
crime  has  been  improved  habits  of  life, 
oparation  of  reformatories  in  breaking 
up  of  haunts  and  nurseries  of  crime,  and 
the  Discharged  Prisoners*  Aid  Societies 
throughont  the  Kingdom  finding  em- 
ployment for  prisoners  on  the  completion 
of  their  punishment,  and  thus  prevent- 
ing their  relapse  into  crime.  1  do  not 
think  we  can  attribute  much  of  it  to 
the  efficiency  of  our  present  system. 

♦The  Earl  or  KIMBERLEY:  My 
Lords,  I  should  not  have  said  a  f^ord  in 
this  discussion  had  it  not  so  chanced 
that  in  the  year  1879  1  was  Chairman 
of  a  Commission  for  inquiry  into  the 
working  of  our  system  of  penal  servi- 
tude. Incidentally. to  that  inquiry  some 
of  these  questions  were  considered,  and 
it  might  be  as  well  that  I  should 
remind  the  House  of  what  some 
of  your  Lordships  may  have  for- 
gotten has  been  the  course  of  legis- 
lation upon  one  or  two  of  these  points. 
In  1863  a  very  important  Commission 
was  appointed  on  the  working  of  the 
Penal  Servitude  Acts,  and  in  consequence 
of  the  Report  of  that  Commission  the 
sentence  of  three  years'  penal   servitude 


was  done  away  with,  the  minimum 
term  being  fixed  at  five  years.  In  all 
cases  of  second  convictions  the  minimum 
term  of  penal  servitude  was  raised  to 
seven  years.  Then,  as  1  have  mentioned, 
I  had  the  honour  to  preside  over  the 
Commission  which  was  appointed  in 
1879,  to  inquire  into  our  system  of  penal 
servitude.  That  Commission  also  inci- 
dentally considered  the  subject  of 
criminal  punishments  generally.  Apting 
upon  the  evidence  which  was  given  by 
the  specialists,  including  some  of  the 
most  experienced  of  Her  Majesty's  Judges 
who  were  called  before  the  Commissioners, 
they  recommended  that  the  provision 
that  there  should  be  a  minimum  sentence 
of  seven  years  on  a  second  con- 
viction should  be  repealed  on  the 
ground  that  it  worked  extremely  ill, 
and  that  provision  was  accordingly 
abolished.  The  Commissioners  at  the  same 
time  recommended  that  the  sentence  of 
three  years  should  not  be  restored,  as 
they  did  not  think  that  an  adequate  term 
of  penal  servitude.  Without  dwelling 
on  those  two  points,  I  am  quite  satisfied 
that  it  was  right  to  get  rid  of  the  second 
minimum  sentence  of  seven  years,  for 
the  obvious  reason  that  Judges  were  in 
many  cases  put  in  a  position  which 
made  it  impossible  to  properly  apportion 
their  sentences.  Either  they  must 
impose  a  sentence  of  penal  servitude  for 
seven  years,  which  was  too  severe,  or 
have  recourse  to  a  term  of  imprisonment 
for  one  year  and  a  half,  which  was  too 
light.  That  shows  the  extreme  difficulty 
of  the  Legislature  laying  down  specific 
laws  upon  this  subject.  You  cannot 
possibly  foresee  what  may  be  the 
shades  of  di&rence  in  particular 
cases,  and  it  is,  therefore,  extremely 
dangerous  to  lay  down  special  provisions 
as  to  maximum  and  minimum  sentences. 
I  would  not  say  there  are  not  argu- 
ments in  favour  of  intermediate  sen- 
tences between  two  years'  imprisonment 
and  five  years'  penal  servitude.  But  the 
House  should  i*emember  that  the  system 
has  been  tried,  and  the  three  years*  penal 
servitude  sentence  has  been  condemned, 
on  the  ground  that  it  left  no  margin  for 
remission  of  punishment  in  consideration 
of  good  behaviour  in  prison ;  and  with- 
out such  a  provision  prison  discipline  is 
impossible.  Then  there  is  this  considera- 
tion which  has  arisen  since  we  made  our 
Report.       Undoubtedly,   the    fact    that 
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there  is  no  sentence  between  18  months 
and  five  years  is  an  imperfection  in  onr 
law ;  but  I  do  not  think  it  follows  that 
that  gap  must  be  filled  by  a  sentence  of 
three  years'  penal  servitude.  No  doubt 
there  has  been  a  great  change  in  the 
prison  system  since  1864,  all  the  prisons 
being  now  under  the  management  of  the 
Government.  I  gather  from  the  Reports 
of  the  Prison  Commissioners  that  the 
difference  between  the  treatment  of 
prisoners  in  penal  servitude  and  in  prison 
is  a  differenco  of  name,  and  no  longer  a 
difference  in  principle,  and  that  there 
has  ceased  to  be  that  dividing  line  which 
formerly  existed.  It  seems  to  me  that  it 
is  a  matter  for  consideration  and  inquiry 
as  to  whether  some  general  change 
should  not  be  made  in  the  system,  and 
whether  some  better  system  could  not 
be  devised.  A  sentence  of  penal  servi- 
tude is  looked  upon  now  as  marking  a 
graver  kind  of  crime,  and  it  is  a  matter 
for  consideration  whether,  if  that  dis- 
tinction were  broken  down,  it  might  not 
diminish  the  deterrent  effect  of  the 
administration  of  the  law  upon  criminals. 
Upon  that  point  I  will  give  no  opinion  ; 
but  I  think  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
on  the  Woolsack  has  not  given  sufficient 
weight  to  the  undoubted  fact  that  some 
Judges  and  Chairmen  of  Quarter  Sessions 
proceed  upon  the  theory  that  long  sen- 
tences should  be  imposed  upon  habitual 
offenders  irrespective,  to  a  great  extent, 
of  the  nature  of  the  offences,  and 
others  take  into  account  only  the  par- 
ticular offence  which  the  criminal  has 
committed.  I  cannot  help  feeling  that 
that  difference  of  opinion  has  proceeded 
too  far,  and  that  it  has  caused  results  so 
extraordinary  in  the  differences  between 
sentences  pronounced  that  it  is  a  matter 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  should 
consider.  I  think  it  would  be  very 
worth  while  to  consider  whether  some 
form  of  punishment  could  not  be 
devised  which  could  stand  between  the 
maximum  of  imprisonment  and  the 
minimum  of  penal  servitude.  I  should 
cartainly  have  thought  it  would  have 
been  possible  to  have  brought  that  matter 
bafore  a  Commission ;  but,  at  all  events, 
I  hope  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
give  their  best  consideration  to  the  points 
which  have  been  raised. 

♦Lord  MORRIS :  My  Lords,  it  is  pos- 
sible the  House  will  not  consider  I  am 
intruding  unduly  in  this  discussion,  as  I 
TV^e  Earl  of  Kimberley 


have  had  the  opportunity  of  gaining 
some  experience  in  regard  to  this  subject 
from  having  filled  the  office  which  I  held 
in  the  Sister  Country,  and  having  been 
engaged  for  many  years  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Criminal  Law  in  that 
part  of  the  United  Kingdom.  That  will, 
I  think,  plead  my  apology  for  intruding 
on  the  time  and  attention  of  the  House. 
I  shall  certainly  not  inflict  upon  your 
Lordships  a  long  speech,  because  I  am  of 
opinion,  though  we  have  heard  a  great 
deal  of  discussion  as  to  whether  long 
sentences  are  a  deterrent  punishment  or 
not,  that  long  speeches  are  certainly 
very  often  a  great  punishment ;  but  they 
are  not  so  often  a  punishment  to  those 
who  deliver  them,  and  perhaps  the 
punishment  does  not  fall  upon  tho  right 
persons.  I  think  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  opposite  has  done  some  good  by 
ventilating  this  subject ;  but  I  do  not 
think  he  can  urge  it  further  than  as 
somewhat  of  an  exercitation  upon  the 
subject,  because  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  upon  the  Woolsack  has  stated  that 
in  his  opinion,  an  opinion  in  which  I 
take  the  liberty  of  saying  I  entirely  con- 
cur, it  is  not  a  subject  for  inquiry  before 
either  a  Committee  or  aRoyal  Commission. 
In  this  regard  apparently  two  different 
sects  have  sprung  up  among  the  Judges 
of  England,  upon  this  question  of  criminal 
punishments,  in  which  the  prophets  on 
either  side  can  do  what  other  prophets 
cannot,  that  is  to  say,  they  can  ensure 
that  their  prophecies  shall  take  effect,  by 
the  infliction  of  such  sentences  as  they 
think  fit  within  the  maximum  punish- 
ment prescribed  by  the  Legislature.  The 
matter  has  been  dealt  with  somewhat  as 
it  appears  to  me  as  if  it  was  left  at  large 
to  any  learned  Judge,  like  an  Eastern 
Cadi  inflicting  punishment  and  awarding 
as  many  strokes  as  he  pleases  to  be  given 
to  anybody  brought  before  him.  But  our 
Judges  have  to  award  within  that  which 
the  Legislature  has  stated  shall  be  the 
punishment.  For  each  crime  there  is  a 
maximum  punishment  allotted,  and  there 
is  a  natural  elasticity  left  to  the  Judge 
for  the  exercise  of  his  discretion.  With 
regard  to  this  matter  of  principle,  as  it 
is  called,  like  a  great  many  other 
matters  of  principle  which  we  hear  of 
nowadays,  it  is  really  a  matter  of  detail. 
Judges  like  other  people  will  take 
different  views  of  the  same  state  of  facts. 
An  offence  which  appears  very  grave  to 
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one  Judge  does  not  appear  at  all  so  e^ave 
to  another  The  idiosyncracies  of  one 
Judge  can  never  be  gnaged  bj  the  feel- 
ings of  other.  On  one  occasion  in  Ire- 
land 1  remember  an  effort  was  made  to 
bring  abont  an  interchange  of  opIn.ionB 
among  the  Irish  Judges.  The  Lord 
Chief  Baron  Pallas  brought  the  subject 
before  a  meeting  of  the  Irish  Judges.  He 
was  anxious  that  some  rough  idea  at  least 
should  Ijc  arrived  at  as  to  the  gradations 
of  punishment  within  the  maximum 
which  the  law  imposes.  But  he  found 
that  was  impossible,  nay,  more,  un- 
reasonable ^  because  a  Judge  should 
decide  according  to  his  own  conscientious 
opinion,  and  not  the  opinion  of  someone 
[elae,  and  should,  within  the  limit  which 
the  law  allows  him,  inflict  that  which  he 
considers  an  adefjuate  punishment.  It 
appears  to  me  also  that  this  is  only  the 
fringe  of  a  much  wider  question,  and  I 
should  much  deprecate  in terferi  ng  with  the 
larger  question  by  dealing  only  with  the 
fringe  of  it.  It  is  only  part  of  the  larger 
question  of  the  Criminal  Code  of  this 
country.  No  less  than  12  years  aojo, 
my  right  lion,  and  noble  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  then 
Home  Secretary,  issued  a  Commission 
to  four  of  the  most  experienced 
Judges  that  could  be  put  upon 
it — Lord  Blackburn,  Mr.  Justice  Lush, 
Air.  Justice  Stephen,  Lord  Justice 
Barry — to  report  upon  this  subjocfc,  that 
Coraraissioa  brought  in  a  Report.  It  is 
now  a  matter  of  1 2  years'  standing,  but 
nothing  has  been  done  upon  it  yet  That 
really  is  the  matt  ^r  to  be  dealt  with,  and 
it  must  be  dealt  with  practitv^lly,  becjuise 
in  a  revised  Cod_^  crimes  would  have  to 
[lie  defined  in  different  class-'s  to  thos?  in 
which  they  are  placed  at  present.  At 
present  they  are  classed  far  too  genenilly 
in  their  extent.  Take,  for  instance,  the 
crime  of  manslaughter  ;  a  manslaughter 
may  be  actually  a  murder,  but  a  jury 
taking  a  merciful  view  of  it  will  only 
bring  in  a  verdict  of  manslaughter. 
Well,  that  crime  dwindles  down  until 
you  come  to  cauaing  death  by  mere 
negligence,  simply  by  carelessness  in 
driving  over  aumebody  in  the  street. 
Nay,  more,  it  might  even  reach  a  Btage 
where  there  was  no  negligence,  but 
where  homicide  had  occurred  by  accident, 
the  fierson  committing  it  being  engaged 
in  some  unlawful  act  of  another  character 
altogether.  Well,  the  gradations  of 
VOL.   CCCXLllL     [thtbd  SKRIES.] 


punishment  ftr^-^  correlative.  They  range 
from  penal  servitude  for  life  to  a  fine 
of  6d.,  or  ordering  a  prisoner  merely 
to  be  kept  in  custody  until  the  even- 
ing, or  letting  him  out  altogether  on 
his  own  recognisances.  Punishments 
might  be  fixed  for  each  sub-divided 
class  of  offences  by  which  the  respon* 
sibility  of  the  Judge  would  be  very  much 
lessened  ;  but  I  cannot,  with  great 
respect  to  my  noble  and  learned  Friend, 
see  how  any  Commission  or  Committee 
of  Inquiry  could  throw  light  upon  the 
question  as  to  the  view  which  different 
Judges  may  take  of  the  same  state  of 
fMctSj  within  the  houn(^8  which  the  law 
allows  them  by  fixing  a  maximum 
punishment.  Upon  those  grounds  1  am 
glad  that  tlie  noble  and  learned  Lord 
upon  the  Woolsack  cnnsiders  that  the 
subject  should  be  deolt  with  by  Govern- 
ment, and  not  merely  by  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  or  a 
Commission, 

Lord  HERSCHELL:  My  Lords,  I 
am,  of  course,  very  well  satisfied 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
themselves  propose  to  enter  upon 
the  inquiry  which  1  advocate,  with 
the  view  to  dealing  with  it  hei^after. 
I  trust  that  the  result  of  that  inquiry 
may  be  satisfachjry,  though  I  confess 
Si  ill  to  a  doubt  whether  it  would  not  be 
more  advantageous  to  institute  some 
other  form  of  inquiry  previous  to  the 
introduction  of  legislation.  It  has  been 
said  that  thera  have  been  oscillations  in 
the  view  which  the  Legislature  has 
taken  in  the  matter  from  time  to  time. 
If  so,  would  it  nut  be  important  to 
inquire  what  has  been  the  practical 
result  of  the  operation  of  those  changes 
of  system — whether  crime  lias  increased 
or  decreased,  and  whether  the  number  of 
prisoners  returning  after  light  sentences 
is  greater  or  less^  Surely,  as  a  pre- 
liminary  to  any  st^p  towards  legislation^ 
it  would  be  desirable  to  very  carefully 
compare  the  results  of  tbo^e  osciltationi 
of  view  in  different  directions. 

Tbb  Earl  of  NORTHBROOK  :  I  do 
not  know  whether  the  noblo  Lord  haa  a 
right  of  reply. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  Not 
upon  a  Motion. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  :  That  is  so  ;  and 
in  those  ciixium stances  I  will  merely  ex- 
press the  hope  that  the  Government  will 
give  tho  matter  early  attention,  and  that 
2  h 
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if  no  other  inquiry  is  made  tlian  that  by 
I  the  Government  them  selves,  they  ^\Hll, 
bjfore  proposing  any  legislation,  favonr 
the  House  with  ReturDS  or  statistics  as 
to  the  results  of  light  sentcjnces  where 
they  have  been  tried,  in  order  to  afford 
means  of  comparison  between  different 
places.  It  is  of  great  importance  that 
the  House  should  be  put  in  possession  of 
such  ReturnSj  and  if  the  Government  do 
not  lay  them  on  the  Tuble  of  the  Houss 
I  shall  take  an  opportunity  of  moviug 
for  them  at  a  futune  time. 

Houiie  adjonrnpri  at  »  quarter  before 

Seven  o*olock,  till  t ) -morrow,  a 

quuiier  pufct  T«n  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  21 U  AprU,  1890. 


Mr.  Speaker's  Indisposition, — The 
House  being  met^  the  Clerk  at  the  Table 
informed  the  House  of  the  unavoid  ible 
abssnce  of  Mr.  Speaker,  owing  to  indis- 
position. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Courtney,  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means,  proceeded  to 
the  Table  ;  and,  aftsr  Prayers,  t^H>k  the 
Chair  as  Deputy  Speaker,  pursuant 
to  the  Standiug  Order. 

QUESTIONS. 


SCHOOLS  IN  LEWIS. 
Dr.  MACDONALD  (Robs  and  Cro- 
marty) '  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate 
whether  complaints  have  reached  him 
that  under  pressure  from  Mr.  Ri>bertson, 
Inspector  of  Schools  in  Lawi^*,  tlie  teacher 
of  Lionel  School,  abont  a  month  ago, 
felt  compelled  to  show  Mr.  Robertson  all 
the  telegrams,  private  or  otherwise, 
which  he  had  received  since  the  1st  of 
January  ;  and  whether  Mr*  Riibertson 
requires  the  services  of  an  assistant  to 
enable  him  to  superintend  the  compara- 
tively small  number  of  schools  in  the 
isUnd  ? 

♦The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.P,  B. 

RoBKRTSOXj  Bute)  :    I  have  not  hcen  able 

to  obtain  the  necessary   information  to 

unable  me   to  reply  to  this  question.    I 

J[^ord  HerHchell 


must,  therefore,  ask  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man  to  repeat  the  quewtion  on  a  lat^r 
day. 

THE  SCOTCH  jPROCDRJLTOR  BISCAL. 
Dk.  MACDONALD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Lord  Advocate  whether  any  steps  are 
being  t-iken,  or  are  intended  to  bo  taJcen, 
by  the  GuvexMiment,  to  confine  Procura- 
tor  Fiscals  iu  Scotland  to  their  official 
duties  as  »^uc)i,  su  as  to  put  a  stop  to  the 
present  system  of  puch  public  offiJals 
corap^^ting  with  ordinary  solicitors  for 
legal  work  in  the  Scfjtch  Courts  ? 

•Mr.  J.  R  B.  ROBERTSON  :  As  vacan- 
cies occur  in  these  offices,  the  question  of 
restriction  to  the  official  duties  is  always 
considered,  and  in  recent  eases  they  have 
been  so  restricted.  Arrangements  have 
also  recently  been  completed  by  which 
the  Procurator  Fiscal  at  Lochmaiidy  has 
been  restricted  from  private  practice. 

THE  CROFTERS'  HOLDINGS  ACT. 
Dr.  MACDONALD :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Lord  Advocate  whether  crofting  and 
fishery  villages,  built  under  the  Scottish 
Fishery  Village  Act,  come  under  **The 
Crofters*  Holdings  (Scotland)  Act^  1886  **  i 
whether  Shieldaig,  in  the  parish  of  Apple- 
cross,  Rossshire,  has  been  built  under 
said  Fishery  Act ;  on  what  conditions  or 
leases  were  houses  generally  built  in 
sach  fishery  vii  luges,  and  to  whom  do  or 
did  the  beaches  in  front  of  such  villsgcs 
belong ;  where  are  the  plans,  maps, 
charters,  or  other  documents  pertaining 
to  such  villages  (Shieldaig  especially) 
preserved,  and  how  accessible ;  what 
restrictions  and  powers,  if  any,  were  put 
on  or  given  to  feu  holders  in  such  fishery 
villages^  as  to  killing  or  taking  of  doer, 
game,  and  salmon,  and  have  such  restric- 
tionsand  powers,  if  any,  been  subsequently 
repealed  by  the  passing  of  Game  Salmon 
Fishery  or  other  Acts  ;  and  ^wi  property 
in  such  fishery  villages  (built  under  the 
Scottish  Fishery  Villflg©  Act)  exemptfd 
fi\)in  all  or  any  parish  or  couf  ty  taxes  ? 

•Mr.  J.  P.  B.  RObERTSON  :  Presum- 
ably the  hon.  Member  refers  to  the  Acts 
relating  to  the  British  Fisheries  Society, 
there  being  no  Statute  with  the  title 
given  ill  the  question.  Crofters  in 
properties  held  by  this  Society  won  Id,  I 
think,  come  undc^r  the  CroftuiV  Act  if 
they  were  otherwise  eligible  undt-r  that 
Act  This,  however,  is  a  queBtii>n  fur 
the  Commission  to  settle.  I  am  informed 
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that  Shieldaig  never  wa-a  one  of  the 
Bettlementa  of  the  Socletji  and  that 
Pultenejtown  is  now  the  only  village 
held  by  the  Society,  the  other  settlements 
having  all  been  given  up  more  than  50 
jear3  ago,  Tlie  Acta  above  referred  to 
einpiwei^ed  the  Society  to  levy  dues,  J:c. 
for  harbours,  but  left  the  question  of 
foreshores  untouched.  The  conditions  of 
building  were  similar  to  those  in  Fen 
ChErters,  except  in  the  cases  of  houses  in 
the  landward  part  of  any  settlement,  such 
houses  (a?  was  the  case  in  Pulteney- 
town),  weregenerallybciiltby  the  Society, 
the  tenants  doing  the  carting.  It  is  sup- 
posed that  the  plans,  ikc,  were  given  up 
to  the  purchasers  of  the  settlements. 
Those  relating  to  Pulteneytown  may  be 
seen  at  the  office  of  the  Society  at  Wick, 
So  far  as  I  can  aaoartain  no  restrictions 
were  imposed  in  regard  to  taking  game, 
and  in  Pultaneytown  no  rights  have  ever 
b3en  assert.^d.  There  is  no  exemption 
from  taxes  in  Pulteneytown,  and  there  is 
no  reason  to  believe  that  any  such 
exemption  existed  in  the  other  settle- 
ments. 

THE  UftRAY  SPECIA.L  WATER  AND 
DRAINAGE  DISTRICT  , 
Dr.  MACDONALD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Lord  Advocate  whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  Public  Works  Loans  Commissioners 
refused  a  loan  to  the  Urray  Special 
Water  and  Drainage  District^  after  the 
granting  of  said  loan  had  been  recom- 
mended by  the  B:>:ird  of  Supervision^  on 
the  ground  that  sufficient  security  was 
not  offered  by  the  rates ;  and  whether, 
in  view  of  the  recent  decision  of  the 
Lord  Ordinary  that  the  whole  parish  is 
liable,  they  are  now  prepared  to  advance 
the  money  required  1 

*Mh.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  I  am 
aware  that  this  loan  was  refused  on  the 
ground  stated.  No  further  application 
has  l>een  made  to  the  Loms  Com- 
missloner.^.  If  the  case  is  present  id  in 
any  new  aspect  it  will  receive  considera- 
tion. 

THE  HIGHLANDS  AND  ISLANDS 

(VIMMISSION. 
Dr.  MACDONALD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Lord  Advocate  whether  the  officer  of  the 
Fishery  Basrd,  on  whos*  recommenda- 
tion it  was  refused  to  grant  a  visit  of  tlio 
West  Higliland  Coramiasion  to  Port- 
mahomack,    resides    in    that    district,  or 


visited  it  to  gain  the  required  informa- 
tion, or  conferred  with  thi*  gentlemen 
who  are  actively  pushing  fnrward  the 
proposed  Portm ah omack  Railway,  to  hear 
their  arguments  in  its  favour,  and 
geneially  discuss  the  **  pros  *'  and  **  cons  " 
with  them  ? 
♦Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  Port- 
mahomack  is  in  the  Dornoch  Kritb,  audi 
so  not  within  the  scope  of  the  inquiiy  of' 
the  West  Highland  Cnrnmission.  The 
Report  of  the  Fishery  Officer  referred  to 
(which  US  a  matter  of  fact  w!is  favourable 
to  the  views  of  those  persons  who 
petitioned  in  favour  of  this  place)  in  no 
way  influenced  the  refusal  referred  to  in 
the  question. 

THE  GRAND  ORANGE  LODGE  OF 
BRITLSH  A^IERICA. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Bilfast,  S.)  :  I  beg  ^ 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  he  can  state  the  pro- 
visions of  a  Bill  '*  to  incorpoi*ate  the 
Grand  Orange  Lodge  <  f  British  America," 
which  has  passed  the  Canadian  House 
of  Commons  and  the  Senate  by  consider- 
able majorities  ;  and  if  it  has  received 
the  assent  of  the  Governor  General  of 
Canada? 

The  under  SECRErTARY  or  STATE 
FOR  THE  COLONICS  (Baron  H.  dk' 
Worms,  Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  The 
Bill  is  primarily  one  for  the  object  of 
providiijg  educationnl  assistance  and 
charitable  relief  to  such  members  rf  the 
L'ldge  8S  need  it,  and  for  the  establish- 
ment of  a  benefit  fund.  The  Governor 
General  has  been  asked  by  telegraph 
whether  he  has  assented  to  the  Bill,  but 
his  reply  has  not  yet  been  received. 

IRELAND-Mu.  SUB-COMMISSIONER 
BELL. 

Me.  KNOX  (Cavan,  W.)  :  I  begtoosk 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  LiDrd  Ijieu- 
tenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 
that  Mr.  Bell,  now  a  Sub-Commissioner 
engt^ed  in  fixing  rents  in  the  Couniy 
Cavan,  before  his  appoininient,  hod 
acted  as  paid  valuer  for  many  landlords 
in  that  county;  whether,  since  hie 
appointment,  Mr.  Bell  hos  acted  as  Sub- 
Commissioner  in  cases  whtre  the  laud- 
lord  was  his  former  employer,  and  in 
one  case,  at  Cootidull,  fixed,  f\s  Sub- 
Commissioner,  the  rent  of  a  farm  which 
he  had  previously  valued  for  the  land- 
lord ;  and  wbetKer,  under  the  circum- 
2  L  2 
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stances,  Mr.  Bell  will  be  retained  as  a 
Siib'Com  mission tr  ia  the  County  Cavau 
or  eUe where] 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfouk,  ^lanchesfcer, 
E.) :  The  Ijand  CommiBsioners  report 
that  Mr,  Bell  was  appointed  to  the  Com- 
mission upvTai*ds  of  eight  years  ago,  and 
that  he  has  since  been  continuously- 
en2Ujed  in  the  work  of  the  Commission. 
He  has  kept  no  record  whatever  of  any 
valuations  he  may  have  made  prior  to 
that  appointment.  He  haf%  no  recollec- 
tion of  his  liaving  taken  part,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  in  fixing  a  rent  on  a  holding 
which  he  had  on  a  former  oec!asion 
inspected  for  the  landloi*d.  The  Com- 
^^^^"*pners  see  no  I'^ason  why  this 
bmaii  should  not  be  retained  as  an 
Assistant  Commissioner, 

CdTHOLIC  CHILDREt^. 
Mr.  KNOX :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Sjcretury  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ice- 
land whether  he  is  aware  that  from  time 
to  tim:^  during  the  last  16  years  applica- 
tions have  been  made  to  the  Gi-and  Jury 
of  the  County  Cavan  for  contributions 
towards  the  maintenance  of  Catholic 
children  fi-om  the  county  detained  in 
CiithoHc  Industrial  Schools  under  "  The 
Industrial  8iihools  (Ireland)  Act,  1868/' 
and  that,  though  the  vast  majority  of 
casspayers  are  Catholics,  such  applica- 
tions have  been  persistently  refused,  on 
the  alleged  ground  tliat  a  standing  order 
prevented  the  Grand  Jury  from  con- 
tributing to  any  industrial  school ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  since  1881 
applicntions  for  similar  contributions  U) 
t'rotcstant  industrial  schools,  made  in 
the  same  statutory'  form  and  under 
similar  circumstances,  have  every  year 
been  granted  ;  whether  such  Protestant 
industrial  schools  were  described  as  re- 
formatories in  the  published  Abstract  of 
Presentments,  in  order  to  make  it  appear 
that  the  contribution  was  obligatory,  and 
not,  as  in  the  case  of  industrial  schools, 
voluntary  ;  whether,  in  their  Return  to 
the  Inspector  of  Industrial  Schools  in 
Ireland,  made  in  respect  of  the  year 
18SS»  the  Grand  Jury  reported  that  their 
contributions  to  industrial  schools  were 
«.i/,  adding  in  a  note  **  2s.  6d*  for  schools 
already  on  the  books,'*  although  one  of 
the  Protest mt  schools  to  which  a  con- 
ribution  was  made  during  1888  had  not 
Bvionsly  been  on  the  books;  whether 
J/n  Knox 


the  attentiun  of  the  Auditor  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  has  been  called  to  the 
matter  ;  if  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  statement  of  the  Secretary  to  the 
Grand  Jury  to  the  Auditor^  that  the 
grant  had  \yeen  obtained  by  the 
Protestant  industrial  schock  by  falsj 
pretences,  and  if  he  can  say  on  what 
foundation  this  accusation  was  made ; 
and  what  action  the  Local  Government 
Board  propose  to  take  to  secure  treat- 
ment for  Catholic  similar  to  that  which 
has  been  accorded  to  Protestant  schools  1 
Mr.  a,  J.  BALFOUR:  The  pmv 
ceedings  of  Grand  Juries  not  iDeing 
under  the  control  of  the  Executive 
Government,  I  am  not  in  possession  of 
detailed  information  on  the  subject  of 
this  question.  It  appears  that  the  Grand 
Jury  did,  for  a  time,  contribute  to  the 
funds  of  the  Meath  Protestant  Male  and 
Female  Industrial  Schools,  but  that  at 
last  Assizes  they  refused  to  continue  the 
contribution.  The  Local  Government 
Board  have  no  control  over  Grand  Juries 
in  regard  to  their  presentments, 

THE  IRISH  LAND  COURTS. 

iMa.  JOHN  ELLIS  (Nottingham, Rush- 
eliUe) :  I  beg  to  sisk  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  li*eland 
"whether  he  will  give  a  Return  showing 
tlie  dates  of  the  last  sittings  of  the  Land 
Courts  in  each  county  in  Ireland,  with 
the  number  of  applications  for  judicial 
rents  undisposed  of  in  each  county  on 
31st  March,  specifying  how  many  of 
these  applications  are  more  than  six 
months  old  ? 

Mr,  a.  J,  BALFOUR  :  If  the  hon. 
Member  will  move  for  the  Return  it  will 
be  granted. 

THE  LAND  PHRCHASE  ACT 
Mr.  ROWNTRIiIE  (Scarborough):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if,  in  view 
of  his  statement  to  the  House  on  21  at 
July,  1887,  that  the  equitrible  Clauses  of 
the  Land  Bill  then  under  consideration 
formed  an  **  expeditious  method  of  ap- 
plying the  principle  of  a  sliding  scale  so 
as  to  obtain  a  temporary  remission  of 
rents  until  the  purchavse  scheme  can  be 
carried,'*  the  Government  propose  the 
continuance  of  any  such  provisions  in 
favoi;x»pf  tenants  whose  landlords  decline 
to  treats  for  the  sale  of  their  holdings 
under  thlf  Land  Purchase  Act  ? 


%\ 


Local  Govemmeni  f  Apkil  21,  1890} 


BiU  for  IMand. 


962 


Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOim  :  The  provis ions 
of  the  Act  of  1887  rt^ferred  to  ^ere  in- 
tended to  meet  a  temporary  necessity. 
The  principle  of  a  eUding  scale  for  judi- 
cial rents  would  seem  to  have  little  cou- 
nection  with  a  scheme  of  land  purchase. 

LOCAT^  GOVERNaTENT  BILL  FOR 
IRELAND— SALE  OF  LIQUOR. 

Mr.  lea  (Londonderry,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  wbetlier  the 
Government  now  intend  to  introduce  a 
Local  Government  Bill  for  Ireland  thi.H 
Session  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  such  Bill 
will  be  upon  similar  lines  to  the  Acts 
passed  for  England  and  Scotland,  as 
intimated  in  Her  Majesty's  Gracious 
Speech,  or  if  it  will  contain  any  provision 
for  giving"  powers  to  Local  Authorities  to 
control  the  hours  during  which  Exciseahle 
liquors  are  sold  in  Ireland,  or  any  such 
regulations  1 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  possibility 
of  introducing  a  Local  Government  Bill 
for  Ireland  during  the  course  of  the  Ses- 
sion must  depend  upon  the  progress  of 
other  Government  business  which  at 
present  stands  before  it.  But,  of  course, 
the  Government  adheres  to  the  intentions 
expressed  on  this  subject  in  Her 
Majesty's  Gracious  Speech  from  the 
Throne.  It  is  not  usual  t>  state  the 
provisions  of  any  Bill  before?  it  is  read  the 
first  tun^  ;  but  no  inconvenience  can,  I 
tUink,  arise  from  my  informing  my  hon. 
Fri-nd  that  the  Irish  Bill  would  not 
differ  from  that  passed  for  England  and 
Scot  and  in  respect  of  containing  provi- 
sions for  giving  powers  to  Local  Authori- 
ties to  control  the  hours  during  which 
Excisable  liquors  are  sold. 

Mk.  sexton  (Belfast,  W,)  :  I  assume 
it  may  be  understood  that  the  question 
of  the  introduction  of  the  Bill  is  still  an 
op^u  one,  and  that  it  will  be  open  for  lion. 
Members  to  move  provisions  connected 
with  legislation  for  the  liquor  traffic, 
and  to  take  the  sense  of  the  House  upon 
them. 

*Mb.  lea  :  I  beg  to  give  notice 
that  to-moiTOw — the  Chief  Secretary 
having  informed  the  House  that  the 
Locil  Government  Bill  for  Ireland 
to  be  introduced  this  Session*  as  inii* 
mated  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne, 
will  be  upon  similar  lines  as  the  Acts 
jjosaed  for   England    and  Scotland,   and 


will  not  contain  any  provisions  giving 
Local  Authorities  power  to  control  the 
hours  during  which  the  ti'ade  in 
Excisable  liquora  shall  be  carried  on  iu 
Ireland,  I  will  move  that — 

**  This  Houaa  is  of  opinion  that  there  10 
nothiriiij  to  prevent  it  from  proceediDg  furthor 
with  lei^islHtion  in  relalioa  to  the  control  of  and 
trade  in  EjccUnble  liquors  in  Ireland,  any 
previous  RtfaoJution    of    the   llousts    notwith- 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  (Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne);  In  connection  with  the  Motion  of 
which  my  hon.  Friend  has  Just  given 
notice  I  wish  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether,  in  view  of  the  promise 
which  the  Chief  Secretary  gave  on 
Februaj-y  I,  188J>,  with  the  authority  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  do  the  best  they  could  to 
facilitate  the  ptissing  of  the  Bill  of  my 
Lon,  Friemi,  he  will  give  facilities  to 
morrow  night  for  the  discussion  of  myl 
hon.  Friend*8  Motion  1 

*TiiK  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  W.  H. Smith,  Strand,  Westminster): 
I  think  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  give 
facilities,  much  as  I  should  wish  it.  I 
do  not  know  that  I  have  ir.  in  my  power 
to  do  so  ;  but  I  will  inquire  whether  it 
is  in  the  power  of  the  Government  to 
assist  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  obtain  a 
decision  of  the  House  upon  this  Mo- 
tion. 

Mr.  J,  MORLEY  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  in  consequence  of 
the  decision  nf  the  House  iri  Liv^mr  of 
an  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tippeitiry  (Mr.  J.  O'Connor)  there  was  & 
ditBculty  in  bringing  on  the  Bill  of  my 
hon.  Friend  t 

♦Mb,  W.  H.  SMITH :  There  can  be  do 
doubt  that  a  misunderstanding  has 
arisen  as  to  the  effect  of  the  R(  solutiun 
to  which  the  House  came  ;  but  I  may 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
the  Government  voted  that  the  words 
"  do  not  stand  part  of  the  Question.*'  I 
should  be  glad,  in  view  of  the  misappre- 
hension, to  do  anything  in  my  power  to 
give  the  House  an  opportunity  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  consideration  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  One  word  more, 
That  is  the  reason  why  we  are  anxicus 
tlmfc  the  Resolution  of  my  hon.  Friend 
should,  if  possible,  come  on  to-morrow. 

^Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  1  can  only  repeat 
what  I  have  said  already. 
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THE    LAND    COMMISSION— KINO'S 
CO  UN  IT. 

Mb.  MOLLOr  (Kiag^s  Co,,  Birr)' 
I  bjg  to  ask  tke  Chief  SL'cretary  to  the 
Lorl  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  ii  he  is 
awarcj  that  in  the   Kiu^^'s  Coutity  there 

kare  cases    cintared   for    bearing    by    the 

^Land  Commission  since  1887  which  have 
not  been  heard  ;  and  if  he  will  causa  thesa 
caseH  to  be  bsard  by  the  Commission ;  and, 
if  aecassary,  appoint  further  Coinnii«- 
8 io ner  >  t)  relieve  these  ap  >licant5  from  the 
difficulties  under  which  they  suffer  ? 
Mr.   a.   J.    BALFOUR:    The    Land 

^Commissionera  report  that  the  matter  is 
as  stated  in  the  iirst  paragraph  of  the 
question.  A  Sub-Commission  has  been 
sitting  continuously  in  the  Kinq-'s  Cunnty 
for  upwards  of  six  months,  and  the  Cum- 

ymissionera  have  made  arrangements  to 
send  another  set  of  lay  Assistant  Com- 
missionera  into  the  county,  which  wnll 
be  done  at  the  earliest  date  practicable* 

Mr*  MOLLOY  :  Already  theaa  ca^sa 
are  three  years  in  arrear.  When  is  it 
Hkely  tb'it  tlie  sul>Comniissloner8  will 
visit  King's  County  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Land 
Commissioners  siy  that  the  duti^'S  will 
ba  discharged  at  the  earliest  practicable 
ropportunity.  The  arrears  I  am  glad  to 
Say  are  diminishing,  and  I  may  remind 
the  House  that  I  was  desirous  of  intro- 
ducing a  Bill  dealing  with  them  both 
last  year  and  the  year  before. 

MURDER  OF  A  NATIVE  OF  INDIA. 
Sis  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, <kc, )  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  whether  the 
I  Secretary  of  State  has  obtained  or  can 
obtain,  any  Report  regarding  the  military 
aspects  of  the  case  in  which  a  soldier 
named  0*Hara  and  another  were  tried 
for  the  murder  of  a  native,  and  the 
state  of  discipline  disclosed  at  the  trial 
in  a  cantonment  in  the  immediate  neigh- 
bourhood of  Calcuttr*,  where  a  party  of 
sot  litjrs,  after  drinking  in  tha  canteen, 
broce  out  of  bari'acks  with  their  rilles 
anl  ainmuniti'tnt  and  after  various  ou t- 
r^iges  in  search  of  d/ink,  mortally 
wou  idjd  a  nativj  who  f.iiled  to  supply 
tlum  ;  and  then,  after  spo tiding  sonie 
boura  of  a  fin©  moonlight  night  plunder- 
ing bquor,  firing  rifles  in  a  wanton  way, 
And  conducting  themselves  in  a  drunken 


and  outrageouB  manner,  impressed  a 
cart,  and  in  that  conveyance  openly 
came  home  by  the  high  road  and  re- 
entered barracks  ;  whether  he  has  ob- 
served that  neither  at  the  time  did  the 
Military  Authorities  interfere,  nor  for 
weeks  after  waa  anything  done  to 
identify  the  soldiers,  and  when,  later,  in 
response  to  an  ofEer  by  the  magistrate 
of  pardon  and  reward  one  of  the  eoldiers 
testified  against  the  others,  bis  evidence 
was  so  un corroborated  that  eventually 
th^-  High  Court  acquitted  and  discharged 
the  aceusad.and  justice  has  altogether 
failed;  and  whether,  in  communicatiDg 
with  the  Military  Authorities,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  will  inquire  into  the  whole 
matter  as  a  question  of  military  dis- 
cipline 1 

The  under  SECREl^ARY  or  STATE 
roB  INDIA  (Sir  J.  GoRST,  Chatham)  : 
No  Rep'jrt  has  been  receive  d  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  but  he  will  call  for  one 
from  the  Govarnmeut  of  India* 

DEATHS  FRUM  ELECTRIC  CURRENTS. 
Me,  JAMES  (Gateshead) :  I  beg  toaak 
the  President  of  the  Board  cif  Trade 
whether  any  information  has  been  re- 
ceived as  to  the  number  of  deaths  of 
recent  years  in  the  United  States  from 
electric  currents  from  wires  overhead  or 
otherwise  in  the  United  States ;  and 
whether  there  would  be  any  objection  to 
lay  this  information  before  Parliament  ? 

•The  PRESIDEN^T  of  the  BOARD  or 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
W.)  :  No,  Sir  ;  the  Board  of  Trade  have 
received  no  official  information  as  to  the 
number  of  deaths  from  electric  currenta 
in  the  United  States*  1  am,  however, 
endeavouring  to  obtain  information,  and 
shall  be  happy  to  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  any  that  I  rooeive, 

EQUIPMENT  OF  THK  VOLUNTEERS* 
SiB  HENRY  HAVELOOK-ALLAN 
(Durham,  S*E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  what  steps,  if  any, 
the  Government  p rope 8 3  to  take  to  give 
practical  effect  to  the  vote  of  this  House 
of  the  13th  March  last,  declarirg  that 
the  necessary  equipment  required  to 
make  the  Volunteers  effective  for  service, 
in  casa  of  emergency,  should  be  provided 
at  tlie  public  expense  ;  and  what  expec- 
tations he  can  hold  cut  of  those  steps 
being  taken  at  an  early  date  ? 
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•The  SECRETAHT  of  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr  E.  8tanhope,  Lincolnslnre, 
Horacastle)  :  The  C banco llor  of  the 
Exchequer  liaa  already  iufurmed  the 
House  tliat  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Goveramenfc  to  give  practical  effect  to 
the  vote  in  question;  but,  pending  certain 
inquiries,  I  thiak  I  had  better  postpone 
giving  further  details*  But  I  propose  to 
take  action  very  shortly.  If  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  puts  a  question  to  me 
on  tbia  aubjecfc  iu  a  week  or  a  fortnight 
I  may  be  able  to  answer  him. 

THE  MENAI  SUSPENSION  BEIDOE. 

CjLPriiir  VERNET  (Bucks.  N.)i  I 
beg  to  aak  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  whether  it  is  the  case  that  the 
woodwork  of  the  roadway  of  the  Menai 
Suspension  Bridge,  laid  down  about  eight 
years  ago,  was  coustructeii  of  unseasoned 
timbjr^  and  already  shows  signs  of 
decay  j  whether  it  was  surveyed  by  Mr. 
Bjfclcer  in  1883.  and  reported  as  likely 
only  to  last  five  years  longer ;  what  was 
the  total  cost  of  relaying  the  roadvyay  ; 
whether  tbe  original  timbers  of  the  road- 
way  lasted  about  60  years,  and  were 
the  a  found  to  be  mostly  sound  ;  whether 
he  will  lay  Mr.  Biiker^s  Report  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  ;  and  whether  it  m 
the  case  that  the  Menai  Bridge  tolls 
have  been  recently  increased,  so  aa  to  be 
in  many  cases  double  what  they  were  a 
few  months  ago  1 

The  first  COmilSSIONER  of 
W0RK:S  (Mr,  Plunket,  University  of 
Dublin):  (1)  The  woodwork  of  the 
roadway  laid  down  in  1878  is  showing 
signs  of  djcivy — although  it  was  suppos-'d 
to  have  been  constructed  of  **  seasoned/' 
though  not  '*  creosoted  "  timber.  (2)  Tlie 
bridge  was  sarveyed  by  Sir  Benjamin 
Baker  in  1888.  He  then  reported  that 
"  the  floor  will  not  have  a  life  of  many 
years,  but  its  condition  ia  fairly  good  at 
the  present  time,  and  need  cause  no  anr 
iety."  ( 3}  The  precise  coat  of  relaying 
the  floor  in  1878  is  not  ou  record,  but  it 
was  about  £5,000.  (4)  The  previous 
floor  seems  to  have  been  laid  down  in 
1639.  It  was  in  a  very  unsound  state 
when  renewed  in  1878,  (b)  There  is  no 
objection  to  laying  Sir  B,  Biker's  Report 
on  t^e  Table.  (6)  The  rates  of  t  )ll  have  mjt 
bejn  recently  increased ;  but  the  method 
of  levying  the  toll  has  been  altered,  in  a 
way  which  loads  to  more  frequent  pay- 
ments of  toll,  ftud  this  practically  amounted 


to  an  increase  of  the  tc^lls.  The  change 
has  been  made  by  the  Board's  lessee,  as 
he  says,  in  his  own  defence,  and  entirely 
within  his  right. 

THE  YEOMANRY. 

Mr.  CORNVVALLIS  (Maidstone):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secrettvry  of  State  for  War 
whether  be  intends  to  devote  any  portion 
of  tbe  sum  of  XI 50,000,  that  he  is  going 
to  expend  on  the  equipment  of  the 
Auxiliary  Forces,  towards  the  equipment 
of  the  Yeomanry  \ 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  No,  Sir.  The 
fund  in  question  is  only  granted  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Volunteer  Force. 

WOOLLEN  MANUFACTURE  IN  SCOT- 
LAND. 
Mb.      THORBURK     (Peebles      and 

Selkirk) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord 
Advocate  whether,  at  the  Union  between 
England  and  Scotland,  the  sum  of 
j£2,000  was  set  apart  for  the  encourage- j 
ment  of  woollen  manufacturing  in  thel 
shires  of  Scotland ;  whether  he  will 
consent  to  furnish  a  Report  from  those 
who  administer  the  fund  as  to  what  has 
been  done  with  it  during  the  century  ; 
what  is  the  present  position  of  the  fund, 
and  by  what  authority  has  a  part,  if  not 
the  whole,  of  the  fund  been  diverted 
from  its  original  purpose ;  whether  he 
will  consent  to  a  representative  body,  in 
touch  with  manufacturers,  b^iiig  ap- 
pointed, who  would  administer  the  fund 
more  successfully  than  a  permanent 
Board  in  Ediubui'gh ;  and  whether  he 
will  promise  that,  until  the  matter  has 
baen  fully  investigated,  no  step  will  be 
taken  to  dispense  the  fund  in  a  different 
direction  from  what  was  originally  in- 
tended 1 

♦Mb.  J.  R  B.  ROBERTSON  :  I  have  net 
yet  received  the  requisite  information  on 
the  subject  to  enable  me  to  answer  I  he 
question.  I  must  ask  mj  hon.  Friend 
to  postpone  it. 

Mr.  THORBURN:   I  will    put    the, 
question  again  on  Monday  next. 

UNITED  STATES  TARIFF  BILL. 
Mb.  watt  (Glasgow,  Camlachie)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affjurs  whether  the  Govern- 
ment  are  now  aware  if  the  new  Tariff 
Bill  proposed  by  the  Ways  and  Means 
Committee    of    the    United    States   has 
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been  publishecl  ;  and,  if  so,  wli ether  he 
ia  in  a  potsttioti  to  state  to  the  Houati  the 
reductions  prtiposed  upon  sugar  and 
other  articles  of  British  production  or 
manufacture  imported  into  thu  United 
States  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J. 
Ferousson^  MaricheBter,  N.E.):  Her 
Majesty's  Minister  at  Washington  has 
rt; ported  by  telegraph  that  the  Tariff 
Bill  was  introduced  into  the  House  of 
Representatives  on  the  IGtli  inat.  The 
duty  it  taken  off  sugar,  and  a  bounty  of 
two  cents  per  pound  given  on  home  pro- 
duced sugar*  Battes  ou  wool  and  cutlery 
are  increased.  Her  Majesty's  Minister 
does  not  give  the  details,  os  they  are  too 
lengthy  to  telegraph ;  but  lie  lias  f<>r- 
warded  them  by  mail,  and  they  may  be 
expected  very  shortly. 

SEVERE  SENTENCE. 

Ma.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Hume  Department  whether 
he  is  aware  that,  at  the  Leicester  Quarter 
Sessions  on  the  10th  iiisf.,  the  Recorder 
santenced  Edward  Button,  who  had  been 
previously  convicted  of  felony,  to  10 
years'  penal  sirvitude,  to  be  followed  by 
live  y^^ars'  police  sapervision,  for  stealing 
a  St^jt  of  hroinjns;  and  whether  lie  wilt 
onsidar  this  sentance  with  a  view  to 
mitigate  its  severity  ? 

Ths  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Muthews, 
Birmingham,  E.)  :  Yes,  Sir;  I  observe 
froDk  the  Calendar  that  this  man  was 
convicted  of  receiving  stolen  goods  and 
sentenced  as  stated.  He  had  been  throe 
times  previously  convicted,  and  twice 
Bt^ntenced  to  long  terms  of  penal  servi- 
tude.  No  mitigating  circumstances 
have  been  laid  before  me  in  this  case. 
I  am  not  in  possession  of  any  informa- 
tion which  would  justify  me  in  inter- 
fering with  the  sentence. 

THE     RAILWAY     ACCIDENT     AT 
CARLISLE, 

Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton, 
E.)  :  I  beg'  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  ol  Trade  whether,  considering  the 
verdict  returned  at  the  Curoncr's  in- 
quest upon  the  lour  passengers  killed  at 
Carlisle  Citadel  Station  on  4th  March, 
in  which  some  of  the  jury  unanimously 
expressed  the  opinion  that — 
Mr.  Watt 


'*  *j  he  London  and  North*Wpffem  Railwuy 
Cornpuny  iiujurred  u  s'^ery  grave  respoaeibiiity 
in  uiing  a  brake*  of  such  aD  unccrtnin  and  un- 
reliable chfinicter ;  " 

and  having  regard  to  the  fact  that  the 
driver  of  the  train  stated  that  it  waa 
the  same  pipe  out  of  which  a  foot  of  ice 
wsLH  taken  when  his  brake  failed  at 
Northampton  last  year  wlien  driving  the 
same  engine,  he  will  refer  the  whole  ques- 
tion of  brake  failures  to  a  Departmental 
Committee  of  scientific  and  practical 
experts ;  and  whether  the  Report  of 
Colonel  Rich  upon  this  accident  will  be 
laid  before  the  House  1 

•Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  Until  I 
have  received  and  had  time  to  consider 
the  Report  of  the  Inspecting  Officer 
appjintfd  ti>  inquire  into  the  accidenfcl 
I  am  nut  in  a  position  to  make  any 
statement.  The  Report  will  be  ready  in 
a  few  days,  and  I  will  at  once  present  it 
to  the  House. 

NONCONFORMIST  CEMETERY  AT 
NORTH  KELSEV. 
MR..WADDY{Lincoln8hirp,  Brigg) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  fc^rcretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  the  inhabi- 
tants of  North  Kebey,  in  Lineolnahire, 
a  large  inajurity  t»f  whom  are  Noncon- 
formista,  have  by  authority  of  a  duly 
constituted  Burial  Board  provided 
gn  »und  for  a  cemetery  for  the  use  of  the 
parish  ;  whether  there  is  already  ample 
pn)visi<m  in  the  parish  churchyard  for 
all  the  requirements  of  the  members  of 
the  Established  Church,  hut  the  Board  < 
have,  nevertheless,  set  apart  an  adequate] 
portion  of  their  cemetery  for  the  purpose 
of  consecration^  and  Imve  stated  their 
willingness  that  it  should  be  consecrated 
if  the  Bishop,  Vicar,  nr  members  of  the 
Established  Church  should  desire  that 
that  ceremony  should  be  performed ; 
whether  the  Board  have  objected  to 
apply  to  the  Bishop  for  such  consecra- 
tion, and  still  object  to  incar  what  they 
Ijelieve  to  be  the  needless  expense  of 
consecration  and  church  building ; 
whether  the  unconsecrated  portion  ia 
ready  for  use,  but  the  Home  Secretary 
has  refused  to  allow  it  to  ht  used,  or  to 
sanction  the  table  of  charges  and  fees, 
unless  and  until  the  Board  apply  for  tlio 
consecrated  portion  ;  and  whether  it  is 
the  fact  that  many  parishes  in  Lincoln- 
shire have  cemeteries  in  which  no  portion 
of  the  gp*ound  has  been  consecrated  ;  and^ 


9(59 


W  dimch 


{APKit51,  1890} 


\ii 


nL 


070 


if  so,  why  and  hj  wlmt  statutory  autho- 
rity the  inhabitants  of  North  Kolsey  are 
compelled  to  undertake  duties  and  ex- 
penditure  f  mm  which  others  are  exempt  ? 
Mr.  MAITHEWS  :  It  is  the  fact  that  I 
tlie  irdiftbitants  of  North  Kelaey,  in 
Lincolnshire,  have  prorided  a  burial 
ground.  The  pariah  churchyard  has  been 
closed  by  Order  in  Council^  and  there  ia 
nu  provision  there  for  the  requirements 
of  members  of  the  Establislied  Churchy 
nor  can  interments  take  place  there  ex* 
eept  in  vaults  and  walled  graves  existing 
at  the  date  of  the  Order,  The  Burial 
B  rvrd  are  required  try  law  to  apply  to  the 
Bishop  to  consecrate  a  part  of  the  ground. 
I  have  no  power  to  waive  thia  require- 
ment, and  proceedings  by  way  of  inaji- 
damns  will  be  commenced  forthwith.  I 
am  not  aware  whether  there  are  other 
cemeteries  in  which  no  portion  of  the 
grr^und  is  consecrated.  In  esses  where, 
HS  in  Kelaey,  an  Order  in  Council  has 
been  made,  the  law  makes  certain  re- 
quirements which  it  is  mj  duty  to 
enforce, 

SCOTTISH  BOfJN'DARTES  COMMJSSION. 
Mr.MARJORIBAXKS(  Berwickshire): 
I  b:'g  to  ask  the  Lord  Advficate  whether 
he  ts  aware  tliat  the  Boundary  Commis- 
sioners for  Scotland,  at  their  sitting  held 
at  Duns  on  the  I4th  ultimo,  intimated 
that  in  their  opinion  they  had  no  power 
to  deal  with  the  boundaries  of  counties 
except  in  the  case  of  detfiched  portions  ; 
and  whether  this  intimation  is  in  accor- 
daucd  with  the  provisioua  of  Section  45 
of  the  Local  Government  (Scotland)  Act, 
and  with  his  own  statements  as  to  the 
ptivvers  and  duties  of  the  Boundary  Com- 
mission made  in  the  House  of  Commons 
on  8th  April,  1889'/ 
♦Me.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  was  un- 
derstood to  say  that  he  had  not  yet 
received  the  information  that  would 
enable  him  to  answer  the  question. 

THE  PROBATE  DUTY  GRANT. 
Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  (Wolverhamp- 
toDi  K.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Local  Government  Board  if  he  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  state- 
ment showing  the  distribution  of  the 
Prolmte  Duty  grant  during  the  financial 
year  ending  31  at  March,  1890,  and  the 
amounts  paid  to  each  county  during  the 
same  year  in  respect  of  Local  Taxation 
Licences  ? 


The  secretary  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr,  Long, 
Wilts,  Devizes) :  The  payments  which 
up  to  the  present  time  have  been  made 
to  or  on  l^ehalf  of  the  Counties  and 
County  Bi ►roughs  in  England  and  Wales, 
in  respect  of  the  financial  year  ended 
31st  March  last,  hare  been  as  follows  : 
From  Local  Taxation  Licencee, 
£2,917,833;  f  rum  Probate  Duty, 
£1,668,779.  Further  payments  will  be 
made,  which  it  is  estimated  ^vill  amount 
to  X203,388  ;  making  together  a  total 
of  £4,790,000.  The  Local  Government 
Bi»ard  will  not  be  in  a  position  to  make 
the  filial  payments  until  they  have  been 
inf<>rmed  by  tlic  Inland  Revenue  Com- 
missioners (if  the  actual  amount  received 
from  the  licences  collected  in  the  several 
Counties  and  County  Boroughs,  tuul  tlie 
preci.se  amount  of  the  Probate  Duty. 
Immediately  that  the  final  paymenrs 
have  been  made,  I  shall  be  prepared  Ut 
lay  a  statement  on  the  Tal»le  of  the 
House,  giving  the  particulars  desired. 

CAMBHIDGE  TRUSTEE  SAVINGS  BANK. 

Me.  CHARLES  HALL  (Cambridge, 
Chesterton)  ;  I  beg  to  ask  tlie  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  wiiether  lie  has 
now  ascerfcaiuttl  that  tlie  bankers  who 
were  stated  in  the  local  news  pipers  to  bo 
making  arrangements  for  the  transfer  to 
their  own  bank  of  a  large  number  of 
deposit  accounts  of  the  Cambridge 
Trustee  Savings  Bank  were  not  Messrs, 
Mortlock  and  Co.,  but  another  firm? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHJi- 
QUKR  (Mr.  Goschen,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  Y'es,  Sir ;  there  has 
been  a  confusion  which  I  regret.  Messrs. 
Mortlock  and  Co.  were  not  the  bankers 
who  attempted  to  arrange  for  the  ti'ansfer 
to  themselves  of  the  deposit  account  of 
the  savings  bank  in  question.  It  was 
another  firm,  and  au  apology  is  due  to 
Messrs,  Mortlock  and  Co,  for  the  mis- 
take, 

WOOLWICU  ARSENAL. 
Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) :  J  beg 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
when  he  proposes  to  re-introcluce  the 
promised  Bill  to  cany  out  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Committee  of  this 
House  OS  to  certain  workmen,  entered 
before  4th  June»  1870,  in  Woolwich 
Arsenal,  lieing  placed  on  the  superannua- 
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tion  list ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  som^ 
o£  the  persons  proposed  to  be  benefited 
have  died  in  poverty  since  the  Com- 
mitfcee  reported  ;  aad  whether,  on  accmunt 
of  its  urgeucy,  he  will  bring  in  a  sqiafate 
Biil  to  effect  the  object  desired  before 
Whitauntide  1 

Colonel  HDGKES  (Woolwich):  I 
also  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentlerann 
when  be  will  introduce  a  Bill  to  carry  out 
the  recomraendatiou  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee of  this  House  last  Session,  as  to 
certain*  workmen  at  Woolwich  Arsenal  y 
whether  such  Bi  1  will  be  a  separate 
measure,  and  not  connected  with  other 
clauses  relating  to  the  Civil  Service  ;  and 
whether  the  represent  stives  of  tliose  who 
have  died  while  the  delay  has  arisen,  will 
receive  the  amount  which  would  have 
been  payable  to  the  deceased  persons  at 
the  time  of  their  dL^athsl 

Me.  GOSCEEX  ;  It  was  intended  to 
include  the  case  of  the  Woolwich  Arsijnal 
workmen  iti  a  j/eneral  Superannuation 
Biih  But  looking  to  the  time  which  such 
a  Bill  may  take  in  passings  the  Govern- 
ment have  decided  to  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion of  Arsenal  workmen  in  a  S3parate 
measure.  I  must,  howrever,  ask  the  hou, 
and  gallant  Member  for  Woolwich  to 
defer  hia  further  qut^stion  till  the  Bill  is 
introduced. 

Colonel  HUGHES :  Will  the  Bill  be 
introduced  before  Whitsuntide? 

Me.  GOSCHEN  :  Yes ;  within  a  few 
days. 

Colonel  HUGHES  :  I  b?g  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  he 
can  state  approximately  the  number  of 
labourers  employed  in  the  Ordnance 
Store  Department  of  the  R^yal  Arsenal, 
Woolwich,  and  how  many  of  those  earn 
178-  a  week,  and  how  many  18s*  and  IDs. 
respectively  ? 

♦Mr,  E.  stanhope  :  By  the  latest 
Return  there  were  992  labourers  in  the 
Ordnance  Store  Department  at  Woolwich, 
of  whom  318  are  on  17s,  a  week,  345  on 
188,  a  week,  and  200  on  IDs.  a  week, 
besides  87  at  £1  a  week,  and  42  at  25b. 
a  week. 

VACCINATION  RETURNS. 
Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
I  hjg  to  ask  the  Secret iry  of  St:ite  for 
the  Home  Department  whether,  in  the 
case  of  the  Return  *'  Vaccination  Acts 
(Persons  Imprisoned,  *icc.),''  he  can  now 
state  the  extent  of  the  omisaious  ^om 
Colgml  Molan 


that  Return ;  and  if  he  will  state  what 
steps  the  Government  propose  to  take  to 
enforce  the  Order  of  the  House  of  the 
8th  August,  1889  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  The  only  omissfou 
of  which  I  am  aware  is  that  of  certain 
portions  of  the  County  of  Middlesex,  and 
of  tfie  Bonjugh  of  Banbury.  By  a 
printer's  error  Merionethshire  has  been 
printed  Monmouthshire.  A  new  edition 
of  the  Return  is  about  to  be  issued,  and 
ttiese  errors  will  be  corrected.  The  hon* 
Member  will  find  the  Return  for  Hamp- 
shire and  Brecknockshire  undjr  Soutli- 
amptou  and  Breconshire  respectively. 

COMPLAINTS  OF  Pra>^ON  CLERKS. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  (London- 
derry) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
Stat^  for  the  Home  Dejiai'traent  whether 
the  Departmental  Committee  upon  which 
the  Trcfasury  is  represented,  apijointed  in 
1886  to  inquire  into  the  complaints  of 
thj  clerks  in  Her  Majesty *s  prisons,  is 
still  sitting;  and,  if  they  have  concluded 
their  Libnurs,  whether  he  will  inform  the 
House  of  the  result  of  their  inquiry  If 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  raust  ask  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  postpone  the  question 
for  a  few  days.  I  have  not  yet  been 
able  to  obtain  the  information. 

WANDSWORTH  POLICE  COURT. 

Me.  OCTAVIUS  V.  MORGAN  (Bat- 
tarsea)  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Dapvrtment  when  it 
is  intended  to  commence  the  erection  of 
the  new  Police  Court  in  Batterseat 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  informed  by 
the  Office  of  Works  that  the  plans  for  the 
Wandsworth  new  polic3  court  are  almost 
ready.  A  sum  of  £5,000  is  included  in 
tha  Estimate  for  this  financial  year,  and 
the  Office  of  Works  will  commence  the 
work  about  August,  so  as  not  to  incur  a 
greater  expenditure  than  has  been 
allotted  for  the  purposes  of  this  court. 

FOOTAGE  OF  TRADE  OIRCULARS. 

Mr.  OCTAVIUS  V.  MORGAN  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whether 
he  is  aware  that  British  merchants  and 
inauufacturers,  by  jKJstintr  their  trade 
circulars  and  specijnens  of  manufactures 
abroad,  are  at  liberty  to  make  use  nf  un- 
fastened envelopes  in  placa  of  incon- 
venient wrappers,  which  they  are  com- 
pelled to  use  if  posted  in  the  United 
Kingdom  ;  and  whether  the  posta^^ii  of 
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^d.  or  it8  equivalent  is  lost  to  tlds 
conTitry ;  and,  if  so,  whether,  in  the 
interest  of  the  Revenue  of  the  kingdom 
and  fur  the  convenience  of  British 
traders,  he  will  cause  this  inequality  to 
be  removed  1 
♦The  postmaster  GEI^ERAL  (Mr, 
HiiKea,  University  of  Cambridge)  r  I  am 
aware  that  some  persons  post  their 
oircuUrs,  prospectuses,  ^fec*,  abroad  in 
order  that  they  may  use  for  covers  un- 
fastened eiivelnpes  which  are  not  per- 
mitted for  Book  Post  matter  posted  im 
this  country,  I  am  at  the  present 
moment  considering  whether  the  Bjok 
Post  rales  can  properly  be  modified  in 
this  and  some  other  respects. 

ARTIZ4NS*  AKB  LABOURERS' 
DWELLINGS. 

Mr.  HOWELL  Befchtial  Green,  KE,)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  he  can  in- 
form the  House  when  he  will  introduce 
the  measure,  promistid  by  the  Govern- 
m^entp  for  consolidating  and  amending 
the  Acts  relating  to  artizans'  and 
labourers^  dv^^elliugB? 

Mr.  long  ■  I  am  not  in  a  position  to 
st^itjj  when  I  shall  be  able  to  introduce 
the  BiDs  referred  to.  I  may  say,  how- 
ever, that  I  do  not  anticipate  any  con- 
siderable delay. 

TRUSTEE  SAVINGS  BANKS. 

Mr,  HOWELL:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancallorof  the  Exchequer  whether  he 
can  state  to  the  House  when  he  will 
introduce  his  Bill  dealing  with  Trustee 
Savings  Banks  1 

Mb.  GOSOHEIS'  :  I  hope  to  be  able  to 
introduce  the  Bill  on  Thursday, 

PUBLIC  STEA5t  LAUNDRIES. 

Mr.  COGHHjL  (Newcafltle^under^ 
Lyme)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
the  provisions  of  '*  The  Factories  and 
Workshoi)8  Act,  1878"  (41  Vic,  c.  16), 
have  any  application  to  public  steam 
laundries  ;  and,  if  not,  if  there  is  any 
reason  why  parsons  employed  in  public 
steam  Uuudnes  she  aid  not  r^jceive  the 
same  amount  of  prott'ction  as  is  giv^n  to 
persona  employed  in  factories  and  work- 
shops to  which  the  Act  of  1178  ap- 
plies. 


Mb.  MATTHEWS :  The  question  of 
including  laundries  in  the  Factory  Act 
of  1878  was  carefully  considered  at  the 
time  of  the  passing  of  that  Act.  The 
trade  strongly  resisted  the  proposnl,  on 
the  ground  that  bo  much  of  the  work 
was  required  to  be  done  without  de!ay, 
that  any  J  imitation  of  the  hours  of  work 
would  be  impracticable.  A  concession 
was  accordingly  made  to  the  necessities 
of  the  trade,  and  laundries  were  not  in- 
cluded in  the  Act,  regard  being  h^id  to 
the  fact  that  children  and  young  persona 
are  not  employed  in  laundries. 

THE   WELSH  SUNDAY   CLOSING 

C01IMLSJ<;iON^ 

Mr.  ALFRED  THOMAS  (Glamorgan. 
E.) :  1  btjg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  what  action  the  Government 
purpose  taking  on  the  Report  of  the 
Commission  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
operation  of  **  The  Sunday  Cl'>siiig 
(Wales)  Act,  1881  ?'' 

•Mr,  W.  H.  smith  :  The  Government 
have  considered  the  Report ;  but  the  hon . 
Gentleman  will  not,  I  think,  he  surprised 
to  hear  that  we  do  not  propose  to  recom- 
mend Parliament  to  take  any  stt'p  uptm 
it  at  an  early  date.  Having  regard  to 
the  amount  of  busiuees  now  before  tlie 
House,  we  should  hardly  be  justified  in 
introducing  a  measure  for  dealing  with 
Sunday  Closing  in  Wales  this  Session. 

Sir  W.  LAWSON  (Cumberlandp 
Cockermouth) :  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  intend  to  recommend  that  a 
vote  of  thanks  should  be  passed  to  the 
Commissioners  for  their  impartial  con- 
duct? 

[No  reply.] 

EMPLOYERS'  LIABILITY  BILL. 
Mr,  J.  E.  ELLLS  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he 
can  BOW  fix  a  day  for  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Employers'  Liability  Bill ;  and,  if 
not,  whether  he  can  mention  a  date 
before  which  the  Second  Reading  will 
not  be  taken  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  We  shall  not  ask 
the  House  to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time 
in  the  course  of  the  next  week.  That  is 
all  I  can  say  at  present. 

Mu.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton)  r 
As  the  Bill  is  likely  to  give  rise  to  con- 
siderable debate  will  it  be  taken  aa  the 
first  Order^  or  practically  so  t 
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♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  sure  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  see  that  it  is  very 
undesirable  I  should  make  any  posi- 
tive engagement  of  that  character. 
Having  regard  to  the  importance  of  the 
measure,  it  is  desirable  that  it  should 
receive  full  discussion. 

*Mk.  J.  E.  ELLIS :  May  I  aak  if  it  will 
not  be  proceeded  with  before  the  Land 
Purchase  Bill  is  disposed  of  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  Certainly  not. 

ST.  AUGUSTINE  SCHOOL  AT  KILBURN. 
Mr.  CHANNING  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
'  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  how  long  the  St. 
Augustine  School  at  Kilbum  has  been  in 
receipt  of  grants  as  an  elementary 
school ;  what  has  been  the  total  income 
of  this  school  from  fees,  from  Parlia- 
mentary grants,  and  from  subscriptions 
during  the  last  six  years ;  and  whether 
any,  and,  if  so,  what,  part  of  the  income 
of  this  school  during  the  last  six  years 
has  been  applied  to  building  extensions 
in  St.  Augustine's  or  in  other  public 
elementary  schools  ? 

♦The  vice  PRESIDENT  op  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke,  Kent, 
Dartford)  :  The  school  in  question  has 
been  in  receipt  of  grants  for  15  years. 
The  hon.  Member  will  be  able  to  gather 
the  amount  of  these  grants  during  the 
last  six  years  from  the  Appendix  to  the 
Department's  Annual  Report.  It  would 
bj  an  inconvenient  precedent  if  the 
Dipartment  were  asked  to  furnish  any- 
thing further ;  but,  so  far  as  the  informa- 
tion at  my  disposal  goes,  there  is  nothing 
to  justify  the  assumption  that  the  income 
of  the  schools  is  in  excess  of  their  own 
requirements,  or  that  any  part  of  it  is 
devoted  to  purposes  foreign  to  their 
maintenance. 

SECOND  DIVISION  CLERKS. 
MR..LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer whether  clerks  of  the  Second 
Division,  who,  under  Clause  12  of  the 
Order  in  Council,  dated  21st  March, 
1890,  are  eligible  for  promotion  to  the 
First  Division  after  eight  years*  service, 
will  receive  the  scale  of  pay  fixed  for  the 
third  stage  of  the  First  Division  by  the 
Royal  Commission  and  approved  of 
by  the  Treasury  Minute,  dated  10th 
August,  1889,  namely,  £200  to  £500  by 
annual  increments  of  £20  ;  and  whether 


it  is  intended  to  put  into  practice  the 
"  marking  time  **  provisions  of  the 
Treasury  Minute,  dated  31st  October, 
1889,  so  as  to  defer  the  benefits  accru 
ing  in  proportion  to  length  of  ser- 
vice? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  There  is  no  inten- 
tion of  departing  from  the  Treasury 
Minute  of  August  10,  which  laid  down 
that  the  scale  of  salary  recommended  by 
the  Royal  Commission  for  the  Higher 
Division  should  only  bo  regarded  as  a 
maximum,  and  that  the  present  varying 
scales  should  be,  at  any  rate,  temporarily 
maintained.  A.  clerk  of  the  Second 
Division  appointed  to  the  Higher  Division 
will,  therefore,  not  be  necessarily  placed 
upon  a  general  scale  of  salaiy  rising 
from  £200  to  £500,  but  will  be  placed 
upon  the  scale  of  salary  obtaining  in  the 
Department  in  which  he  may  be  pro- 
moted. The  Minute  of  October  31, 
1889,  will  be  modified  on  the  lines  of 
the  principle  adopted  in  the  recent 
Order  in  Council. 

SUPPRESSION  OF  PUBLIC  HOUSES. 
Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  that  in  the  purchase  of 
public  houses  in  order  to  suppress  them 
the  owners  should  receive  not  only  the 
structural  value  and  compensation  for 
disturbance  of  business,  but  the  mono- 
poly value  of  the  licence  created  by  the 
same  restrictions  which  have  been  already 
placed  on  the  issue  of  new  licences  1 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  In  view  of  the  con- 
fusion which  might  unavoidably  arise 
from  answering  questions  on  this  sub- 
ject across  the  Table  of  the  House,  I 
must  ask  the  hon.  Member  to  postpone 
his  question  till  the  Bill  is  introduced. 

DELAGOA  BAY. 
Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  (Shrop- 
shire, Oswestry) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  he  can  state  if  any  stops 
have  been  taken  by  the  Government  to 
protect  British  interests  at  Delagoa  Bay, 
especially  with  regard  to  the  interests 
involved  in  the  railway ;  whether  he  can 
give  the  House  any  further  information 
in  reference  to  the  reported  invasion  of 
the  Shir^  Country,  and  whether  any 
aotual  invasion  occurred ;  whether  he 
can  state  the  amount  of  loans  made  by 
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the  British  Governnaent  tf>  Portugal  ; 
and  if  the  Britisli  Government  have 
ever  renounced  their  chtira  to  repaj- 
mentl 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  (1.)  Her 
Majesty^s  Government  are  making  re- 
preseutationa  to  the  Portuguese  Govern- 
ment, concurrently  with  that  oi  the 
United  States,  respecting  the  British  in- 
te rests  concerned  in  the  Dirlagoa  Bay 
Railway,  We  are  not  aware  that  there 
are  other  British  interests  there  requiring 
protection  at  present.  (2.)  No  further 
information  hna  been  received  to  that 
which  I  have  already  communicated  to 
the  House,  viz.,  that  the  Portug'ueso 
Government  know  of  no  intended  eipedi- 
tion  into  the  Shir^  Country,  but  have 
instructed  the  Governor  General  of 
Mozambique  by  telegraph  to  send  im- 
mediate orders  to  their  officers  to  retire 
below  the  Ruo  if  tliey  have  advanced 
bove  it,  and  they  asfitire  us  that  no 
action  of  the  Colonial  Authorities  will 
be  sanctioned  or  tolerated  that  is  iu con- 
sistent with  the  understanding  between 
the  two  Governments.  (3.)  A  loan  of 
jB600,000  was  made  by  this  country  bl 
Portugfal  in  1809  ;  but  by  the  Treaty  of 
22nd  January,  1815;  whereby  Portugal 
agreed  to  al>olish  the  Slave  Trade,  the 
Convention  of  that  loan  was  annulled 
and  further  payments  declared  to  be 
mitted.  By  an  examination  of  accounts 
n  the  same  year  it  was  shown  that  a 
balance  of  .£2,489,240  was  due  by 
Portugal  rin  account  of  arms  and  other 
upplies  furnished  by  this  country  during 
he  war  l^etwoen  1808  and  1814.  This 
as  not  been  repaid  or  formally  re- 
itted.  The  r^^ason  for  ni»t  claiming  it 
doubtless  was  that  the  war  was  waged 
rather  on  behalf  of  Europe  thau  of 
Portugal, 

THE  NEW  EDUCATION  CODE. 
Mr-     SYDNEY     BUXTON     (Tower 
teamlets,  P*  >plar) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council 
Ion  Education  whether  he  will  undertiike 
Ithat  the  new   Education  Code   Bhall  not 
ame  into  force  until  the  House  has  liad 
,  full  opportunity  of  discussing  it   and 
Bbmending  it  if  thought  desirable  ;  and 
rhether  he  can  fix  a  day  for  the  discus- 
lion  ? 

Sib  W.  hart  DYKE  :  If  my  bon, 
F^riend  will  refer  t^D  the  Minute  prefijted 
to  the  Cede  he  will  see  that  it  will  not 


come  into  force  until  tlie  Huuse  bus  had 
full  opportunity  fur  discussing  it.  1  am 
not  yet  in  a  position  to  name  a  day  for 
the  discussion ;  hut  I  promise  that  due 
notice  shall  be  given. 

SWAZILAND. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON:  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  if  he  can  inform  the  House 
what  in  the  proportion  between  the 
numbers  of  the  8U Injects  of  Great  Britain 
and  of  the  South  African  Republic  m 
Swaziland  ;  whether,  in  case  of  native  or 
other  disturbances,  it  would  ha  possible 
to  send  troops  to  Swaziland  without 
violating  the  tenutory  of  neutral  nation- 
alities; and  what  is  the  distance  between 
the  boundary  of  British  territory  and 
Swaziland  1 

Babon  H.  de  worms  :  The  correct 
numbers  cannot  be  stated  wnth  precision, 
as  many  of  thfe  whites  intei-ested  in 
Swtiziland  are  not  permanently  resident 
there.  The  permanent  residents  appear 
to  be  chiefly  British  subjects  ;  but  the 
subjects  of  the  South  African  Republic 
and  the  sympathisers  with  it,  being  prin- 
cipally concessionaires  and  holders  of 
grazing  rights,  represent,  roughly  speak- 
ing, 3  to  1  of  other  nationahties.  It 
wonld  be  possible  to  send  troops  to  Swazi- 
land without  passing  througli  the  t*erri- 
tory  of  more  than  one  independent 
native  chief,  Zambinfi,  who  desires 
British  protection  ;  but  the  route  wuu Id 
be  a  bad  one>  The  portion  of  Zambana's 
territory  which  intervenes  between  the 
boundary  of  British  territory  in  Zulu- 
land  and  the  boundary  of  Swaziland  is  at 
its  narrowcBt  part,  perhaps,  10  miles 
wide;  but,  as  I  have  indicated,  the 
approach  to  Swaziland  on  this  side  would 
be  circuitous  and  unhealthy. 

CONVICTION  ON  PEIUITRED  El^IDENCE, 
Mr.  CQNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask.  the 
Sjcretnry  nf  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment if  any  compensation  is  to  be 
made  to  the  four  men  who  were  falsely 
imprisoned  on  perjured  evidence  for  a 
supposed  theft  on  a  public-bouse  in 
Whitochapt'l ;  whether,  now  that  they 
have  Ixien  relcnsed,  the  conduct  of  Ser- 
geant Adams  in  reference  to  the  case 
has  been  inquired  into  ;  and,  if  not,  can 
he  explain  on  what  grounds  ? 
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Mr.  MATTHEWS :  No»  Sir  ;  it  is  not 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  ofEer 
compensation  tr)  these  fonr  men.  In  the 
case  of  two  of  them,  the  punishment  has 
been  remitted,  not  be  cans  3  their  innocence 
baa  been  established,  but  because  their 
identification  seemed  open  to  doubt. 
With  regard  to  Hyde  and  Whaley,  the 
Governmijnt  cannot  be  held  responsible 
for  their  wrongful  conviction.  It  was 
due,  in  the  first  pliiCL%  to  the  perjury  of  a 
witness,  who  has  since  been  proseL»nted 
at  the  instance  of  the  Government  and 
convicted  ;  and,  in  the  second  place,  to 
their  own  condact,  and  to  their  fail  are  to 
produce  the  evidence  which  the  Public 
Prosecutor  has  since  brought  forward  and 
by  which  the  perjury  was  established. 
Full  inquiry  hi\s  been  made  into  the 
conduct  of  Scjr^eant  Adams.  Inasmuch 
a^he  destroyed  after  the  trial  certain  notes, 
ha  is  hsld  by  the  Chief  Commissioner  to 
have  acted  imprudently,  and  to  be  deserv 
ing  of  censure ;  but  ia  other  respects  I 
am  satisfied  that  he  acted  without  mala 
fides,  and  in  the  manner  which  he  thought 
best  under  the  circumstances. 

PRIVATE  UNDERWRITERS, 
Mr,  watt  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General  whether,  in  view  of  the 
heavy  premium  charged  by  private 
underwriters,  he  has  now  considered  the 
advantage  which  would  accrue  by  tlie 
risk  in  connection  with  the  transit  of 
acrip,  bonds,  ckc,  being  undertaken 
by  the  Department,  charging  a  moderate 
ratdY 

•Mr.  KAIKES  :  Scrip  and  bonds  can 
be  sent  as  registared  letters,  and  in  tlie 
event  of  their  loss  compensation  is 
given  up  to  a  maximum  of  X5  when  tlie 
usual  postage  has  been  prepaid.  Subject 
to  the  prepayment  of  an  additional  fet' 
of  2d.*  as  an  insurance  fee,  compensation 
is  given  up  to  a  maximum  of  £10.  A 
proposal  has  been  mnde  to  raisi  the  limit 
of  compansation  from  £10  to  a  much 
higher  sum,  and  I  hopi?  soon  to  be  able 
to  arrive  at  a  decision  in  the  matter. 

THE  LIQUOR  TRADE  AND  COilPENSA- 
TION, 

SiK  W.  LAWSON  :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Pre«iident  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
he  is  correctly  reported  to  have  said  at 
Bristol  tliat— 

**The  bittwer  antl  tho  publican  may  aurely 
not  feet  diaftntiifif^d  at  the  important  rtGogni- 


tion  ol  the  pnociple  of  compenflation  for 
ficencen  taken  away  wiihoat  any  default  of 
thtjr  holdtirB  ;'* 

aiidf  if  60,  whether  this  statement  ia  to 
be  understood  to  mean  that  the  Govern- 
ment intend  by  their  proposal  to  gilre 
an  increased  value  to  licensed  houses  I 
♦Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH  :  I  think  that 
the  hon.  Member  has  accurately  quoted 
the  purport  of  my  observations,  but  I 
cannot  accept  the  inference  he  has  drawn 
from  them.  In  my  opinion  fair  com- 
pensation will  not  give  increased  value^ 
but  protection  against  possible  injustice, 

UOLD  AND  SILVER  PLATE. 
Return  ordered — 

*'Of  Ihu  number  of  ounces  of  gpold  iod 
silver  plftte  upon  which  duty  wa«  pfiid  ni  «?acli 
of  the  Goldsmiths*  Halla  in  t^oudon,  Htrmin^- 
hnm,  Cht^Bler,  Sh^ffi^'ld^  Edinhtir^h,  GUsg<iw, 
and  DiiliHDfin  ench  year  from  I3H7-8,incluflirft, 
and  i>t  th«  number  of  ounces  ULon  which 
dniwhauk  ha»  been  allowed  in  rach  of  thcte 
years*;  ahciwing:  alao^  Ihfi  uunibfir  <>f  ounces  of 
«old  »nd  Bilver  plate  halUmHrked  under  the 
VdiuDtary  NVHtem  of  hDll*murkiuf^  arlkle«  not 
subject  to  duly,  und  the  Dumbt^r  of  |^ld  and 
silver  WAteh  (wsea  which  have  been  hull- 
miirked,  distinguishing  those  which  are  Bniiih 
from  those  wbii;h  are  foreign  (in  cootinuAtiOA 
of  Pari i amenta ry  Piip«r,  No.  348,  of  Seasi 
1887).— (jl/r,  JTiwWO 

ORDERS   OF  THE  DAY. 


PURCHASE  OF  LAND  AND  CONGESTED 
DISTKICTS  (IRELAND  RILL.-;No,  m.) 

SECOND    READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 
Motion  made,  and  Question    propose d, 

**That  tlio  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 

time,'- — {Mr.  A,  J.  Baf/mirJ) 

(4.15.)  Mr.  PARNELL  (Cork):  Mr. 
Deputy  Speaker,  however  we  may  differ 
aa  t*>  the  propriety  of  the  propraaisinade 
by  the  right  han.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  in  the  Bill  now  under  Ctrn- 
sidoration,  we,  as  Irish  Members,  are  at 
least  entitled  to  congratulate  ourselvcB 
upon  the  position  which  the  Irish  hind 
question  has  now  attained,  as  ncknow- 
ledged  by  the  introduction  of  the  Bill. 
A  Bill  for  establishing  an  occupying 
ownership  in  Ireland,  of  however  limited 
and  insufficient  a  character,  demorstratea 
the  justice  of  the  claim  that  we  made 
nine  years  ago  by  the  establishment  of 
the  Land  League,  that  such  an  owner- 


981     Purchase  of  Land,  <fec.,       {APBni  21,  1890} 


(Ireland)  Bill. 


982 


ship  ought  to  h&  established.  The  right 
hon.  gentleman  also,  in  the  provisions  of 
his  Bill,  admits  the  justice  of  the  main 
contention  we  then  made,  and  which  we 
make  to-day,  that  the  rents  of  the  Irish 
tenants  are  too  high.  And  so  far  as 
those  two  admissions  go,  we  welcome  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  as  onr  most  recent 
recruit  and  disciple.  The  Irish  land 
question,  after  nine  years  of  strenuous 
exertion  on  the  part  of  Parliament  to 
Battle  it,  still  r  jmains  in  need  of  settle- 
ment. According  to  the  Bill  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  it  is  just  that  the 
Irish  tenants  should  have  a  reduction  of 
20  per  cent,  in  their  rents.  There  are 
two  ways  in  which  the  question  might 
be  settled  :  one  by  the  reduction  of  the 
rents  by  the  action  of  the  Courts  with- 
out purchase — by  the  reduction  of  20 
per  cent.,  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ad  mits  the  necessity  of  ;  the  other 
is  the  way  which  he  has  chosen,  the 
system  of  compensating  the  landlprd  for 
his  interest  in  the  land  by  payment,  and 
making  the  former  tenant  the  owner  in 
his  place.  We  have  to  consider  the 
question  of  ways  and  means  in  con- 
sidering the  sufficiency  of  the  proposal 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  We  our- 
S3lve8  would  prefer  the  solution  by  the 
Courts — at  all  events,  as  a  preliminary 
to  land  purchase — the  reduction  of  the 
rent  of  the  tenant  to  the  level  suggested 
by  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, before  we  came  to  the  English 
taxpayers  for  a  loan  on  their  credit. 
We  have  introduced  Bills  into  this  Parlia- 
ment, Session  after  Session,  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  out  this  ofPer,  and 
our  proposals  were  invariably  defeated. 
We  are,  therefore,  compelled  to  return 
to  the  solution  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  attempted  in  this  Bill,  and  we  are 
met  at  the  threshold  of  our  inquiry  by 
thes3  questions  —  Is  it  a  sufficient 
measure  ?  How  far  will  it  re  ich  ?  And 
how  far  will  the  Imperial  taxpayer  go  in 
the  direction  of  loaning  British  credit  to 
the  Irish  landowner?  The  example  of 
the  Bill  presented  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  in  1886,  shows 
us  that  he  will  not  go  very  far  in  that 
direction ;  it  shows  us  that  the  amount 
of  the  credit  will  have  to  be  very  limited, 
and  that  the  taxpayer  will  not  Cfmsent  to 
extend  the  loan  of  his  credit  to  an 
amount  sufficient  to  settle  this  question. 
The    right  hon.    Gentleman    the    Chief 


Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  has 
recognised  the  fact  in  his  land  purchase 
scheme,  and  he  has  limited  the  amount 
of  the  credit  to  £33,000,000,  or,  taking 
the  £10,000,000  already  spent,  to 
£43,000  000.  He  has  also  seized  upon 
certain  local  funds  in  Ireland  devoted  to 
other  and  most  necessary  purposes  in 
order  to  diminish  the  risk  that  the 
Imperial  taxpayer*  will  ever  be  called 
upon  to  meet.  But  in  so  doing  the  right 
hon.  Gontlt-man  has  destroyed  his  solu- 
tion of  the  question.  He  presents  his 
Bill  to  us,  not  as  a  "measure  to  settle 
the  Irish  land  question — if  he  claims 
that  it  is  a  measure  to  settle  the 
Irish  land  question,  I  shall  be  abundantly 
able  to  show  that  he  is  not— he  presents 
it  to  us  not  as  a  measure  for  the  solu- 
tion of  the  Irish  Land  Question,  but  as  a 
proposal  for  enabling  about  one-ninth  or 
one-tenth  of  the  larger  and  absentee 
owners  to  get  out  of  the  country  at  an  ex- 
orbitant price,  leaving  their  smaller  resi- 
dent brethren  in  the  lurch.  He  presents 
his  Bill  to  us,  not  as  a  proposal  for  the 
purpose  of  making  600,000  Irish  tenant- 
farmers  owners  of  their  holdings,  but  as  a 
proposal  for  making  one  out  of  every  four 
tenants  owners  of  their  holdings.  I 
object  to  this  Bill  because  it  does  not 
carry  out  what  it  pretends  to  carry  out, 
while  it  exhausts  the  Only  Irish  credit 
available  for  the  purpose,  by  inducing  the 
English  taxpayer  to  loan  us  his  credit 
for  the  s<»ludon  of  this  great  question. 
I  think,  and  I  always  have  thought,  that 
we  might  reasonably  ask,  in  view  of  the 
history  of  the  Land  Question,  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  the  Imperial  taxpayer  is 
the  descendant  of  the  men  who  placed 
these  landlords  in  Ireland  for  the  pur- 
pose of  perpetuating  and  securing 
English  rule  in  that  country,  and  that 
the  presence  of  those  landlords  has  been 
the  source  of  untold  misery,  calamity, 
and  sufEering  to  Ireland,  and  has  resul- 
ted in  what  is  now  known  as  the  Irish 
Land  Question — I  think  that  under  these 
circumstances  Irish  landowners  and 
Irish  tenants  are  entitled  to  expect  that, 
to  some  extent,  the  English  taxpayer  will 
help  us  in  arriving  at  a  solution.  But  I 
object  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ruuning  off,  in  company  with  these 
absentee  owners,  with  the  only  kind  of 
credit  we  have,  and,  for  the  purpose  of 
protect'ng  and  inducing  the  taxpayer  to 
help  us,  exhausting  our  resources  for  the 
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solution  of  this  question,  and  yet  leaving 
three-fourths  of  it  unsattled.  By  the 
way,  in  passing,  I  wish  to  notice  that  1 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  no  doubt 
unwittingly,  has  mis-d  escribed  the 
extent  of  hiB  resources,  and  extig- 
gerated,  by  some  milliona,  the  amount  of 
tlie  funds  available.  He  told  the  House 
t!mt  the  capitalized  value  of  the  cash  and 
contingent  portion  of  the  fund  would 
U?  £33,000,000,  whereas  it  is  only 
£26,000,000.  It  is  only  by  seizing 
np>n  the  XI  18,000  surplus  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  that  the  Chief 
Hecretary  has  been  able  to  bring 
the  capitalised  value  up  to  £29,100,000^ 
which  is  3,500,000  short  of  his  original 
L*stimate. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE* 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  B.ilfour,  Manchester, 
E.) :  When  I  gave  the  estimate  I 
necessarily  formed  it  without  consulting 
the  Departments  concerned,  and  perhaps 
it  will  be  more  convenient  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  take  the  figures  from 
the  Return  which  I  have  furnished  to  the 
House. 

Mr.  PARNELL:  I  have  calculated 
the  figures  from  the  Bill,  and  also  from 
the  Return.  I  will  take  the  figures  from 
the  Return  at  £30,000,000,  and  if  we  take 
the  £10,000,000  already  spent,  it  will 
bring  the  amount  up  to  £40,000,000.  1 
will  now  fi^y  tlmtthe  Bill  is  unfair  to  the 
resident  Irish  landowners.  I  state  that 
brietly  now,  as  one  of  my  objections  to  the 
Bdl,  and  I  will  return  to  it  a  little  later 
on.  Out  of  every  four  tenants  you  will 
leave  three  still  pitying  their  original 
iin-reducc'd  rent,  and  you  set  up  fur  their 
example  a  neigliKiur  who  piys  his  rent, 
less  20  per  cent,  reduction,  under  the 
operation  of  this  Bill.  You  take,  as  X 
have  said,  one-ninth  of  the  Irish  land- 
owners, and  ytu  l»uy  them  out,  and,  as  I 
shall  bo  able  to  show,  yuu  have,  to  a  large 
extent,  s^^lected  the  richer  and  alisentee 
landlords.  My  next  objection  to  tlie 
measure  is  that  it  exliausts  our  local 
credit  without  our  consent,  and  that  you 
neglect  to  avail  yourselves  of  the  only 
means  under  which  such  absence  of 
consent  from  the  majority  of  the  Irish 
Members  would  be  excusable,  by  neglect- 
ing to  provide  any  loc*il  control  in  the 
application  of  this  money.  My  fourth 
roas  )n  against  the  Bill  is,  that  so  long  jfis 
ooei*cion  exists  io  Ireland,  and  is  used,  as 
J/r,  Parnel! 


the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  uses  it,  to  prevent  the  legiri- 
mato  combination  of  the  Irish  tenantry, 
the  tenant  does  not  stand  on  an  equal 
footing  in  making  his  bargain  with  the 
landlord,  and  will  be  comp{?lled,  by  tin? 
existence  of  arrears  and  the  existence  of 
coercion,  i\i  give  an  exaggerated  and 
exorbitant  price  for  his  holding.  My 
fifth  objection  to  the  measure  is,  that  it 
makes  no  suitable  provision  for  tha 
congested  districts.  I  shall  show  precisely 
the  mode  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  proposals  for  relieving  the 
congested  districts  are  insnflicient  and 
illusory  to  the  last  degree.  My  final 
objection  is,  that  the  Bill  is  unfair  to 
the  Imperial  taxpayer,  and  that  the 
guaranties  are  illusory,  insuflicient,  and 
valueless.  I  shall  naturally  be  asked 
whether,  after  these  criticisms  on  the 
Government  measure,  I  have  no  counter 
proposal  to  make,  or  whether  I  devote 
all  my  energies  to  pulling  down 
and  destroying  the  work  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  without  having 
anything  to  substitute  in  its  place.  I 
think  such  a  question  might  reasonably 
be  asked  me,  and  I  shall  answer  it  briefly 
by  saying  that  at  tlie  close  of  my 
sirgument  against  tlie  measure  I  prt:»i>ose 
to  explain  my  own  pmposjds.  I  have 
thought  for  many  years  over  the  solniion 
of  this  question.  One^s  opinion  must 
change  and  modify  from  year  to  year  by 
common  experience ;  but  what  I  have  ti> 
suggest  to-day  is  a  solution  that  suggested 
itself  tt)  my  mind  so  long  ago  as  1881. 
on  the  introduction  of  the  Irish  Land 
Bdl  The  year-^  that  have  gone  by  since 
then,  and  the  proposals  in  the  direction  of 
land  purchase  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  in  1886,  and 
the  attitude  of  English  public  opinion  to- 
day, have  convinced  me  that  if  yuu 
refuse  t<:»  further  protect  the  improve- 
ments of  the  tenants  from  confiscation  by 
the  infliction  of  rent,  if  you  do  not  adopt 
that  method,  then  the  only  solution  is 
the  projx)sal  that  I  have  made— that  is 
the  only  alternative.  And  now  I  come  to 
the  question  of  the  insufficiency  of  the  Bill 
This  land  question  is  not  so  large  a  ques- 
tion as  many  will  suppose.  Yoii  make  it  a 
large  question,  I  admit,  by  tlie  method  of 
purchase  proposed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  If  you  adopt  that  method 
of  purchase  it  must  h±  mnde  a  large 
question,  because  a  landlord  selling  hia 
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estate   will    not     readily  part    with   a 
portion  of  it,  and  retain  another  portion, 
Ijut   in   reality    tiic  area,  if   I   may   be 
allowed    the    expression^     of    the   land 
qnesttLin    is    much    more  limited  than 
would  he  supposed  by  the  figures  of  the 
working  of  the  Land  Purchase  Acts  of 
1885    and   1888,       In  looking    at    this 
question    it    is     reasonable    for    us    to 
consider  what  it  is  that  has  created  the 
idea  of  looking  for  a  solution  of  it.      It 
is  the  trouble  which  has  arisen  in  Ireland 
between  the  average  sized  tenancies  and 
the  smaller  cla-^s   of  tenants  and  their 
laDdlords.      The  trouble    has   not   been 
created,  as  a  rule,   by  tlie  larger  class  of 
tenants.     The  larger  class   of  tenants,  I 
have  always  thought,  can  be  fairly  pro- 
tected under  the  operation   of  the  L md 
Act  of  1881  and  the  Amending  Act  of 
1887  admitting  the  leaseholders.      They 
stand   on    a  much    more   equal    footing 
with    their    landlords    to     make    their 
contracts  freely  and  fairly,  and  it  is  not^ 
in  my  judgment*  necessary  for  the  sake 
of  settling  the  Irish  land  question  that 
you  should  include  the  class  of  tenants 
above   £^0   valuation  in   any  Purchase! 
Bill.     Certainly  it  is  not  necessary  you 
sliould  include  the  cost  of  large  grazing 
tenants,  many  of  whom  occupy  farms  of 
from    500    to   2,000   acres.     But  under 
the    operation     of     the    existing    Land 
Purchase     Acts    you     are     obliged    to 
buy    up    the    landlord's    whole    estate, 
grazing    land,    congested    farms,     large 
tenancies^     and     average     agricultural 
tenancies.     The  only  limitation  proposed 
is  that  the  Commissioners  shall  not  ad* 
vance    more   than   £5,000   for  any   one 
estate.     That  is  a   pretty     big    sum    to 
advance  to  any  one  tenant  f  >r  the  pur- 
ie  of  settling  the  Irish   land  question, 
contention  is,   that    it  is  not  at  all 
isary  to  go   beyond  £50,  or,   if  yon 
like,  £70,     The  limitation  of  £50  was 
the  one  adopted  by  the  Arrears  Act,  and  it 
worked  fairly  well,  that   Act  being  the 
moat   satisfactory    that   has    ever   been 
passed  by  the   Imperial  Legislature  for 
the  relief  of  Irish  a;jfricultnral  industry. 
In   Ulster   the  situation   is  considerably 
different  from  that  which  exults  in   the 
other   three   provinces.     The    north    of 
Ireland   was   protected   at  all  times   by 
the  Ulster  custom.     The   landlord   could 
not,  in   that  provincOj   carry  out  the  ex- 
tensive  clearances  which  were  effected,  to 
pome  extent  in  Leinster,  to  a  considerable 
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extent  in  Munster,  and  to  an  enormous 
and  frightful  extent  in  Connaught.  The 
situation  in  Ulster  may,  therefore,  be 
described  as  normal  from  the  point  of 
view  of  land  purchase.  If  you  come  to 
Leinster »  however,  you  find  the  situation 
entirely  different.  There  yon  find  that 
clearances  have  proceeded  to  a  great 
extent,  and  that  you  have  to  deal  with 
very  large  holdings  and  some  consider- 
able tracts  of  grazing  land-  In  Munster 
you  have  also  a  mixed  condition  of 
large  holdings,  and  a  still  larger  area 
of  grazing  land  than  you  have  in  Leins- 
tei%  while  iti  Connaught  the  whole  area 
of  the  country  has  heen  turned  into 
one  vast  grazing  district,  the  small 
tenants  subsisting  upon  the  mountains 
and  hill.%  and  in  the  swamps,  on  land 
which  they  have  reclaimed  from  rcck 
and  waste,  and  occupying  holdings  of  a 
most  miser.ible  ami  impoverished  kind. 
It  comes  to  this — that  the  area  which  is 
now  occupied  by  tenants  above  £50 
valuation  has,  so  far  as  I  can  calculate 
from  the  imperfect  Returns,  absorbed  45 
per  cent,  of  the  whole  purchase  money 
advanced*  Now  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  going  to  buy  up  wliole  estates. 
If  you  buy  at  all,  as  I  have  admitted, 
yon  must  buy  on  the  whole  estate  if  you 
prtxjeed  on  the  principle  of  purchase,  be- 
cause it  is  not  reasonable  to  expect  a 
landlord  to  sell  only  a  portion  and  to  re- 
tain what  you  do  not  want,  and,  certtlnly, 
the  absentee  landowners  have  objected 
to  this.  But  if  yoti  proceed  upon  that 
principle  your  £40,000,000  bi cornea  ludi- 
crously iimdequate.  There  are  in  Ireland, 
under  the  f^y stem  udoptcd  in  the  working 
of  the  existing  Acts,  14, 000,000  statute 
acres  of  land,  wliich  will  have  to  be  dealt 
w^'th  if  yfpu  proceed  on  the  principle  cf 
buying  up  wbole  estates.  The  Poor  Law 
t:»nement  valuation  of  these  14.000,000 
acres  is  about  £9,000,000.  According 
to  the  Returns  which  have  been  presented 
to  US,  an  average  of  18|  years*  purchase 
of  the  Poor  Law  tenement  valuation  has 
been  given  under  the  sales  already 
effected.  If  you  multiply  18^  by  9,  you 
have  a  sum  total  of  £160,500,000  as  the 
amount  necessary  to  be  provided  for  a 
solution  on  the  lines  pro]X)sed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  exhausts  our  resources  after 
an  expenditure  of  £40,000,000,  and  he 
leaves  three-fourtlis  of  the  question  un- 
touched ;  h?  shuta  the  door  in  the  face 
2  U 
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of  three-fourtlis  of  the  Irish  tenants,  who 
will  receive  no  redaction,  aud  leftves 
nine-tenths  of  the  Irish  landowners  ^vith 
no  prospect  before  them  except  con- 
tinuona  strife  with  their  tenants  in  the 
attempt  to  obtiiin  for  themselves  the 
favourrible  position  of  the  minority  who 
have  purchased.  I  have  said  somethiog 
about  the  character  of  the  sales.  There, 
a^aiQ,  I  have  t^  complain  of  the  want  of 
information.  The  iogenaity  of  the 
officials  iu  Dublin,  and  here  in  the  Irish 
Office^  ought  to  have  been  exhausted  to 
supply  full  information  from  every  point 
of  view  in  refereticd  to  tlie  working  of 
the  Land  Purchase  ActSt  but  the  infor- 
mation we  hti  ve  had  is  of  the  most  meagre 
description,  and  leaves  many  most  im- 
portant matters  in  the  dark*  Acoordiug 
to  the  Returns  laid    before  Parliament, 

fiving  an  account  of  sales  up  to  December 
1»  1888,  I  find  that  530  owners  of 
land  sold  their  estates  to  tlieir  tenants, 
at  an  expenditure  amounting  to 
£3,792,000,  Of  these  530  owners^  34 
walked  off  with  £2,251,000,  or  six  out 
of  every  100  owners  whu  sold  got  away 
with  57  per  cent,  of  the  whole  amount 
of  the  purchase;  money.  I  will  read  out 
the  name^  to  the  House,  and  the  amounts 
they  absconded  with;  they  are  very  in- 
structive. If  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  North  Armagh  finds  these  owners 
fighting  with  him  in  *^  the  laat  ditch," 
this  may  probably  account  for  it*  I  will 
give  the  amounts  in  mund  numbers. 
They  have  had  a  good  deal  more  than 
these  sums,  but  these  are  up  to  the  end 
of  1888.  The  Duke  of  Abercorn  has 
r^'ceived,  in  round  numbers,  £267,000; 
Sir  Vict(ir  E.  Brooke,  £83,000;  Sir 
Thomas  Lennard,  £108,000  ;  the  Salters' 
Company,  £230,000  ;  the  Fishmongers' 
Company,  £118,000  ;  the  Skinners' Com* 
pany,  £103,000  ;  The  Marquess  of  Water^ 
ford,  £124,000  ;  the  Marquess  of  Bath, 
£290,000;  Mr.  Geoi^e  Lane  Fox, 
£67,000;  the  Duke  of  Leinster, 
£434,000;  the  Earl  of  Normanton. 
£34.000;  Lord  Ashbourne,  £10,000^ 
we  will  not  begrudge  that  modest 
amount  to  the  author  of  the  Act ;  Mr. 
Anthony  Strong  Hussev,  £63,000 ; 
Earl  Stanhope,  £39,000  ;  Lord  Castle- 
town, £49,000;  Lord  Kilmaine, 
£53,000  ;  and  Lord  Ardilaun,  £38,000. 
There  are  others,  making  altogether  34 
in  number,  mainly  Peers  and  persons  of 
title,  who  form  G  per  cent,   of  the  total 


number  of  landlords  whose  estates  have 
been  bix:>u^ht  audtr  the  Act,  who  have 
walked  ^jS  with  57  per  cent,  of  tho 
whole  sum  paid  undur  that  Act.  Nine 
of  these  have  taken  £1,500,000,  or  42 
per  ci?ut,  of  the  whole.  If  you  are  going 
to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  as 
you  have  done  those  of  the  Act,  by  the 
time  you  have  spent  your  £40,000,000, 
too  out  of  the  10,000  Irish  landowners 
will  walk  off  £24,000,000  out  of  the 
whole  £40,000,000.  That  is  not  the  way 
in  which  we  should  like  to  see  the  Irish 
Land  Question  settled.  We  do  not  want 
to  exterminate  the  Irish  resident  laud- 
owners.  We  have  never  felt  any  ill- will 
to  them  individually.  We  have  [perse- 
cuted and  have  Bucccssfnlly  abolished 
the  system.  But  with  the  power  of 
these  landowners — many  of  them  the 
victims  i>i  circumstances,  I  admit — to 
oppreiis  and  rack  rent  their  tenants 
abuliahed,  and  with  a  suitable  solution  of 
the  land  questioii,  we  should  gladly 
welcome  their  presence  in  Ireland  ^  we 
should  gladly  see  them  taking  the  part 
for  which  they  are  so  well  fitted  in  the 
future  social  regeneration  of  the  conn  try , 
in  the  future  direction  of  affairs,  and  in 
the  future  national  life  of  the  country. 
We  do  not  desire  that  their  inttfresta 
should  be  sacrificed  for  the  sake  of  the 
absentee  landowners.  If  there  is  one 
particular  in  which  the  Bill  distiDgnishes 
itself  more  than  another,  it  is  in  the 
utter  unscrnpuliiusncBS  with  which  it 
throws  overboard  the  Irish  resident  land- 
owners, and  leavts  their  future  to  be 
utterly  destroyed  and  mined.  Let  ub 
examine  the  pt  alt  ion  of  the  smaller  Irish 
landowner  His  ettate  is  heavily  mort- 
gaged, but  he  has  an  income  remaining 
after  jmying  all  his  annual  liabilitits. 
He  oi'cupies  a  portion  of  his  land  himself, 
and  the  remainder  is  let  to  tenants,  with 
whom  ho  is  at  perpt'tual  war  with  refer- 
ence to  a  reduction,  which  they  den j and, 
of  from  20  to  30  per  cent.  You  advise 
him  to  sell  and  to  take  20  years' purchase 
of  his  net  rental.  I  will  take  the  example 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  andessume 
the  estate  to  have  a  net  annual  value  dt 
£100  a  year.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proposes  that  the  estate  shall  be  pur- 
chased at  £'2,000,  that  the  tenant  shall 
pay  £80  per  annum  instead  of  hia 
original  rent  of  £100,  and  we  will  sup- 
pose that  there  are  encumbrances  on  the 
estate  amounting  to  £1,000,  wliich  will 
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have  to  be  paid  off,  leaving  £1,000  clear. 
The  owner  will  receive  Stock  bearing  2  J 
percent,  interest,  which  will  give  him 
an  income  of  X27  10s.,  instead  of  his 
original  income  of  £40  ;  in  other  words, 
he  will  sustain  a  loss  of  32  per  cent. 
The  Bill  will  leave  the  normal  clags  of 
Irish  landlords  nntouched,  and  it  will 
leave  three-fourths  of  the  Irish  tenants 
untouched.  It  will  set  up  a  standard  of 
rent  throughout  the  couiitiy  in  respect 
of  the  fourth  which  it  deals  with,  and 
the  result  will  be  to  ci'eate  an  agitation 
on  the  part  rif  the  other  three-fourths 
for  a  similar  reduction  of  their  rents. 
How  are  you  going  to  meet  that  agita- 
tion] You  have  admitted  in  your  mea- 
sure that  the  rent  must  be  reduced  by 
20  per  cent,  in  respect  of  the  one-fourtk 
of  the  Irish  tenantry.  You  do  not  select 
these  tenants  because  they  are  the  most 
rack-rented.  As  far  as  we  know,  the 
most  solvent  tenants  will  be  the 
fortunate  purchasers  of  their  hold- 
ings, and  you  say  to  the  remainder, 
"You  must  still  pay  your  old  rents/' 
You  will  b}  obli<^ed  to  meet  such  a 
situation  as  that,  and  the  only  way  will 
be  by  an  amendment  of  the  improve- 
ment clauses  of  the  Land  Act  of  1 881,  or 
an  extended  measure,  of  land  purchase, 
involving  £126,000,000,  making  a  total 
of  £166,000,000,  TUeu,  let  us  ootisider 
the  situation  ia  which  we  find  ourselves 
as  Irish  representatives  in  regard  to  this 
demand  for  the  hyijothecaiion  of  these 
funds  for  local  purposes.  I  do  not 
understand  how  the  right  hon,  Cxentle- 
man  haa  the  faoe  to  come  to  Parlia- 
ment with  such  a  proposal  as  that, 
without  accompanying  it  by  some  pro- 
vision for  local  control  over  the  applica- 
tion of  these  funds.  What  is  the  use  of 
talking  of  Local  Government  for  Ireland 
when  yuu  appropriate,  without  our 
consent,  the  very  funds  you  hand  over 
to  the  Local  Authorities  in  England  to 
be  dealt  with  as  they  pleass  ?  Where  is 
the  consistency  of  such  a  proposal  ? 
Either  it  is  right  tliat  the  Local  Autho- 
rities in  England  should  have  control 
over  these  funds  or  it  is  wrong.  If  it  is 
riglit  in  England,  surely  it  is  right  in 
Ireland.  These  services  in  Ireland, 
which  you  pi-opose  to  deprive  of  these 
funds,  are  badly  enough  off  already* 
The  National  School  tt^achers  are  miser- 
ably underpaid,  and  the  provision  for  the 
medical  crmifrjrts  of  the   poor,  which  is 


the  principal  matter  which  is  provided 
for  by  the  grants  of  ParlLament  in  aid 
of  the  Poor  Law  relief,  La  a  matter  of  the 
most  vital  importance  to  the  poor.  But 
you  say  to  the  three-fourths  of  the  tenants 
whose  rents  have  been  left  unreduced, 
"  If  there  ts  any  fault  on  the  p:trt  of  the 
aristocrats  whose  rents  have  been  reduced 
you  will  have  to  pay  for  it."  Is  this 
guarantee  a  real  guarantee  to  the 
English  taxpayer,  or  is  it  illusory  ?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  provides  for  an 
immediate  advance  to  be  made  by  the 
Treasury  for  any  sums  left  in  default  by 
the  tenants.  The  landlord  will  not 
have  to  wait  until  he  gets  this  Poor 
Law  relief  provided  by  the  Bill ; 
he  will  not  have  to  wait  until 
the  Grand  Juries  make  their  present- 
ment. Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
really  suggest  to  Pari  lament,  with  a  serious 
face,  to  make  good  any  default  in  their 
p4Lymeuts  on  the  part  of  the  Irish  tenant 
out  of  the  surpluses  of  England  1  If  you 
are  t*  continue  to  govern  Ireland  from 
here  you  will  liave  largely  to  supplement 
the  suras  given  for  local  purposes.  For 
example,  as  it  stands,  the  system  of 
education  in  Ireland  is  a  scandal.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  admitted  pi^acti- 
cally  in  his  speech  that  he  could  not, 
and  would  not,  cont;.'mplate  the  misappi'o- 
priation  of  these  lociil  funds,  these  Im- 
perial contributions,  to  local  purposes. 
He  said,  *'  We  have  provided  that  the 
Grand  Jury  shall  levy  a  rate/*  If  there 
is  any  tax  in  Ireland  more  odious  tlian 
antither,  and  which  could  be  most  easily 
and  most  readily  I'^sisted,  and  which  the 
payers  would  moat  readily  resist  to- 
morrow, it  is  the  Grand  Jury  Tni.  The 
true  test  of  the  worth  of  these  county 
guarantees  is  this  :  Let  the  Chancellor 
of  the  E:x chequer  take  them  into  the 
money  market  to-morrow  and  see  at  what 
per  cent,  interest  he  could  raise  a  loan 
upon  them.  The  Bill  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  very  like  other  Bills  which 
some  of  us  have  seen,  and  which  were 
presented  to  us  with  the  assurance  that 
the  signature  was  a  mere  matter  of  form, 
and  that  we  should  never  see  or  hear 
anything  of  the  matter  again.  But  those 
of  us  who  have  been  weak  eutjugh  to 
yield  to  the  temptation  have  always  seen 
and  heard  a  good  deal  of  it.  8i»  it  will 
be  with  this  Land  Bill,  These  securities 
are  n<it  real  unless  they  are  given  to  you 
with  the  consent  uf  the  governed  ;  unless 
2  M  2 
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they  are  given  for  the  purpose  of  efEecting 
a  c  )mplete  settlement  of  the  land 
question.  If  they  are  not  so  given,  if 
they  are  given  without  our  consent, 
without  local  authority  or  sanction,  for 
th3  purpose  of  carrying  out  a  parody  of 
land  purchase,  they  are,  in  efEect,  and 
practically  a  swindle  upon  the  English 
taxpayer.  I  come  now  to  the  end  of  my 
objections,  which  I  have  only  very 
slightly  sketched.  In  the  first  place,  it 
is  not  an  honest  Bill ;  S3Condly,  it  will 
not  afford  a  solution  of  the  question ; 
thirdly,  it  will  continue  and  perpetuate 
and  render  absolutely  certain  additional 
agitation  in  Ireland;  fourthly,  its  pro- 
visions cannot  be  carried  out  without 
danger  to  the  Imperial  Exchequer; 
fifthly,  it  is  rejected  by  the  paople  for 
whose  benefit  you  ostensibly  propose  it. 
Well,  is  there  nothing  that  can  be  done 
ill  this  direction  for  a  solution  ?  I  think, 
if  the  matter  is  approached  free  from 
Party  consideratious,  with  an  earnest 
dcjsire  really  to  solve  the  question,  with 
a  sufficient  knowledge  of  the  situation 
and  the  conditions  with  which  you  have 
to  dial,  that  it  can  be  solved  by  the  appli- 
cation of  the  credit  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proposes  to  exhaust  in 
settling  only  one-fourth  of  the  question. 
I  have  said  that  if  you  take  the  limit  not 
exceeding  .£50  valuation,  you  reduce 
the  amount  of  money  necessary  to  be 
provided  for  the  solution  by  purchase  to 
55  per  cent,  of  the  present  amount.  That 
is  according  to  the  Returns  of  the  opara- 
tion  of  the  Acts  already.  Between  45 
and  46  per  cent,  of  the  money  has  been 
spent  in  purchasing  holdings  of  over 
£50  valuation,  and  54  or  55  per  cent,  in 
the  purchase  of  holdings  under  £50 
valuation.  This  limits  the  size  of  the 
question  very  materially.  I  have  also 
shown  that  the  question  is  further 
limited  in  size  by  the  absence  of  any 
necessity  for  making  provision  in  the 
settlement  of  the  land  question  with  re- 
gard to  the  tenure  of  the  large  areas  of 
grazing  ground  in  Munster,  Leinster, 
and  Connaught.  I  think  the  whole  Pro- 
vince of  Connaught,  so  far  as  the  settle- 
ment of  the  land  question  is  concerned, 
could  be  bought  up  for  about  ten  years' 
purchase  of  the  Poor  Law  valuation.  I 
think  I  shall  be  able,  when  we  get  the 
necessary  Returns,  to  prove  what  I  say  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. Well,  then,  if  you  abandon  the 
Mr.  Pa/mell 


solution  by  purchase,  there  are  two  alter- 
native solutions.  The  first  is  the  reduc- 
tion of  rents  by  the  action  of  the  Courts 
under  the  Act  of  1881  and  the  Acts 
amending  it.  The  only  other  alternative 
is  to  adopt  the  principle  of  fining  down 
the  rents  of  these  tenants  whom  the 
necessity  of  the  Irish  land  question  will 
compel  you  to  deal  with,  and  of  those 
tenants  alone.  But  the  practical  question, 
as  I  have  shown,  has  been  in  reference  to 
these  tenants  whoconstitute about  54 or  55 
per  cent,  of  the  whole  net  annual  value  of 
estates  in  Ireland.  On  the  average,  with 
this  class  of  tenants  the  question  in  dis- 
pute is  a  reduction  of  about  30  per  cent, 
in  their  rents.  My  proposal,  shortly,  is ' 
to  give  the  landlord  so  many  years'  pur- 
chase, reducing  the  rents  of  his  judicial 
tenants — of  this  55  per  cent,  of  them — 
to  a  satisfactory  amount.  Let  him,  then, 
use  the  money  in  paying  ofE  the  most 
onerous  of  his  encumbrances.  He  will, 
in  that  way,  as  I  shall  show  by-and-bye, 
increase  his  income  on  the  one  hand  by 
getting  rid  of  heavy  payments  of  in- 
terest— as  the  Irish  landlords  have  to 
pay  a  heavy  rate  for  their  mortgages — 
and  he  will  give  those  of  his  tenants  who 
are  concerned  in  a  sattlement  of  the 
Land  Question  the  30  per  cent,  reduction 
for  which  they  are  clamouring,  and 
without  which  it  will  be  impossible  ever 
to,  have  peace  in  the  agrarian  relations 
of  Ireland.  Now  let  us  see  how  that 
will  work  out.  Under  the  system  pro- 
posed by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
in  the  typical  case  selected  by  him,  the 
landowner  with  £100  a  year  net  annual 
value,  who  is  encumbered  to  the  extent 
of  £1,000,  is  left  under  the  best  circum- 
stances with  his  present  income  of  £40 
a  year  reduced  to  £27  10s.  Let  us  work 
out  how  the  fining  system  would  affect 
this  landlord.  He  has,  after  providing 
for  his  encumbrances,  in  a  cas3  such  as 
I  have  already  given,  a  present  income 
of  £40  a  year.  According  to  the  reduction 
of  30  per  cent,  on  £55  worth  of  the  net 
annual  value  of  the  estate — I  assume  that 
we  have  only  to  deal  with  55  per  cent, 
of  the  area  of  the  estates — the  reduction 
amounts  to  £16  10s.  per  annum.  It  is 
then  lent  on  the  security  of  the  fund 
proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
20  years'  purchase  of  this  reduction,  or 
£330.  You  may  either  treat  this  as  a 
permanent  loan,  or  you  may  treat  it 
under  the   system  proposed  by  the  Bill. 
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I  should  prefer  to  treat  it  as  a  permanent 
loan,  and  not  to  lissociate  it  with  a  Sinking' 
Fund.  But  I  will  take  two  cases — the 
one  with  a  Sinking  Fund  ami  the  other 
without.  If  you  have  a  Sinking  Fund 
the  annuity  on  the  £330  will  amount  at 
£4  percent,  to  £12  10s.  The  interest 
on  the  balance  of  his  encnmbrances, 
about  £650,  at  6  per  cent,  will  amount 
to  about  £4U  a  year.  His  new  income 
will  be  £31  iOs.  with  a  Sinking  Fund 
aa  campared  wltli  an  income  of  under 
the  purchase  Bystem  in  a  similar  case  of 
£27  10s.  Without  the  Sinking  Fund 
his  new  income,  with  the  necessity  of 
paying  only  "2^  per  cent,  will  amount  to 
£34  lOa.  a  year,  or  a  loss  of  only  13  J 
per  cent,  on  his  original  income  of  £40, 
instead  of  a  loss  of  32J  per  cent,  under 
the  purcliase  system.  Now,  having 
bIiowu  you  how  it  works  for  the  landlord, 
I  will  show  you  how  it  would  work  as 
regards  the  fund  and  the  capacity  of  the 
fund.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the 
typical  case  selected  of  a  net  annual 
value  of  £100  ref[uires  £2,000  in  order 
to  settle  the  Land  Question  upon  that 
estate.  I  only  require  £330.  That  is 
to  gay,  under  the  fining  system  yon  oidy 
require  one-sixth  of  the  advance  from 
the  public  funds  which  you  require 
under  the  purchase  system  in  order  to 
secure  a  reduction  of  30  ]iL*r  cent  for 
tlie  tenant,  wheiM  under  tlie  ]*urcha8e 
system  you  only  secure  a  reduction  of  20 
per  cent.  So  that  for  the  complete  solu- 
tion of  this  question  you  will  require 
£166,500,000,  and,  dividing  this  by  six, 
it  bring;s3  it  down  to  something  like 
£27,OOaOOO,  which  is  less  than  the 
£30, 000, Of) 0  provided  under  the  scheme 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The 
compass  of  the  question,  therefore,  is 
well  within  the  I'esourcea  of  the  local 
credit  of  Ireland,  if  you  approach  it 
with  a  desire  to  settle  it  as  a  whole  and 
not  in  a  partial  fashion  of  favouritism 
under  this  Bill.  I  have  never  seen  any 
difficulty  in  a  solution  if  the  Engh'ah 
taxpayer  would  loan  his  credit,  and  I 
see  now  the  question  can  be 
solved  with  a  limited  loan  of  his 
credit.  But  I  shall  resist  to  the 
last  this  attempt  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  destroy  to  take  away  from  us 
the  only  credit  we  have  available  for 
this  purpose,  and  that  by  the  partial, 
insufficient^  and  unfair  method  he  pro- 
poses.    I  am  afraid  I  have   been  obliged 


to  drag  the  House  through  a  very  weari- 
some mass  of  figures,  but  I  think  they 
are  figures  that  will  stand  the  test  nf 
examiTiation.  1  have  worked  them  out 
upon  the  example  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman hiniself  gave  us,  and  I  believe 
that  the  solution  I  have  proposed  would 
work  out  more  favourably  to  the  Irish 
tenant  and  also  to  the  Irish  land- 
owner. Under  the  Bill  of  the  right 
lioit.  Gentleman  a  large  class  of  resident 
landlords  will  be  shut  out  from  the 
benefits  of  the  measure  and  left  without 
hope  to  struggle  witli  their  tenants 
in  a  contest  that  can  only  have  one 
ending,  who  undoubtedly  will  be  ab- 
sorbed, will  be  submerged  in  this 
struggle,  and  who  would  prefer  the  pro- 
posil  I  have  endeavoured  Uy  explain  tf» 
this  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I 
submit  it  is  right  to  consider  whether  it 
is  not  time  to  make  an  attempt,  ,so  far  as 
wo  can,  to  an  appro«cli  to  finality  in  this 
niatter,  so  far  as  we  can  to  grapple  with 
the  wliule  question  which  needs  solutinn, 
devviting  all  our  energies  to  its  settle- 
ment, so  that  the  turmoil,  crime,  and 
disturbance  which  always  jiccompany 
agrarian  agitation  may  be  finally  put  an 
end  t().  Ever  since  1879,  when  I  joined 
this  movement,  this  has  been  my  ardent 
Imp^  and  desire,  as  it  has,  I  believe,  t>een 
that  of  my  C « >  I  h  fi  gu  es .  We  d o  not  f ea  r 
the  solution  of  this  land  question.  We 
know  that  wbun  you  give  independence 
and  security  to  the  Irish  tt*nant.  his 
worth  as  an  Irishman  and  es  an  Irish 
Nati<inalist  will  be  incretjstd.  We  have 
nfjt  based  our  claim  to  nntionhoid  on  the 
sufferings  of  our  country.  We  have 
merely  pointed  to  them  &s  illustrstions 
of  your  incapacity  to  govern  us — to  do  us 
justice  from  Westminster.  But  these 
things  are  not  the  foundation  of  Ireland's 
claim  to  a  institution  of  legislative  inde- 
pendence. So  far  from  the  securing  of 
the  tenant  in  his  holding  and  the  solution 
of  the  land  question  interfering  and 
hindering  the  settlement  of  the  great 
national  question,  I  am  sure  that,  ^vi^ry 
injustice  removed,  every  tenant  gecnred 
in  bis  holding,  will  assist  in  swelling  th*' 
army  of  our  supporters  for  the  regenera- 
tion of  our  country.  I  now  beg  to  mov*' 
that  the  Bill  be  rea^l  a  second  time — thftt 
it  be  read  a  second  time  this  day  six 
months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  cut  th.* 
word  *'now,"    and    at    the   end    of  t)ie 
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Question   to  add  the  words  *'upon  this 
day  six  months." — (Mr,  PamdL) 

Question   proposed,    "  That  the  word 
*  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

♦(5.20.)  The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL 
FOB  IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin 
University) :  The  hon.  Member's  speech 
will  be  read  with  interest  by  all  classes  in 
Ireland,  but  there  is  one  class  €  specially 
to  whom  I  would  like  to  commend  its 
perusal,  namely,  the  resident  landlords, 
whom  the  hon.  Member  has  taken  under 
his  protection.  It  will  be  interesting  to 
them  to  learn  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  on  their  behalf  that  their 
rents  should  be  still  further  reduced 
by  20  per  cent. 

Several    hon.   Members  :    No,    30  per 
cent. 

•Mb.  madden  :  Hon.  Members  do 
not  quite  follow  me.  I  was  not  alluding 
to  the  fining  down  proposal.  1  was 
alluding  to  the  earlier  portion  of  the  hon. 
Member's  speech,  in  which,  having 
erroneously  assumad  that  our  proposal  is 
based  on  a  reduction  of  rents  by  20  per 
cent.,  he  proposed  to  efPect  a  reduction 
of  rents  by  this  amount  without  com- 
pensation, and  this  is  the  suggestion 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  preferred  to 
the  scheme  of  purchas?,  which,  while 
compensating  the  landlord,  would  work 
out  a  reduction  of  20  per  cent,  in 
the  rents  of  the  tenants  who  pur- 
chased. This  portion  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  speech  will  be  read  with 
interest  by  the  resident  landlords  as 
affording  them  some  slight  indication  of 
the  treatment  they  may  expect  under 
any  legislative  institution  controlled  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman — an  institution  of 
which  I  have  heard  it  said  that,  in  the 
event  of  its  establishment,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  be  thus  the  repre- 
sentative of  Conservative  opinion. 
There  was  also  another  significant 
portion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech  in  which  he  suggested  that 
the  fair  purchase  value  of  a 
large  part  of  Ireland  might  be 
taken  at  10  years.  But  whatever 
the  detailed  criticism  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber may  be,  his  speech  may  fairly  be 
claimed  as  in  substance  a  speech 
in  favour  of  the  Second  Reading  of  this 
Bill,  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  appeared  to 
have  unconsciously  arrived  at  that  con- 
clusion, judging  by  the  fact  that  he  was 


about  to  sit  down  after  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time. 

Mb.  PARNELL:  I  was  thinking  of 
my  own  Bill  at  the  moment. 

♦Mr.  madden  :  The  hon.  Member 
may  have  been  thinking  of  his  own  Bill, 
but  the  logical  conclusion  of  his  speech 
was  that  the  present  Bill  ought  to  be  read 
a  second  time,  for  the  cardinal  principle 
of  the  Bill  consists  in  the  hypothecation 
of  the  contributions  from  the  Imperial 
Exchequer  to  local  purposes.  The  hon. 
Member  does  not  object  to  this.  He 
merely  proposes  a  more  economical 
method  of  using  the  money  thus  raised. 
His  suggestions  on  this  point  are  very 
interesting,  but  they  are  not  antagonistic 
to  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  The  hon. 
Member  has  argued  that  this  Bill  wonld 
necessitate  the  sale  of  the  whole  of  the 
estate  on  which  any  sales  are  effected. 
But  that  is  not  the  case.  I  do  not  see 
how  he  can  make  this  statement ;  but  as 
he  has  admitted  some  confusion  on  the . 
subject  of  different  Bilb,  there  may  be 
running  through  his  mind  the  Bill  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian,  which  did  proceed  on  that 
principle.  The  Bill  does  not  require  the 
sale  of  the  whole  of  an  estate,  and,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  many  landlords,  including 
some  of  those  he  has  mentioned,  have 
sold  only  so  f -ir  as  to  meet  the  require- 
ments of  individual  tenants.  But  these 
are  matters  for  consideration  in  Com- 
mittee, and  afford  no  ground  for  the 
rejection  of  the  Bill.  I  think  the  first 
question  and  the  main  question  for  con- 
sideration is,  shall  the  system  of  State- 
supported  land  purchase  be  maintained 
in  Ireland  ?  I  do  not  propose  to  go  into 
the  details  of  past  land  legislation,  but  I 
would  shortly  remind  the  House  that 
since  1 869  every  measure  dealing  with  the 
land  question  in  Ireland  has  contained 
the  principle  of  State-assisted  land  pur- 
chase, and  in  each  succeeding  measure 
we  find  that  principle  growing  in  import- 
ance.    In  the  Act  of  1869,  in  the  Act  of 

1870,  in  the  Act  of  1881,  and,  lastly,  in 
the  Ashbourne  Acts  of  1885  and  1888 
the  principle  has  been  adopted.  No  one 
has  expressed  an  opinion  more  strongly 
in  favour  of  continuing  the  system  than 
the  hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down. 
The  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  has 
expressed  his  opinion  strongly  in  favour 
of  the  principle,  and  so  has  the  right  hon. 
Members  for  Newcastle,  and  Bridgeton, 
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and  Reading,  as  well  as  Arcbblshop 
WalsL*  I  do  not  refer  to  the  opinions  *-f 
hou.  Members  who  do  not  profess  to 
have  changed  them.  That  beiiig  ao,  I 
may  ask  whether  they  have  given 
any  sufficient  reason  for  a  change 
of  opiniorL  Not  only  is  that  the 
opinion  of  individual  Members  of  this 
House,  but  it  is  the  opinion  of  public 
bodies  differing  so  widely  Lord  Cowper^s 
Commission,  aud  it  ie  the  opinion 
of  the  Irish  Land  League,  and  of 
the  Landlords'  Convention.  When  all 
these  Bodies  are  in  favour  of  a  pystem  of 
State-supported  land  purchase  it  is  fair 
to  conclude  tliat  there  must  be  some- 
thing extrv^mely  good  in  it,  otherwise  it 
could  not  have  recommended  itself  to 
bodies  of  men  holding  such  extremely 
opposite  opinions  in  relation  to 
Irish  affairs,  I  have  another  remark- 
able piece  of  evidence  in  the  same 
direction.  There  is  a  newspaper  in 
Ireland  called  the  IrM  Catholic,  which 
is  ranked  among  the  supporters  of  the 
h.on,  Gentleraaii.  On  the  first  appear- 
anc3  of  the  Bill  that  paper  suggested  its 
adoption,  and  it  repeated  that  advice 
upon  April  5,  8a3^iag  that  the  proper 
courso  to  be  followed  by  Irish  Members 
was  t J  seek  th^  Amendment  of  the  Bill 
in  Committee  rather  than  its  rejection. 
Bat  when  the  hon,  Member  for  Cork  put 
down  a  notice  for  its  rejection  then  the 
paper  said  that  the  hon.  Member  must 
be  supported  in  his  opposition  to  the 
Bill  JCtid  why?  Was  it  for  the 
benefit  of  the  teuants  or  of  Ireland  f 
Nothing  of  the  kind.  It  was  in  the 
interest  of  the  tenants  and  of  Ireland 
that  the  p!ipsr  recLimme  tided  the 
acceptance  of  the  HilL  But  now 
it  writes  that  nobody  would  rejoice 
more  than  it  would  if  the  result  of 
the  course  now  pursued  would  be  the 
overthrow  of  the  present  Cabinet  in 
conseqaoiice  of  the  rejection  of  the 
Bill,  adding  that  after  all  it  might  be 
possible  to  inflict  on  the  Government 
a  defeat  which  would  comp.4  them  to 
make  au  appeal  to  the  constituencies. 
This  IB  a  very  candid  confession,  and 
it  throws  some  light  on  the  motives  of 
the  oppositioa  to  this  measure.  Of 
course,  it  is  open  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
,nge  their  opinions,  but  some 
ought  to  have  been  given  by  the 
tieman  who  has  just  sat  down 
ftnd    his    supporters   for    a    change    of 


opinion  on  a  vital  p:fint  cx)nnectcd  with 
Irish  policy.  The  hon.  Gen  tie  noan  described 
this  Bill  in  its  financial  aspect  as  a  parody 
on  land  purchase  and  a  swindle  on  the 
English  taxpayer.  I  assume  he  intended 
the  ordinary  meaning  to  attach  to  those 
words,  and  consequently  by  describing  it 
as  a  swindle  the  hon.  Gentleman  in- 
timates that  it  is  at  least  possible  that  the 
English  taxpayer  will  lose  money  by  the 
Bill.  The  hon.  Gentleman  took  part  in 
ati  important  debate  in  1883,  when  a 
Resolution  was  moved  by  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  and  seconded  by  the 
present  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
bringing  urgently  before  Parliament  the 
question  of  land  purchase.  The  question 
was  then  raised  of  a  possible  repudiation, 
and  the  hon.  Gentlem^an,  arguing  against 
such  a  possibility,  pointed  out  the  ex* 
ceptionally  unfavourable  circumstancoa 
under  which  the  Church  tenants  had 
paid,  having  regard  to  the  high  price  of 
the  land,  notwithstanding  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  was  then 
Chief  Secretary  (Sir  G.  Trevelyan) 
admitted  that  the  tenants  who  had 
become  owners  had  paid  with  remarkable 
punctuality,  and  the  result  would,  it  was 
said  by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  be  the 
same  if  the  House  would  only  apply 
itst?lf  to  the  ta^k  of  removing  diffi- 
culties, one  of  which  was  not  advauc* 
ing  the  whole  of  the  purchase  money. 
Such  was  the  language  of  the  hon, 
Member  for  Cork  at  that  time.  Now, 
our  experience  of  the  purchasers  under 
the  Church  Act  of  1869  and  the  Land 
Act  of  1870  is  of  firstrrate  importance 
in  considering  the  chance  of  any  general 
repudiation  on  the  part  of  the  tenants. 
The  price  of  the  land  was  exceptionally 
high.  The  tenants  under  the  Churcn 
Act  were  offered  the  option  of  buying  at 
22  and  a  fmction  years'  purchase  or  of 
ha  ving  the  estate  sold  over  their  heads.  It 
has  been  said  by  their  advocates  that  tbey 
bought  under  the  strong  pressure  of  coer- 
cion. The  remarkable  punctuality  with 
which  the  debts  incurred  in  the  purchase 
Lad  been  paid  is  well  worth  the  attention 
of  the  House,  The  amount  of  the  capital 
written  off  as  irrecoverable  under  the 
Act  of  1869,  which  has  been  in  force  21 
years,  is  only  j£l  in  every  ^2,363,  and 
the  amount  outstanding  in  arrear  is  only 
l-126thof  the  entire  advance.  Out  dF 
£1,906,585  it  was  only  found  necessary 
to  capitalise  £21,065  under  the  Act  ot 
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1887,  or  less  tkan  I-OoIIl  On  this  part 
of  the  argument,  when  tlie  linn.  Member 
describes  the  Bill  as  a  swindle  upon  the 
English  taxpayers,  it  is  well  to  inquire 
what  are  the  classes  of  risk  incurred 
under  the  Bill,  There  are  two  classes 
t»f  risk — first,  the  practical  risk  of  in- 
dividual insolvency  or  depreciation  in 
the  value  of  the  land,  and,  secondly,  the 
theoretical  risk  of  a  general  repudiation. 
Again  at  these  risks  the  Bill  provides  two 
classes  of  security.  We  get  the  one- fifth 
guarantee  deposit,  the  teu ant's  insurance, 
and  the  county  percenttige  out  of  the 
holding  itself.  Experience  shows  that 
against  the  practical  risk  of  depreciation 
in  the  land  value,  or  the  insolvency, 
unthriftiness,  or  druiikennesa  of  the 
tenant,  the  one -fifth  provided  Ly  the 
guarantee  de|.)08it  would  a  fiord  Simple 
sacurity  to  the  State,  The  fig'ures 
I  have  quoted  as  to  the  result  of  the 
operations  under  the  Church  Act,  when 
it  is  said  the  land  was  bought  on  un- 
favourable ternjSt  show  that  a  smaller 
amount  than  one-fifth  would  have  amply 
sicured  the  State  against  what  I  call 
practical  risks.  Now,  1  wish  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  difference 
bitwcen  the  present  Bill  and  the 
Ashbiurne  Acts.  It  is  this  :  that,  while 
tie  Ashbourne  Acts  provide  a  security 
against  piuctieal  risks,  they  pru- 
vided  no  security  against  w^hat  I  may 
c  dl  the  theoretical  risk  of  repudiation. 
The  present  Bill  provides  absolutely 
mathematical  secut'ity.  Against  tlie 
most  violent  and  extreme  ciise  uf 
actual  repudiation  the  taxpayer  is 
absolutely  and  mathematically  safe. 
Though  the  hon.  Gentlinnan  has  called 
the  Bill  a  **  swindle/'  he  Inis  not  ventur^fd 
for  a  moment  to  approach  an  argu- 
ment on  the  subject,  or  to  show  the 
atnallest  degree  of  infirmity  in  the 
figures  brought  before  the  House  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief 
Secretary  when  he  introduced  the  Bill. 
He  has  not  attempted  that,  for  the  r-jason 
that  it  would  have  been  absolutely  im- 
possible. If  no  more  than  the  capital  value 
of  contributions  to  local  purposes  is 
advanced,  and  the  creditor  has  those 
amtributions  in  his  own  hands  to 
withhold,  his  security  is  a  matter  of 
mathematical  demonstration.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opj>osite  has  referred  to 
the  risk  of  repudiation.  I  have  called 
the  risk  a  theoretical  danger,  and  he 
Mr,  MadUien 
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believes  it   to   be  so.     The   right   Lon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  has  over  and  over 
again     represented    it    as     no     danger 
at     all,     even     when     measures    were 
suggested   under  which  we  might  have 
expected  danger  to  a  greater  extent  than 
under  the  Bill  of  my  right  hon.  Frier d. 
1  think  tlie  House  will  accept  this  pro- 
position—that  no  voluntary  transaction 
can    ever   afford    a    moral    ground    for 
repudiation.     The  hon.  Member  at  the 
beginning  of  his  speech  indicated  a  line 
of  argument  which   he  did  not  pursue. 
The  ln>n.  Member  said  that  he  was  going 
to  show  that  by  a  system   which  he  was 
pleased  to  call  coercion  which  existed  in 
Ireland  there  would  bo  an  interference 
with    legal   and  proper   combination   of 
tenants  ;  and  that  transactions  under  this 
Bill,  instead  of  being  voluntary »  wtuld  te 
entered  into  in  circumstances,  as  I  under* 
stand,  involving  some  element  of  coercion, 
["Hear,  hear  ! "]  Friends  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber cheer  that  statement ;  but  the  hon. 
Member  did  not  attempt  to  give  a  single 
instance  of  w^hat    he   Siiid    the    Govern- 
ment   either    liad    done    or    wuuld   do, 
namely,    interfere    with   the   legal   com- 
bination of  the  tenants  fur  the  purpose 
of     protecting     their     interests.       ^The 
hon.    Gentleman    advanced     no     argu- 
ment   leflxiing    to     the    conclusion    that 
purchiise    under   this   system    would   be 
other    than    absolutely    voluntary,       A 
me  HSU  re   of  great  importance    wa3  once 
submitted  by  the  right  hon.  Afcmber  for 
Mid  Lothian  ;  and  the  hun.  Member  then 
spoke,  but  did  n<it  indicate  the  slightest 
danger  of    repudiation.     What   was  the . 
measure  1     It  was  a  system   of  purch 
under  which  the  tenant  would  have  ha 
absolutely  no  voice  in  fixing  the  prica  of 
the  holding.     If  that  system  of  puivhase 
involved  no  risk  of  repudiiition,  how  can  it 
bo    suggested  that   the    Irish  tenant  m^ 
likely  to  repudiate  a  bargain  volunfarilj 
entered  into  and   the  pric43  of  w  hich  is ' 
to   be  fixed  by  agreement,   he  being  one 
of    the    parties    to    it?       I    must 
that  a  great  deal  of  what  has  been  sau 
on  the  subject   of    repudiation  proceed 
on  the  assumption,  w^hich  is  not  founded 
on  fact,  that  the  £30,000,000  will  be  im- 
mediately ad  vanced .  Experience hasshown 
that  nothing  of  the  kind  will  take  place, 
A  land  purchase  system  mu.st  be  univer- 
sal   and   compulsory,   or   voluntary.       I 
will  assume  that  hon.  Members  oppoait 
have  nut  changed  their  opinions  as  to 
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system  of  land  purchase  bnsed  ou  rolun- 
tarj  purchase.  It  is  extremely  desirable 
to  have  such  a  f*ystem  in  Ireland^  and  for 
the  reason  thjit  it  is  a  necessity  of  the 
legislation  begun  in  1870,  and  carried  to 
the  extent  of  estabhshiiig  dual  owner- 
Bliip  in  188 L  I  have  heard  dual  owner- 
ship deaoribed  ns  a  partnership  between 
the  landlord  and  the  tenant,  and  in  any 
system  of  partnership  there  must  be 
some  provision  for  a  dissolution  between 
both  parties  when  circumstances  render 
the  union  intolerable,  or  there  is  some 
reason  for  bringing  it  to  an  end,  It 
appears  to  me,  therefore,  that  this  is  a 
reason  why  in  Ireland,  having  estah- 
liflhed  this  system  of  partneraliip,  there 
must  be  provided  some  continuous 
system  of  dissolution  of  the  terras  of 
partnershipj  and  no  other  suggestion  has 
been  made  except  the  principle  of  State- 
supported  land  purchase.  This  purchase 
must  be  gradual  in  its  operation  as  applied 
to  such  cases*  Experience  has  shown  this 
to  be  the  caae  in  connection  with  the  money 
advanced  under  the  Ashbourne  Acta. 
There  have  been  £10,000,000  availaole 
in  Ireland  since  1885,  and  the  whole  of 
the  amount  has  not  yet  been  applied  for. 
Why,  then,  should  we  assume  that,  in 
the  case  of  the  present  measure,  there 
will  at  once  be  an  extraordinary  develop- 
m.eut  of  the  desire  for  a  dissolution  of 
partnership  "l  There  ai*e  strong  prudential 
motives,  which  will  keep  the  men  who 
have  paid  in  hard  cash  a  considerable 
portion  of  the  purchase -money  of  the 
holding  from  falling  into  line  in  a  general 
strike  against  rent.  That,  at  least, 
appeared  to  be  the  argument  of  the 
hon.  Member  in  1883.  The  hoo.  Mem- 
ber said  that  there  was  a  general  strike 
against  rent  iu  Ireland,  and  yet  he 
pointed  out  that  those  who  had  be- 
come owners  of  their  holdings  had  never 
been  brought  into  line  with  that 
strike.  But,  as  I  have  pointed  out, 
this  theoretical  risk  is  amply  pro- 
vided for  by  the  Bill,  and  the  safety 
of  the  taxpayer  is  reduced  to  a  point 
of  ahnost  mathematical  certainty*  So 
much  for  the  question  of  security  I  was 
much  interested  in  listening  to  that  jmrt 
of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  in  which  he  promised 
to  approach  the  question  of  the  con- 
gested districts.  That  was  a  por- 
tion of  the  speech  in  which  the 
House   would  have  taken  a   great  deal 


of   interest,  and    I    look   forward    to   it 
with  great  interest* 

Mr.  P  ARXELL  :  I  forgot  to  deal  ^vith 
that  part  of  the  question  ;  it  was  an  cmiis- 
sion  un  my  part. 

♦Mb.  MADDEN:  It  strikes  me  m  a 
most  remarkable  circumstance  that  ^nch 
an  important  part  of  the  Bill  should  be 
forgotten  by  the  hon.  Member,  dealing 
as  it  did  with  the  Irish  Land  Question 
in  its  a  cutest  form.  It  appears  to  nie 
that  the  Bill  before  us  differs  from  other 
measures  of  land  reform  in  one  irojjor^ant 
particular.  It  is  the  first  Bill  that  has 
made  a  real  and  practical  effort  trj  deal 
with  this  question  upon  special  grounds. 
I  believe  that  the  great  mistake  of  your 
legislation  during  the  last  30  years  in 
relation  to  Irish  land  has  been  the 
ignoring  of  the  fact  that  there  are  dis- 
tricts in  Ireland  in  which  the  Land 
Question  assumes  a  special  aspect,  and 
must  be  dealt  with  in  a  special  manner. 
This  is  the  great  fault  of  the  raea.sun  s 
which  Liberal  Governments  considered 
as  a  great  panacea  for  Irish  ills  lietween 
1849  and  1860*  In  the  last-men- 
tiuned  year  they  applied  to  the  whole 
of  Ireland  the  commercinl  system  —  a 
system  of  dealing  with  the  contract  of 
tenancy  as  they  would  deal  with  any  other 
contract  —  applying  it  to  portions  of 
Ireland  to  which  it  was  inapplicable* 
I  think,  also,  that  this  was  the  great  fault 
of  the  Encumbered  estates  system,  ftl- 
lowed  as  it  was  by  the  Landed  Estates 
Courts  system — that  is  to  say,  applying 
the  commercial  principle  to  the  whole  of 
Irelandgenerally, without considorinM-  the 
special  circumstances  of  the  portions  of  the 
country  to  which  the  system  was  to  be 
applied.  The  idea  then  was  to  get  a 
number  of  purchasers  and  new  blood 
introduced  amongst  Irish  landowners, 
holding  out  land  as  an  ordinary  com- 
mercial investment.  Printed  documents 
were  circulated  on  the  authority  if  the 
State,  inviting  purchasers  and  declaring 
that  rents  were  so  low  in  certain  cafica 
that  handsome  profits  could  1)g  made, 
praising  them,  and  this  commercial 
system  was  applied  to  the  whole  of 
Ireland,  without  considering  to  what 
pirtion  of  the  country  it  was  applicable 
to  and  to  what  portion  inapplicable. 
But  the  system  broke  down,  and 
hence  the  legislation  of  1870  and  liS^l. 
Again,  the  mistake  was  made  of 
dealing    with   Ireland   as  a    whole,   in 
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respect  to  which  one  nniform  system  of 
legislation  was  possible.  I  have  thought 
for  many  years  that  this  is  a  cardinal 
defect  of  past  legislation  on  the  Irish  Land 
Qaestion.  I  was  greatly  struck  by 
a  passage  in  the  writings  of  Lord 
Dufferin  on  the  Irish  question,  which  I 
read  some  years  ago.  I  quote  from 
memory,  but  I  think  the  passage  ran 
somewhat  in  this  way — 

"Is  it  ail  adequate  reason  for  alterinu:  the 
relations  between  landlord  and  tenant  in  the 
most  prosperous  parts  of  Ireland  because  on 
the  west  coast  a  tenant  cannot  live  on  his 
holding  if  he  had  it  for  nothing  P  " 

It    seems    to    me    that  our  legislation 
has  been  founded  on    the   mistake   that 
Lord    DufEerin  there   indicated.      That 
mistake  is  avoided  by  this  Bill,  which  is 
entitled  to  recognition  as  the  first  attempt, 
on  any  adequate  scale,  to  deal  specially 
with  the  congested  districts.     How  does 
it  do  so?     What   is   the  disorder   from 
which    the    congested   districts   sufEer? 
The  disease  may   be   simply    described 
as     congestion.       How     is     it     to     be 
met?      What    do    we    mean     by    con- 
gestion ?     We  mean    that  the    popula- 
tion in  existing  circumstances  is  too  great 
to  derive  subsistence  from  the  occupa- 
tion   in    which    they   are    engaged,   of 
hiring  and    tilling   land.      Some   other 
mode  must  be  called  in  aid.     There  are 
two  modes  in  which  the  evil  of  conges- 
tion can  be  met.     You  may  uncongest. 
And  the  Bill  deals  with  this  matter  in 
two    ways — by   emigration    and    migra- 
tion.    Now,  I  do  not  believe  in  migra- 
tion as  a  possible  '  scheme.     Nor   as    to 
migration,  you  must  get  lands  unoccupied 
by  the  tenants  in  some  of  the  non- con- 
gested districts.     That  class  of  land  in 
Ireland,    und^r  the  worst  cricumstancs, 
fetches  a  high  price.    It  .s  right  that  the 
Bill  should  contain  provisions  which  may 
be  of  use    in  certain  exceptional  cases; 
but  I   think  if  we  look  at  the  mattjr  on 
a  large  scale  we  cannot  expect  much  from 
migration    Then,  Sir,  you  have  the  ques- 
tion of  emigration.     It  is  most  desirable 
that  thera  sliould  be  an  outlet  from  every 
part  of  the  United  Kingdom  to  a  field  of 
enterprise  in  the  British  colonies.    As  an 
Irishman,  I  should  prefer  that  legislation 
should,  as  far  as  possible,  enable  my  fellow- 
countrymen   to  remain  in    their   native 
land;  we  must,  no  doubt,  have  recourse  to 
emigration  under  certain  circumstances. 
But  what  commends  this  Bill  especially 
Mr,Mad<Un 
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to  my  mind  is  that,  for  the  first  time,  it 
proposes  to  call  into  existence  a  B»dy 
[TO vide d  with  ample  funds  to  develop 
those  industries  to  which  we  must  look 
for  uncongesting  the  congested  districts, 
by  altering  the  conditions  under  which 
they  are  inhabited,  and  rendering  the 
population  no  longer  redundant  in  pro- 
portion to  the  means  of  existence  and  of 
remunerative  employment.      I  hope  that 
the  Government  may  have  the  assistance 
of  Members  in  all  parts  of  th^  House  in 
passing  this  portion  of  the  Bill.      I  have 
an  agreeable  recollection  of  the  passage 
through  Parliament,  last  Session,  of  the 
Light  Railways  Bill,  which  I  hope  and  be- 
lieve will  aid  in  developing  the  resources 
of  these  less  favoured  districts  of  Ireland. 
That   measure  received  the  support  of 
hon.  Members  opposite ;  and  I  can  see  no 
reason  why  they  should  not  equally  sup- 
port this  portion  of  the  present  Bill,  so 
that  it  may  be  passed  with  a  concensus 
of  opinion  in  its  favour.     If  it  be  passed 
into  law,  I  believe  that  in  the  future, 
when  the  controversies  and  incidents  of 
to-day  have  been  long  since  forgotten,  the 
legislation  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chief  Secretary  will  be  remembered  with 
gratitude,  as  having  laid  the  foundation 
of    comparative   prosperity   in  the   less 
favoured  districts   of   Ireland.     I    have 
heard  this  Bill  spoken  of  as  a  complicated 
one,  and  that  may  be  either  praise  or 
blame,   according   to  circumstances.     If 
the  subject  can  be  treated  simply,  it  is 
blame;   if   it   requires  complicated   pro- 
visions  for   its   adequate   treatment,    it 
is    praise.      For   all    persons    not    con- 
cerned in   the   details   involved   in   the 
working  out  of  the  scheme  it  is  an  ex- 
tremely simple  one.     The  three  classes 
of  persons  who  require  to  understand  the 
main  principle  of  the  Bill  are  the  land- 
lords, tenants,  and  taxpayers.     Is  there 
any   complication   as   between   landlord 
and  tenant?     They  can  come   together 
and   fix   a   price;    and   if   they   cannot 
agree  they  can  invoke  arbitration.     On 
the     vesting    order     being    made     the 
tenant    becomes    the    owner,    and    the 
landlord  knows  how   he  has  to  receive 
the    price    allotted   to    him   under    the 
order.     This  arrangement,  so   far  as  it 
affects   landlord  and   tenant,   is   simpli- 
city   itself.       Of    course,    behind    that 
arrangement     there      are      complicated 
provisions  to  meet  certain  cases ;  but  they 
are   not  of  general  concern.      All  the 
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taxpayer  desires  to  know,  unless  he  takes 
a  very  intelligent  interest  ia  the  Bill,  is 
summed  up  iq  the  question — "Am  I 
safe?*'  The  taxpayers  are  told,  "Yon 
yourselves  are  your  own  paymasters,  and 
have  the  power  of  withholding  the 
annual  payment^/'  the  capitalised  value 
of  which  cannot  be  exceeded  under  the 
Bill  If  the  theoretical  danger  become 
an  actuality  thea^  of  course,  there  are  com- 
plicated adjaatmenta  of  liability  betweeu 
the  guarant-eeing  parties.  It  is  necessaiy 
that  complicated  provisions  should  be  in 
the  Bill,  but  the  clauses  directly  affecting 
the  landlord,  the  tenant,  and  the  tax- 
payer, are  plain,  simple,  and  intelligible, 
and  their  purport  can  be  stated  in  a  few 
•euteoces.  The  complicated  details 
Goucem  only  legal  and  financial  experts. 
The  more  minute  criticisms  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  may  very  well  be  dealt 
with  in  Committee.  There  is  great  diffi- 
culty in  reconciling  the  adjectives  and 
the  verba  which  hon.  Members  opposite 
use  in  relation  to  this  measure.  It  is 
inconsistent  to  talk  of  landlords  abscond- 
ing and  walking  off  with  what  I  have 
heard  termed  the  swag,  and  yet  to 
suggest  that  their  interests  are  not  sntis- 
feotorily  dealt  with.  The  hon.  Member 
(Mr,  Parnfll)  might  have  been  expected 
to  make  his  choice  as  to  which  of  the  two 
views  he  intanded  to  present  to  tho 
House,  but  as  he  has  not  done  so,  it  ia 
not  ff^r  me  to  make  it  for  him.  There 
are  tnree  classes  of  persons  in  the  list 
of  those  who  have  been  spoken  of.  There 
arj,  first  of  all,  those  who  are  absentees 
tc  start  with,  and  who,  therefore,  could 
liot  abscond,  because  they  never  were  in 
the  country;  next  there  are  the  large 
oompanies  who  are  landowners;  and, 
lastly,  there  are  landlords  such  as  the 
Dnke  of  A  be  room,  Sir  Victor  Bnxjke, 
the  Duke  of  Leinster,  and  the  Marquis 
of  Waterford,  who  have  not  absconded, 
because  they  still  ramain  in  Ireland.  It 
appears  to  be  an  infelicitous  use  of  the 
word  to  speak  of  any  of  these  classes  as 
having  abscond  id.  Over  and  over  again 
the  Uuu^e  has  heard  that  the  class  of 
owners  of  land  that  the  c^Duntry  wants  to 
be  rid  of  are  the  absentees,  and  one  of 
the  great  advantages  anticipated  from 
any  sy  si  tern  of  land  purchase  is  that  it  will 
tran*itc'r  to  resident  occupiers  the  estates 
of  public  companies  and  of  absentee  land- 
lords. So  far  as  land  purchase  has  gone 
thia  ia  what  haa  been,  to  a  large  extant^ 


accomplished.  There  is  a  fallacy  involved 
in  speaking  of  a  single  landlord  having 
gone  off  with  X240,OO0,  as  if  this  were  an 
isolated  transaction  affectiiig  himself 
only,  whereas  his  property  has  been 
transferred  to  hundreds  of  tenants,  from 
whose  point  of  view  the  final  result  must 
also  be  looked  at.  It  is,  from  their  point 
of  view,  that  schemes  of  this  kind  always 
are  prof  esse  dly  regarded  by  hon.  Memlvrs 
opposite,  except  when  they  are  pr<JiMjsed 
by  the  present  Government.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  has  gone  into  a  detailed 
criticism  of  the  effect  of  the  Bill  upon 
the  resident  landlurd,  whom  he  has  taken 
under  his  proti^ction.  In  a  particular 
eafie  he  has  assumed  that  the  interest 
payable  to  the  landlord  would  be 
£27  lOs.,  insiead  of  X4€.  That  com- 
parison appears  to  me  to  be  based  upon 
an  unwarrantable  assum^otion,  namely, 
that  the  landlord's  property  before  pur- 
chase was  an  investment  as  secure  as 
that  of  the  stock  is  to  which  it  is  invested. 
Tliin  would  seem  to  suppos.^  that  land  in 
Ireland  offert^d  an  exceeclingly  secure 
investment.  I  do  not  thinJc  the  sugges- 
tions of  tlie  hon.  Memlier  tended  exactly 
in  that  direction,  and  the  lion.  Gentle- 
man did  say  that  taking  land  worth 
£2,000,  the  landlord  could  bctrrow  £1,000 
at  6  per  cent,  interest. 

Mr.  PARNKLL  :  I  took  the  same  caae 
and  the  same  amount  of  interest  in  ex- 
plaining both  systems— the  syBtem  of 
fining  down  and  the  system  uf  purchase. 
♦Me.  MADDEN :  From  what  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  said  as  to  having  to 
borrow  at  6  per  cent,  to  the  extent  of 
half  its  value,  it  is  clear  that  he^  at  all 
events,  does  not  regard  land  in  Ireland 
as  so  secure  an  investment  as  the  public 
funds.  If  Irish  landlords  invested  their 
purchftse  money  in  such  investmenta 
of  such  a  clmracter  that  to  bDrrow 
half  their  value  they  had  to  pay 
6  per  cent,  interest,  then  their  annual 
income  would  not  be  reduced  one  frac- 
tion from  what  it  now  was.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  offered,  at  the  conclusion 
of  his  sp-ech,  what  he  regarded  as  an 
alternative  solution  of  the  question*  It  ia 
important  to  note  that  liis  solution, 
equally  with  that  of  the  Government,  ia 
based  on  the  cardinal  principle  of  borrow- 
ing  money  on  the  security  of  contri- 
butions to  the  local  rates ;  but  it  differs 
from  the  Land  Purchase  Scheme  of  the 
Government  in  not  being  a  Land  Pur* 
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chaae  Scheme  at  alL  Whatever  may  be 
the  merits  of  the  proposal  of  the  hoTi. 
Member  for  Cork,  it  is  not  a  Bjatem  of 
land  purchase.  The  tenant's  rent  may 
be  fined  down,  but  he  is  a  tenant  still. 
The  hon.  Member  suggested  a  mode  of 
applying  certain  portions  of  the  money 
intended  to  be  dedicated  to  land  pur 
chase,  which  is  not  incompatible  with 
the  general  scheme  now  before  the 
Houije. 

Mb.  PARNELL  :  If  the  scheme  of  the 
Government  is  adopted  there  will  be  no 
credit  left  for  carrying  out  my  proposal. 

nin.  MADDEN :  I  think  it  would  be 
perfectly  possible  to  engraft  upon  tht^ 
scheme  of  the  GovereLment  a  mode  of 
economising  the  funds  available  by 
applying  a  portion  in  fining  down  rents. 
Her  Majesty's  Govern ment  is  of  opinion 
that  the  scheme  they  now  put  forward 
affords  the  best  mode  of  escape  from  a 
system  of  dual  ownership  where  it  lias 
beci:>me  intolerable  to  both  parties. 
iSupposing  the  hon.  Member  is  right 
in  CO  n  ten  din  £,^  that  economy  could  Tie 
effected  i)y  lining  down  rents  with  a 
jxirtion  of  the  money  allocated  from 
local  resources,  that  is  no  reason  for 
votintr  against  the  Second  Reading  of 
this  BilL  The  hon.  Member  and  the 
Government  are  together  in  wishing  Uj 
economise  the  funds  available,  but  I 
should  like  to  know  how  much  the  hon. 
Member  would  apply  tii  fining  down 
rents  according  to  his  proposal .  [Mr.  Par- 
NELL  :  27,000,000.]  In  that  case,  indeed, 
the  hon.  Membi^ra  scheme  differs  from 
that  of  the  Govornment  in  this — that  he 

Fould  apply  £27.000,000  to  what  is  not  a 

oheme  of  land  purchase  at  all.  But  I 
wo  aid  remind  the  House  that  until  it 
was  the  scheme  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment, laud  purchase  was  the  plan  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Memlx?r  himself  for 
the  settlement  of  the  Irish  Lfind  Ques- 
tion. It  appears  to  me  that  there 
are  only  two  classes  of  Members  who 
can  BiQcerely  vote  against  this  Bill 
— those  who  do  not  believe  that  the 
Bill  would  produce  prosperity  to,  and 
the  pacification  of,  Ireland  ;  and  those 
who  do  not  wisli  it  to  have  that  effect. 
With  the  latter  I  shall  not  argue,  but, 
in  addressing  myself  to  the  former,  I  ask 
who  are  tlie  nnbelieverg  1  On  this 
doctrine    I    preach    to  those   who   have 

long  since,  at  all  events,  professed  to  be 
the   converted,      I    would    remind    the 
Ur.  rarnell 
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House  that  since  1881  there  has  bpen  no 
prominent  man  upon  either  side  of 
politics  who  has  uut  hiid  it  down  that 
the  ultimate  so  ution  of  the  Land  Ques- 
tion in  Ireland  is  to  be  found  in  sodjo 
system  of  State*assisted  land  purchase. 
It  has  always  been  admitted  that  the 
Tjand  Question  is  the  cardinal  difficulty  in 
Ireland,  and  the  party  opposite  has  ad* 
mittcd  that  it  could  be  most  effectively 
dealt  With  by  a  system  of  land  purchase. 
Let  them  show,  if  they  can,  that  the 
measure  before  the  House  is  not  adequate 
to  deal  with  the  question.  Ijet  them 
show,  if  they  can,  that  it  is  unjust^  or 
that  it  would  involve  any  undue  risk,  or 
any  risk  at  all,  to  the  taxpayer.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  has  not  attempted  to  do 
so.  Let  hon.  Memliers  opposite  show,  if 
they  can,  some  moi'e  excellent  way  of 
dealing  with  this  question  j  and  let  them 
show,  if  they  can,  when  their  former 
professions  on  the  subject  ceased  to  be 
applicable.  Let  them  ahow%  if  they  can, 
that  their  oppoRition  to  this  Bill  is  based 
upon  some  other  principle  than  that  of 
embarrajssing  the  Government.  I  be- 
lieve that  the  Bill  will  be  accepted  by 
the  great  majority  of  the  House  as  the 
wisest  and  the  safest,  as  .certainly  it  i.s 
the  most  comprehensive  ani  the  most 
generous,  scheme  ever  submiJited  to  the 
Lep.slnturo  for  dealing  with  the  gr.L'at 
difficulty  of  Ireland,  u|xm  principles  that 
have  been  accepted  by  representatives 
of  every  class  of  opinion  in  England  and 
Ireland.  ^ 

♦6.26.)  SiK  GEOBGE  TREVELYAN 
(Glasgow,  BridgetL^ni  :  The  right  h^n. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  has  thrown  out  S 
long  series  of  cliallenges,  in  the  per- 
fectly courteous  and  Parliamentary  lan- 
guage which  ho  always  uses  towards  hon* 
oppojients,  and  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of 
replying  to  them.  In  the  first  place»  ho 
asked  whether  we  are  prepared  to  stick 
to  our  often -declared  opinions  in  favour 
of  a  system  of  State-supported  land 
purchase  in  Ireland.  I  answer,  yea ; 
but  not  to  the  Government  system.  Our 
objection  to  the  Government  system  of 
State  purchase,  is  that  it  is  brouj^ht 
forward  in  the  interest  of  the  individual 
and  not  in  the  interest  of  the  State.  I 
will  show  at  once  what  I  mean.  It  is 
not  the  interest  of  the  State  to  drive  the 
landowners  from  Ireland.  The  right 
hon  and  learnrd  Gentleman  nmde  a  most 
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extraordinary  and  dangerous  fallacy  in 
one  part  of  his  speech.  Ho  said  that 
Ireland  had  too  long  suffered  from 
absentee  landlords,  and  that  they  should 
be  got  rid  of.  It  is  true  that  absentee 
landlords  are  a  groat  disadvantage  to 
Ireland,  but  the  circuniBtances  ara  not 
improved  if  their  connection  with  the 
country  is  finally  and  absolutely  cut 
off,  and  they  are  enabled  to  take  out 
of  the  country  a  very  large  sum  of 
money.  Is  Ireland  improved  by  being 
put  into  this  miserable  condition, 
that,  being  an  agricultural  country, 
whose  wealth  is  in  her  soil,  she  shuuld 
have  this  amount  of  money  taken  out 
of  the  country  for  the  next  50  years? 
That,  as  it  seems  to  me,  won  Id 
not  be  an  advantage  to  Ireland* 
Our  object  is  not  to  remove  the  land- 
lords from  ! Ireland,  but  to  supplement 
them  by  adding  to  their  Eiimber — in 
great  numbers,  I  hope  —  other  and 
smaller  landowners — that  is  to  say,  tlie 
most  solid,  respectable,  reliable,  and  sol- 
vent tenants.  That  is  tbe  only  species 
of  land  purchase  to  which  I,  for  ray 
own  part,  have  ever  acoeded,  and  it 
is  the  only  ^jpecies  which  has  ev^er  been 
approved  by  a  vote  in  this  House,  on  the 
part  of  the  groat  Party  to  which  I  lielong. 
My  firm  belief  is — and  very  sad  I  am  to 
think  how  great  an  opportunity  has  btien 
lost— 'that  if,  during  the  last  10  yeais  in 
Ireland,  there  had  been  a  permanent 
system  of  land  purchase,  which  dealt  as 
simply  and  as  trenchantly  with  the 
obstacles  to  purchase  as,  I  freely  acknow- 
ledge, the  Ashbourne  Act,  of  which  this 
is  a  continuation,  a^ipHes,  and  if  that  Act 
had  only  been  applied  to  the  more  sol- 
vent  and  reliable  tenants,  then,  by  this 
time,  there  would  have  been  a  x^ry  great 
number  of  such  landowners  in  Ireland. 
What  are  the  principles  that  ouajht  t^»  be 
enforced?  In  1884  I  was  privik*ged  to 
bring  in  a  Bill,  which  I  certainly  was 
not  privileged  to  pass,  and  that  Bit!  laid 
down  that  in  order  to  got  the  purc^hase 
money  from  the  State,  the  tenant  was  to 
give  a  hostage  to  the  future  by  himself 
p lying  down  one-fourth  of  the  purchase 
money  But  that  was  not  all  Under 
one  cii*cunxstince,  and  one  eim  urn  stance 
alone,  was  the  whole  of  the  pure  hash* 
money  to  be  advanced  by  the  State, 
and  that  was  if  there  wtks  a  local  guaran* 
tee.  But,  oliserve  the  difference  between 
that   local   guarantee  and  the  one  pro* 


posed  in  the  Bill  now  under  debate. 
We  proposed  to  intnxluce  the  best 
substitute  we  could  for  a  Local  Ili*pre- 
Bcntative  Body,  and  we  did  not  propose 
to  grant  any  loan  until  the  applica.nt'8 
neighbours  had  pronounced  him  to  be  a 
ti'ust worthy  and  solid  man,  sind  had 
undertaken  responsibiLty  by  guarantee- 
ing the  rent.  That  was  the  utmost  limit 
to  which  we  would  go.  But  this  Bill  is 
of  quite  another  sort  It  deals  with  all 
tenants,  good  and  bad  alike.  It  permits, 
and  the  perraissioji  has  been  freely  exer- 
cised, the  clearing  out  from  whole  estat<3S 
of  the  landlords,  and  the  setthng  on  the 
public,  SB  the  tenants  of  the  public,  of  all 
the  farmers  on  those  estates,  whatsoever 
their  personal  character  and  power  of 
making  their  promises  good.  I  must 
owjx  that  I  do  not  wonder  that  this 
Bill  gives  too  much  for  the  benefit  of 
the  landlord.  When  the  Ashbourne 
Act  was  first  introduced  into  the  House 
of  Lords,  Lord  SaHsbury  stated  markedly 
that  it  was  brought  in  on  belialf  of 
the  landlords  as  well  as  of  the  tenants, 
for  no  body  of  Imman  beings  had  had 
greater  suffering  and  distress  inflicted 
on  them  by  Act  of  Parliament  than  the 
Irish  Landlords.  I  deny  that.  I  venture 
te  assert  that  English  and  Scotch  land- 
lords have  voluntarily  done  more  for 
their  tenants  in  the  shape  of  rent  reduc- 
tions, than  the  Irish  landlords  have,  by 
law,  been  compelled  to  do  for  t heir's.  A 
desire  to  aid  the  landlords  shows  itself 
in  every  line  of  the  Bilh  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  did  not  put  the  matter  In  so 
striking  a  way  as  if  he  had  chosen  one  or 
two  special  districts,  and  had  shown  how 
much  of  tho  purchase  money  has  gone 
into  the  pockets  of  a  few  landlords.  In  one 
county  I  find  that,  of  £500,000  advanced, 
£450,000  went  into  three  pix^kets, 
while  in  another  county^  out  of  £3 1  (i.OOO, 
some  £296,000  went  into  two  pockets. 
Now,  those  were  jtxBn  who  oould  not  find 
anybody  to  buy  their  property  in  the 
open  market,  and  the  Sta.te  came  in, 
bought  it,  and  constituted  itself  the  land- 
lord for  50  years.  But  now  consider 
the  way  in  which  the  landlords  are 
benetited  by  the  details  of  this  Bill.  I 
consider  the  clauses  relating  to  the  addi- 
tion of  two  years  to  the  purchase  of  the 
estate,  on  the  account  of  arrears,  as  most 
dangerous  to  tlu'  taxpyer  and  most  im- 
proper. Seriously,  d*jea  the  Govermneut 
consid£*r  what  ic  is  doing?    Here  ia  a 
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fourm  where  there  are  two  years  of 
arrears.  That  must  mean  one  of  two 
things — either  the  rent  is  too  high,  or  the 
farmer  is  not  trustworthy  to  pay  the  rent ; 
and  yet  the  Government  actually  make 
these  arrears  one  of  the  assets  which  they 
are  going  to  ofter  to  the  pnbhc,  and,  at 
the  end  of  50  years,  the  public  is  to  be 
liable  for  having  bought  an  estate  for 
two  years*  purchase  more  than  it  is 
worth,  because  the  rent  haa  not  been 
paid.  Again,  the  Government  propose 
toasoerfcain  the  net  value  by  deducting  the 
landlord's' half  share  of  the  rates — 8  per 
cent,  ;  but  in  order  to  ascertain  the  net 
value  iinw  would  anybody  going  to  Imy 
a  property  himself  instead  of  for  thu 
public  proceed  1  He  would  take  off  the 
expenses  of  management,  the  agents' 
and  the  sub-agents'  and  the  clerks* 
tfalarieSj  Income  Tax,  and  tithe  rent- 
charge,  and  he  would  take  off  the  pro- 
Bpactive  taxes  and  charges,  which  will  be 
thrown  oq  Irish  land  when  Irishmen 
have  their  own  way,  and  can  speud  their 
own  money,  as  they  will  under  the 
promised  County  Council  Bill,  if  it  is 
worth  anytking.  Now,  these  togetlier 
oonstitnte  a  very  serious  deduction,  and 
yet  what  does  the  Government  do  1  It 
capitalises  all  these  deductions,  and  calls 
upon  the  State  to  pay  down  solid 
oaah  to  compensate  the  landlord  for 
what  he  does  not  surrender.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  asks  how  far 
the  British  tax pyer  will  allow  his  credit 
to  go  to  settle  the  Irish  question,  and  said 
the  Secretary  for  Ireland  has  limited  the 
amount  to  £33,000,000  or  £43,000,000. 
The  Secretary  for  Ireland,  I  respectfully 
say  to  thehon.  Member  for  Cork,  has  done 
no  such  thing.  It  is  absolutely  impossible 
to  place  any  limit  on  [mrChaae  when 
once  it  is  begun,  unless  Parliament 
buttons  up  its  pockets  and  says  no  more 
money  shall  be  ^iven  at  all.  The  present 
leader  of  the  House  argued  that  ques- 
tion in  1886,  and  showed,  with  absulutt^ 
and  irresistible  force,  that  if  once  a  pur- 
chase system  is  established  you  must 
apply  it  to  the  whole  extent  of  the  land 
which  offers  itself  for  sale  in  Ireland. 
The  essence  of  this  Bill  is  that  the  tenants 
of  Ireland  are  to  become  owners  of  the 
land  at  an  annual  payment  of  20  percent. 
less  than  the  rent  they  now  pay,  and  yrtu 
must  make  up  your  minds,  if  you  pass  the 
Bill,  that  its  benefit  shall  be  extended  to 
the  whole  of  Ireland.  The  right  hon. 
Sir  Ge&ryf  Trevelyufi 


Gentleman  has  challenged  me  tt>  say  that 
this  is  a  swindle  on  the  taxpayer.  Well,  I 
do  not  use  that  word,  but  I  do  assert  that 
the  taxpayer  will  be  put  in  extreme  peril, 
and  I  should  like  to  remind  hon.  Mem- 
bers  opposite  that,  in  their  addresses  at 
the  last  election,  they  estimated  the  sum 
required  under  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  at  from  £50,000,000  to 
£150,000,000.  In  the  year  1886,  I 
myself  stated  that  if  the  Govern- 
ment once  began  to  buy  Irish  land  they 
might  render  themselves  liable  to  a  bur- 
den of  £200,000,000,  and  I  was  voci- 
fertjusly  cheered  from  those  Bi^nches. 
Now,  those  are  the  conditions  that  the 
tax{>ayer  has  to  meet.  He  is  going  to 
become  the  landlord  for  Ireland,  and  he 
is  going  to  £nd  himself  face  to  face  with 
the  tenants  of  Ireland,  from  whom 
he  must  exact  every  penny  of 
their  rent,  for  the  space  of  half  a 
century,  or  this  scheme  will  break  down. 
You  must  remember  that  this  enormously 
complicated  scheme  is  founded  on  two 
absolutely  different  conditions.  One  is 
that  the  tenants  of  Ireland  should  con- 
tinue to  psy  their  rent  regularly.  And 
here  I  must  quote  a  few  lines  for  the 
benefit  of  my  Liberal  Unionist  friends 
from  their  great  leader.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  R<JS6endale  (Lord  Hart- 
tngton)  in  8[>eaking  upon  the  Conipensa- 
tion  for  Disturbance  Bill,  stated  that  the 
bad  harvests  which  had  prevailed  in  Ire* 
land  had  rendered  the  payment  of  reason- 
able rents  in  that  country  impossible* 
Is  it  to  be  supposed  that,  during  the  next 
50  years,  we  are  not  t*:>  have  a  recurrence 
of  those  bad  harvests.  If  we  do  have  a 
recurrence  what  position  will  the  British 
taxpayer  be  in  under  the  provisions  of 
this  Bill  ?  In  such  a  state  of  things  how 
will  the  State  be  able  to  help  itself? 
There  is  also  the  jjoint  relating  to  the 
congested  districts  to  be  considered.  The 
great  bulk  of  the  English  public  appear 
to  be  still  under  ao  illusion  with  regard 
to  the  congested  districts  uf  Ireland.  In 
those  jjorts  of  Ireland  the  tenant  is  not  so 
much  nffectetl  by  good  and  bad  seasons: 
scarcely  any  rtjut  can  be  paid  in  most 
seasons,  and  in  some  seasons  no  rent  at 
all  can  be  paid.  In  those  districts  rent 
is  demanded  for  land  which  in  England 
would  pay  absolutely  no  rent  at  all,  or,  at 
thf  outside,  perhaps,  6d.  per  acre  might 
be  paid  for  it  in  large  quantities  for  the 
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poor  grazing  it  afforded.  The  present 
rents  are  paid  for  the  privilege  of  dwell* 
ing  upon  it,  while  the  living  of  the 
family  was  made  elsewhere.  In  the  worst 
districts  it  may  be  said  that  those  npon 
the  land  form  a  sort  of  humble  and 
miserable  villa  population,  who  acquire 
the  right  of  living  upon  the  land,  but 
not  the  power  of  getting  their  living  out 
of  it.  The  Government,  I  feel  sure,  would 
appronch  this  part  of  the  qntstiou  with 
every  desire  tr*  ]ji3  humane  and  of  service 
to  the  poorer  classes  in  Ireland,  but  the 
Ittomey  General   for  Irtland  has  said 

■'that  the  Government  does  not  approve  f>f 
migration  or  ©migration,  and  that  their 
poliiTy  is  to  assist  the  people  to  pursae 
some  more  profitable  indusfciy  by  the  aid 
of  the  State.  But  that  is  not  the  main 
feature  of  this  Bill  as  regards  the  con- 
gested districts  of  Ireland:  The  main 
feature  in  the  Bill,  as  regards  those  dis- 
tricts! is  that  the  landlords  should  go  off 
with  a  certain  number  of  years'  purchase 
in  their  pockets  of  rents  which  ought 
never  to  have  been  exacted  at  all,  and  on 
the  other  hand  that  the  people  should  be 
encx)um;^ed  to  remain  upon  their  hohiings* 

f  The  re  are  proiKisals,  too,  for  amiilga 
mating  holdings.  How  idle  to  talk  uf 
amalgamating  two  holdings,  neither  of 
which  is  worth  6d  an  acre  of  rent. 
Do  not  the  Government  sj?e  what  a 
terrible  res  )onsihility  they  are  laying  up 
for  themselves  in  the  future  in  reference 
to  these  matters^  in  buying  out  landlords 
in  thes^  congested  districts?  They  do 
Be  it:  for   they    liav.^    inserted  clauses 

Pill  lowing:  the  Lord  Lieut  :^  nan  t  to  forbear 
from  SiiUing  up  a  defaulting  tenant,  and 
for  enabling  the  Land  Commission  to 
work  a  farm  themtelves,  if  they  cannot 
sell  it.  The  prupjsal  that  the  LandCom- 
missiimers  slmnld  have  power  to  send  men 
to  cultivatL^  holdings  in  respect  of  which 
the  tenants  make  default  in  their  pay- 
ments will  result  in  the  men  working 
them  not  making  sufficient  ti  pay  for 
their  shoe  leather.  Is  the  price  of  pro- 
duce in  Ireland  always  to  remain  at  its 
present  figure  ?  In  England  arid  Scot- 
land, wlien  there  was  a  grent  fall  in  the 
price  of  produce  the  landlords  and  the  ten- 
ants put  their  heads  toj^ether,  and  it  waa 
agreed  that  the  loss  should  fall  upon  the 
landlords.  But  in-lrjland,  when  the 
hind  lord  baa  gone  out  of  the  country 
with  the  value  of  his  estate  in  his  pocket, 
the     Government   will  £nd    theraselves 


ffice  to  face  with  the  tenants,  and  the 
British  public  will  find  themselves  in  the 
odious  position  of  having  to  exact  the 
full  rent  in  the  face  of  a  falling  mirket. 
And  whom  is  tho  British  public  to  be 
brought  face  to  face  with  ?  The  original 
tenant  will,  in  all  probability,  have  sold 
his  holding  at  a  much  better  price  tliau 
he  gave  for  it,  and  having  gone  gil  \vith 
his  20  per  cent,  of  rent  in  his  pocket,  the 
tenant  in  possession  will  pay  the  full 
value  rent  to  the  Treasury  part,  and 
part  to  the  money-lender,  and  the 
latter  is  the  man  whom  the  British 
public  will  be  brought  fiice  to  face 
with.  It  was  reasons  of  this  kind 
that  induced  the  Government  to  re- 
fuse to  lend  the  public  credit  in  order 
to  enable  the  crofters  in  Scotland  to  buy 
their  crofts*  The  Government  then 
said  that  they  would  not  throw  a  burdeu 
upon  the  labourers  of  England  in  order 
to  provide  crofts  for  the  Highlanders. 
The  Government  now  propose  to  do 
something  for  the  landlords  and  the 
tenants  of  Ireland  which  they  will  not 
do  for  those  of  any  other  portion  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  Are  they  prepared 
to  advance  money, at  2  J  per  cent. interest, 
to  the  London  shopkeepers  to  purchflse 
their  houses,  or  to  farmers  in  the  English 
or  Scotch  counties  i/j  enable  them  to  buy 
their  holdings  ?  Certainly  not.  Every- 
thing ia  reserved  for  Ireland,  which  has 
the  best  land  system  for  the  tenant  of 
any  in  tho  United  Kingdom  if  it  were 
properly  carried  out,  I'hat  land  system 
depends  upon  the  principle  of  dual 
ownership,  which  has  led  to  the  pros- 
perity of  the  meat  prosperous  class  in 
the  country,  and  that  principle  the 
Government  are  now  going  t<j  destroy. 
I  am  now  going  to  say  something  which, 
perhaps,  m^y  l>e  thought  very  hard,  but 
I  think  it  my  duty  to  say  it.  Our  legis- 
lation ought  always,  as  far  as  possible* 
to  represent  tlie  real  facts  of  the  situa- 
tion. Wiiat  are  the  r^al  facts  of  the 
situation?  The  Irish  landlords  have 
estates  which  give  them  legally  a  certain 
income,  but  those  estatts  are  not  as 
rapidly  saleable  as  they  would  be  if  they 
were  in  England.  If,  therefore,  the 
Government  wish  to  encourage  the  land- 
lords to  sell  their  estates,  let  them  give 
the  landlords  an  (xact  substitute  for 
their  estates ;  let  them  buy  the  Irish 
landlords  out  with  an  Irish  Stock,  if  the 
people  choose  to    agree    through   their 
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genttine  representatives  to  the  creation 
of  such  a  Stock.  I  think  that  is  a  per- 
fectly reasonable  proposal.  The  land- 
lords would  receive  their  incomes  from 
such  a  Stock,  but,  doubtless,  when  they 
came  to  sell  their  laud  they  would  find 
that  they  would  have  to  submit  to  con- 
fciidemble  loss.  But  why  should  the 
British  public  have  to  bear  that  loss  1 
Tli^TQ  has  been  an  instance  lately  of  the 
gwdneaa  of  Irish  securities.  The  City 
of  DuWin  has  recently  consolidated  its 
d?bt  upon  very  satisfactory  and  honour- 
able terms,  in  face  of  great  difficulties. 
The  security  of  the  city  rates  in  Ireland 
is  good  enoug^h  for  the  capitalist ;  the 
security  of  the  county  rates  ought  to 
be  good  enough  for  the  exdandlurd. 
To  turn  to  a  minor  point,  I  must  also 
ohjact  to  tbat  part  of  the  Bill  by  which 
it  is  proposed  to  give  to  the  men 
who  are  to  carry  tbe  measure  into 
effict  the  enormous  income  of  £2,500 
a  year  with  pensions,  or  J^3,000  a 
year  without  pensions.  There  is  not 
a  Member  of  the  House  who  does  not 
know  there  is  not  a  single  Civil  servant, 
at  tlie  head  of  a  great  State  Depart- 
ment, doing  the  most  responsible  and 
laborious  work,  who  ever  gets  a  halfpenny 
more  LhanX2,500a  year,  and  that  itia  only 
aa  a  mark  of  great  confidence  on  the  part 
of  Ills  masters  that  he  gets  as  much  as 
that.  The  p3rmanent  Secretary  for  Ire* 
land  only  gets  £2,500,  for  giving  up  his 
lijsition  in  the  Enghsh  Civil  Service, 
which  was  his  natural  home.  That  is 
my  first  objection.  But  my  second  ob- 
jection, which  goes  to  the  rix)t  of  the 
whole  matter,  is  that  this  large  per- 
manent paid  Body  is  not  t  j  have  any  re- 
prcsentfitive  element  at  all.  In  my 
opinion  it  ought  to  be  a  representative 
Ikniy,  with  one  or  two  paid  Government 
servants  upon  it.  The  right  lion.  Gentle- 
man said  that  if  there  is  a  voluntary 
acceptance  therj  will  be  no  moral  ground 
for  repudiation.  In  the  case  of  the  tenant 
it  will  l>o  sometimes,  hut  not  always,  a 
voluntary  acceptfvnce,  but  it  will  not  be 
so  in  the  case  of  the  great  body  of  Irish- 
men. This  Bill  is  being  imposed  upon 
Ireland  without  the  consent  of  her  re- 
presentatives.    Lord  Lei  trim  said — 

"Should  th(i  l^urchase  of  Litnd  Bill  pasii 
ifitn  law  ID  Hnythini^  liko  its  prf^ftont  form  V 
My  uQswer  is.  '  If  the  Irish  representatives  ac- 
cept it,  Yes;  if  they  reject  it.  No/  '* 

Lord  Leitrim  knows  Ireland  ;  he  knows 


it  is  certain  that  years  will  coma 
when  the  rent  cannot  be  paid  ;  he  knowi 
that  we  must  come  on  the  guarantee  ; 
and  he  knows  what  a  guarantee  is  worth 
that  is  not  given,  but  taken  by  force. 
Lord  D^i*by,  on  the  other  hand,  says — 

*'  The  opposition  oflFered  to  Ihe  Pare  base  Bill 
by  the  NaLionsHat  Party  i«,  to  my  mind,  the 
strongest  argumunt  in  its  favour." 

I'he  noble  Earl  says  so  now,  but  will  hia"' 
inheritors  and  auc^essora  Bay  so  20  or  30 
years  hence  1  The  Budget  shows  us  that 
we  shall  never  have  any  additional  in- 
direct taxation, and  the  burden  will  cons©-, 
quently  lall  Ufion  tliepiyers  of  IncomeTax- 
if  the  Irish  rents  are  not  paid.  Just 
imagine  what  the  Irish  Representa- 
tives will  say.  They  will  say,  *'  Our 
ci  instant  was  never  asked  ;  you  took 
ttie  Probate  Duty,  the  Licence  Duty, 
and  the  payment  for  education,  and 
we  refused  to  give  our  sanction/' 
I  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  to  consider  what 
the  Irish  Members  will  think  20  or  30 
years  hence  when  the  education  money 
is  taken.  The  landlord  will  sell  his  estate 
without  any  considemtion  being  taken  of 
the  fact  that  it  is  morally  liable  to  a  con- 
tribution towards  the  education  of  the 
people*  Consequently  the  Irish  ]>eople 
will  dnd  themselves  in  this  predicament 
— that  they  will  not  get  their  share  of  the 
Education  Grant,  inusmuch,as  the  landlord 
will  have  carried  off  in  his  pocket  the 
means  out  of  which  it  ought  to  be  paid. 
Again,  if  we  have  a  great  war  all  this 
beautiful,  complicatA^d,  and  delicate 
scheme,  founded  on  the  supposition  of 
the  nation  being  able  to  Ixirrow 
money  at  2  A  or  2  J  per  cent,  will  all  go 
to  the  winds,  and  the  taxpayers  will  lose 
every  penny.  There  was  one  cludlenge 
which  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man madej  and  that  challenge  I  boldly 
meet.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  Siud 
that  coercion  does  not  affect  this  Bill, 
which  will  be  worked  in  a  perfectly  im- 
pai'tial  and  fair  mauner  to  all  parties. 
That  is  not  the  caae.  In  the  present 
state  (if  Ireland  it  cannot  be  from  tlie 
nature  of  tlie  circumstances*  Those  who 
want  to  sell  their  land  belong  to  what  is 
trrmed  the  party  of  law  and  order,  while 
the  tenants,  and  still  more  their  advisers, 
are  classed  as  opponents  of  law  and  order. 
Let  hon  Members  observe  what  great 
impunity  there  is  und(.^r  the  present 
system.  The  Land  Commissioners  re- 
ported  that   the  agent  of  the  Drapers' 
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ompanj,  who  wisbed  to  sell  in  a  very 
arge  number  of  cases,  inserted  incorrect 
rents  in  the  agreements  for  sale,  with 
the  deliberate  intention  of  dec3iving  the 
Commissionerg  for  the  benefit  of  his 
-employers.  Nevertheless,  the  company 
Bive  kept  that  agent  in  their  employ- 
ment. If  an  agent  of  theirs  had  lieen 
guilty  of  such  conduct  iu  dealing  with 
their  English  property,  they  would  have 
dismissed  him  at  once,  but  they  forgavo 
-bim  because  it  was  in  Ireland,  and  in 
■relation  to  the  Treasury.  This  shows  the 
spirit  in  which  many  who  are  selling  eomo 
ti^  the  sale,  II  a  great  company  can  do 
such  things,  to  what  extent  will  common 
squireens  think  they  are  justified  in 
getting  the  utmost  they  can  out  of  the 
public '?  With  regard  to  the  question  of 
pressure  on  the  tenants,  let  me  refer  to 
the  examination  of  Mr.  J.  G.  McCarthy 
before  the  Cowper  Commission.  This 
witness  was  asked  by  the  President, 
**  How  does  he  (the  agent)  exercise  the 
pressure  ?"     The  reply  was — 

*'  By  telling  tht»  teuunt  he  mast  either  aign 
A  coDtract  fur  sale  or  go  out.  I  hti%*e  ftceti 
lelterii  of  this  ci  3a»  I  have  a  letter  in  my 
pofffleaHion  from  anextenftive  land  agent,  telling 
the  tttnaot  thut  the  sheriff  would  not  be  put  off 
bej'Ond  to-mtirrow,  but  that  if  he  handed  tbi^ 
flhciriff  the  eoutructs  for  purchase  duly  executed 
he  would  not  take  i»os8caj.ion.*' 

Surely  a  contract  signed  under  such 
circumstances  cannot  be  free.  Now,  the 
Government  have  decided  that  this 
terrible  pressure  shall  not  be  counter 
acted  by  the  advice  of  those  who  are 
advising  the  tenants  in  their  own 
interests  and  in  that  of  the  taxpayer. 
The  Chief  Secretary  has  never  in  Parlia- 
ment  thought  it  right  to  deny  a  state- 
ment which  has  been  made  two  or  three 
times — namely,  that  the  Government 
brought  a  criminal  charge  against  an 
Irish  A\IombL*r  of  Parliament,  because,  in 
the  most  modemte  manner,  he  advised 
the  tenants  that  a  ci.^rtain  number  of 
years*  piiixrhase — 17  years,  I  think— was 
too  high.  [Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour:  Who 
was  that?]  That  MemlxT  was  the  hon. 
Member  for  Monaghan*  He  was  not 
convicted  on  the  charge,  and  he  may  not 
have  been  prosecuted  ;  but  the  Govern- 
mt;nt  prosecutor  went  into  Court  for  the 
purpose  of  prosecuting.  Bj  taking  that 
action,  the  Government  sliowed  that  they 
consider  the  giving  of  advice  of  that 
nature,  even  in  so  moderate  a  manner,  to 
be  a  punishable  crime  in  Ireland.  Now 
VOL.  CCCXLIII-     [thibd  sertbs.] 


the  Government  base  the  fair  rent  in 
Ireland  on  a  deduction  of  S  per  cent,  of 
the  rates  and  taxes  which  the  landlord 
has  to  pay. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  cares 
to  bo  interrupted.  I  think  he  refers  to 
what  he  calls  my  estimate  of  the  general 
difference  between  the  net  and  tlve  groES 
rent  in  Ireland.  The  sum  I  myself  took 
was  merely  for  the  pm-pose  of  illufstra- 
tion.  I  Ixilieve  that  the  general  average 
is  far  less  than  7  par  cent. 

*Sm  G.  TREVKLYAN :  I  am  sur^ 
prised  at  that  being  the  result.  I  will 
not  name  any  percentage,  but  dimply  say 
that  the  Government  arrived  at  a  fair 
rent  by  deducting  a  certain  sum  for 
rates  and  taxes.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cork,  in  an  extraordinarily  able  speech  at 
Eli  1  dare,  based  the  fair  rent  very  diffe- 
rently. He  stated  in  that  Bpeech  that 
when  the  judicial  rent  bad  been  decided 
the  tenants  should  deduct  from  it  various 
charges  which  the  landlord  now  paid, 
and  which  they  would  have  to  pay  if 
they  became  their  own  landlords.  They 
must  deduct,  he  said,  half  the  poor 
rate  and  half  the  county  cess,  the  in- 
come tax,  the  tithe  rent-charge^  and 
agents*  fees,  and  they  must  make  allow- 
ances for  bad  debts,  and  also  for  the 
additional  taxation  which  would  certainly 
be  placed  upon  the  land  for  developing 
the  education  of  the  country.  The  net 
amount  which  the  landlord  was  in  the 
habit  of  getting  would  thus  be  reaciied, 
and  the  tenants  would  be  able  to  give 
him  a  liberal  number  of  years'  purchase* 
I  entirely  agree  with  this  statement  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.  Bat  when 
the  Bill  before  the  House  becomes  law, 
what  if  the  hon.  t  Mem  bar  for  Cork  and 
his  friends  go  to  Ireland  and  tell  the 
tenants  what  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
told  tliem  at  Kildare  '?  Does  the  House 
seriously  think  that  they  will  be  allowed 
to  make  such  statements  with  impunity 
in  places  where  purchases  are  on  foot  ? 
I  maintain  that  coercion  then  will  be 
sharper,  and  that  the  gaols  will  be  fuller 
than  ever.  The  measure  before  tlie 
House  cannot  be  fairly  worked  under 
the  present  system  of  government  in 
Ireland  ;  and  though  it  has  been  brought 
forward  with  the  express  desire  of  paci- 
fying Ireland,  it  will  only  result  in  con- 
vulsing  and  irritating  the  country  ;  and 
instead  uf  settling  the  relations  between 
2  TSf 
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this  country  and  Ireland  on  a  satisfac- 
tory footing,  it  will  at  no  long  interval 
bring  aboat  quarrels  and  misnuder- 
8t'inding8  between  the  Irish  people  and 
tlia  Government  graver  than  any  of 
those  which  have  occurred  in  the  un* 
happy  history  of  Ireland.  I  ha%^e  spoken 
not  only  as  a  Representative  of  the  tax- 
payer, but  as  a  former  Irish  administra- 
tt>r.  I  have  sp jken  today  exactly  in 
the  same  way  as  I  spoke  in  1883,  in 
1884Jn  1886,  and  in  1888;  and  in  my 
cliardcter  of  Representative  of  the  tax- 
payer, and  of  an  admiiustrator  who 
knew  Ireland,  I  Ray  I  am  heartily  and 
unreservedly  and  sincerely  opposed  to 
this  Bill. 
♦(7/22.)  Mr  AMBROSE  (Middlesex, 
Harrow)  :  If  I  had  not  heard  the  con- 
eluding  sentence  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentlaman,  1  should  certainly  not  have 
realised  the  fact  that  he  opposed  the  Second 
Rmding  of  the  Bill  ;  indeed,  his  oliserva- 
tions,  likw  thrjse  of  the  hon*  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Parnell),  appeared  to  be  more 
ap  ilioable  to  the  Committee  stage  on 
the  Bill  rather  than  to  the  Second  Read- 
ing. Tlie  right  hon.  Gentleman  com- 
plained that  the  Bill  is  too  favounible  to 
the  landlord.  He  also  complained  that 
it  is  too  favourable  to  the  tenant,  and  he 
argued  that  it  is  in  some  way  or  other 
injurious  to  the  taxpayer.  He  seems  to 
forget  that  the  measure  is  the  result  of 
the  Bill  to  which  he  was  a  party,  and 
which  IS  now  law — the  Land  Act  of 
1881-  Another  of  hia  complaints  is  that 
the  Bill  will  tend  to  cut  out  the  present 
residential  landlords,  and  convert  thetn 
into  absentee  landlords.  That  would 
have  been  a  very  good  argument  to  have 
used  before  the  Land  Act  of  1881  was 
passed,  because  the  effect  of  that  Act 
was  literally  to  do  that  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  this  Bill  will  do.  The 
Act  of  1881  gave  to  the  tenants  the  three 
f s — free  sale,  fixity  of  tenure,  and  fair 
rent.  That  represents  exactly  the 
interests  of  the  mf*ny  men  in  England 
who  own  property  subject  to  a  rent^ 
charge,  and  I  never  heard  that  a  rent- 
charger  upon  land  had  the  obligation  of 
a  landlord.  When  we  speak  of  the 
obligation  of  a  landlord,  we  understand 
the  obligatioDB  of  the  squire  of  a  parish, 
or  of  some  gi*eat  landowner,  who  gives 
parties  and  employs  labourers,  and  deals 
lilierally  with  his  tenants,  and  attends  i 
to  their  farra.'i.  Can  it  be  said  that  a  I 
Sir  G.  Trevelyan 


man  who  has  never  any  right  to  go  on 
the  land  at  all,  so  long  as  the  tenant 
observes  his  p\rt  of  the  contract,  is  a 
landlord.  It  is  Hght  we  should  under- 
stand that,  since  the  Act  of  1881,  to  speak 
of  landlords  in  Ireland  is  altogether 
a  mistake  and  a  blunder ;  they 
may  be  rent  chargers,  but  they  are  cer- 
tainly not  landlords  in  the  proper  sense 
of  the  tL»rm.  It  is  the  establishment  of 
dual  ownerships  in  Ireland  that  makes 
this  Bill  a  necessity.  What  is  now  the 
interest  of  the  tenant  ?  It  is,  of  course, 
to  get  his  rent  reduced  as  often  as  he 
can  ;  and  how  does  he  try  tii  do  that  ? 
Why,  by  reducing  the  produce  of  the 
soil  as  much  as  possible.  The  object  of 
every  tenant,  and  of  every  country,  and 
of  every  Department  of  the  State  should 
be  to  encourage  the  best  form  of  agri- 
culture. That  is  not  done  by  having 
laws  which  encourages  the  tenant  to 
rv*ducQ  the  pn>dnce  of  his  land,  to  culti- 
vate the  land  in  a  slovenly  and  unscientific 
manner  lest  his  rent  should  be  increased. 
Ireland,  or  that  part  of  the  country  out- 
side of  Ulster,  has  not  the  same  resources 
in  the  way  of  manufactures  and  com- 
merce that  England  or  Scotland  has ; 
therefore,  it  is  of  the  utmost  importance 
that  if  agriculture  lie  the  staple  industry, 
every  opportunity  should  be  afforded  the 
tenant.  I  thought  it  was  determined 
long  ago  that  it  was  desirable,  if  possible, 
to  improve  the  position  of  the  Irish 
peasant,  and,  if  we  could,  to  help  him  by 
State  aid.  Surely  that  is  a  course  of 
conduct  to  which  lion.  Members  opposite 
can  raise  no  sort  of  reasonable  objection. 
That  seems  to  me  to  be  the  reason  which 
varies  this  case  from  the  ciiae  put  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  referred  to 
the  shopkeepers  in  Bond  Street,  and  to 
the  agriculturalists  of  England  who  may 
prefer  a  similar  claim  to  have  money 
advanced  to  them  by  the  Stat-e  for  the 
purpose  of  buying  the  goodwill  of  their 
businesses  or  farms.  But  before  the 
argument  can  apply  it  must  be  sliown 
that  the  cordition  of  the  shopkeepers  in 
Bond  Street  and  of  the  agriculturalist  in 
Enghmd  has  in  some  sort  of  way  been 
affected  as  the  condition  of  the  Irish 
tenant  has  been  affected  by  legislation* 
That  cannot  be  shown.  It  was  the  Act 
of  1881  that  created  the  dual  ownership, 
and  it  is  the  dual  ownership  which  now 
throws  on  the  State  the  responsibility 
of    dealing     with     the     difficulties    of 
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tlie  situation.  Wliat  is  it  tiiat  fa 
proposed  by  this  Bill  ?  It  is  proposed 
tkat  an  ad\rjintage  should  be  given 
to  the  landlords  and  to  the  tenantJi. 
'  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
fur  Mid  Lothian,  in  1 88t>,  said  we  owed  a 
great  deal  to  the  Irish  landlords ;  and  he 
would  not  renture  to  introducii  his  Homj 
Rule  Bill  unless  he  had  first  made  tho 
landlords  safe,  as  their  position  might  be 
rendered  precarious  hj  the  action  of  the 
I  i  eg  is  latu  re .  Agai  n ,  so  f  a  r  i\,s  the  1 2  a  an  ts 
are  concerned,  evcrj^  one  will  agree  that 
some  advantage  should  be  given  to  them. 
Wfiat  is  that  advantage  to  be  ?  It  is 
said  that  the  J  are  to  get  the  land  for 
themselves  and  paj  annually  for  it  a 
sum  of  money  which  is  less  than  the 
rent  they  are  now  called  upon  in  pay. 
But  what  is  the  real  explanation  of  it? 
It  is  that  the  British  Government  has 
piwer  to  borrow  money  at  li|  percent. 
0.1  its  own  s?curity,  a  power  wliich 
certainly  is  not  pDsseestid  by  individuals. 
Well,  if  it  can  obtain  tliat  money  on 
H  those  terms  and  lend  it  again  at  4  per 
^P  cent.,  it  makes  a  clear  profit  of  1|  per 
~  cent,  per  annum  ;  and  if  you  spread  tlie 
operation  over  a  period  of  49  years  and 
form  a  *Sinking  Fund^  as  is  proposed  in 
this  Bill,  it  becomes  possible,  by  means 
of  such  Sinking  Fund,  to  pay  o£f  the 
priucipal.  That  is  what  the  British 
Government  are  now  seeking  to  do  on 
b.'half  of  the  Irish  tenants ;  and,  assumitig 
the  secority  they  t^ike  for  tlte  loans  to  be 
good,  nol)ody  can  be  injured  in  the 
slightest  degree.  Then  the  point  arises, 
Is  that  security  goiKl?  Comparisons  have 
been  made  betvseen  this  Bill  and  the  Bill 
of  the  right  hon.  (lentlenmu  the  Menih  'r 
for  Mid  Lothian  :  and  the  Daily  Nf^iva  this 
morning  publishts  extracts  from  the 
speeches  and  the  election  addresses  of 
Unionist   Members  in    1886,   in    which 

(the    Bill  of   that  year  was   condemned. 
The  editor  of  that  paper  hsis  done  me  the 
honour   to  quote    some   words   from  my 
election  address,   in  which  I  stated  that 
the    opposition    of    the    Irish    landlords 
was    to    be    bought    off    at    a    cost    of 
£150,000,000,    which    mnney     was     t.. 
be    paid    by    the     taxpayers    of     Mng- 
land    and    Scotland.     No    doubt    I    did 
at    that    time     look     with     disapprolm- 
Jtion    on    the     Bill    of    the    riglit    hon. 
[Gentleman  ;  and  if  it  were  now  before  the 
I  House,  I  should  still  disipprove  of   it, 
dcuiso  it  C'»utain<  d    none  ef  the  points 


which  recommend  to  our  favour  the  Bill 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  uow  being 
debated ;  it  contained  none  of  the 
securities  which  are  now  provided  for. 
Much  has  been  said  as  to  the  consent  of 
the  Irish  Representatives  not  being  given 
to  this  Bill,  and  as  to  the  probability  of 
having  to  fall  ba<:!k  ultimately  on  Im- 
perial Revenues  to  redeem  the  loan.  But 
I  believe  we  shall  never  have  to  resort 
to  the  second  line  of  defence,  and  that 
the  security  taken  in  the  first  instance 
will  prove  ample.  That  security  consists 
not  only  of  the  landlords'  interest,  but 
also  of  the  tenants'  interest.  The  land- 
lords' intL*ri^!St  will  h^  all  that  will  hi 
paid  for  by  tlie  money  to  be  advanced. 
That  interest  is  a  mere  rent-charge,  liable 
t^>  b3  diminished  by  unskilful  or  lazy 
tilling  of  the  soil,  and  is  not  the  o^Tier- 
ship  of  the  estate.  But,  in  addition  to 
this,  the  Government  have,  as  security, 
the  property  of  the  tenant.  The  Cowper 
Commission's  Report,  or  rather  that  part 
signed  by  Earl  Millti-^wn,  showed  that 
the  interests  of  tenants  have  realised,  on 
the  average,  20  years'  purchase  when 
the  Land  League  have  allowed  sales  to 
take  place.  Therefore,  if  the  Govern* 
ment  lend  JB  1,700  on  a  pi^ofjerty  pro- 
ducing a  rent-charge  of  £\(^i\  a  year,  the 
tob:il  value  ot  ^th©  security,  allowing  only 
17  years  purchase  for  the  tenants* 
interest,  will  be  £3,400.  It  is  said 
that  the  value  of  the  tenants'  inter- 
est is  very  uncertiiin,  because  thtre 
may  be  combinations  amongst  them.  It 
is,  I  think,  sur[»rtt^ing  that  Homo  Rule 
Membeie  sliould  suggest  the  possibility 
of  a  cumbinatiun  uniong  tenant  pro- 
prietors to  repndiat*  ongagemonts  to 
wliieh  they  have  voluntarily  put  their 
seal.  I  have  never  heard  such  a  charge 
made  against  the  Irish  farmers,  even 
from  the  Conservative  Benches  or  plat- 
forms. I  do  not  believe  those  farmers 
are  more  dishonest  than  either  Scotch- 
men or  Englibhmen  ;  and  I  do  not  agree 
that,  having  obtained  money  from  the 
tiix payers,  they  would  pocket  it  and  then 
immediately  repudiate  the  transaction. 
It  has  l^en  suggested  that  they  would  bo 
jnstihed  in  doing  so,  because  the  tran- 
saction will  not  have  buen  carried  out 
with  the  assent  of  their  Repi'esentvtives 
in  this  HouKe.  But  what  does  it  matter 
if  the  bargain  has  been  made  without  the 
assmt  of  their  Keprosentalives  in  Parlia- 
ment? There  would  have  been  some- 
2  N  2 
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thinff  in  that  objection  to  traiisactionfl 
under  tlio  Bill  ol  the  leader  of 
the  Oppositions  because,  under  that  Bill, 
the  tenant  won  d  liave  bad  no  choice 
as  to  whether  or  not  he  sliould  purchase 
his  farm.  But  under  this  Bill  he  will 
enter  into  the  bargain  because  he  wishes 
to  do  so,  and  I  believe  thei*e  will  be  a 
keen  competition  for  the  advances. 
What  was  transferred  hj  the  Bill  of  the 
•  fight  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  was  the 
landlords'  interests,  and  consequently 
only  half  the  security  afforded  by  the 
present  BilL  Then  under  the  Bill  of 
the  right  hon*  Grentleraan  opposite,  tt» 
whom  was  the  land  to  lie  tninsf erred  ? 
The  reason  for  that  Bill  was  that  the 
landlords  would  liavo  been  at  the  mercy 
of  the  Irish  Government,  and  the  Bill 
was  inti^nded  to  save  them  from  being 
sacrificed.  Yet  the  right  to  the  property 
was  to  be  transferred  to  the  Irish 
Government,  the  rents  were  to  be  eol 
lected  by  revenue  collectors  appointed 
by  the  Irish  Government,  which  would 
have  been  hostile  to  the  landlords,  and 
might  have  been  expected  to  take  every 
opportunity  of  encouraging  repudiation 
in  case  of  a  quarrel  between  England 
and  Ireland.  What  would  have  been 
the  position  of  the  British  Governmont 
under  such  a  Bill  ?  Under  such  a  Bill 
as  that  the  British  tfix payer  would 
have  had  no  security  what^sver*  But 
not  only  was  there  no  security  under 
the  Bill  of  1886,  there  was  not  even 
the  personal  proraisa  or  responsibih'ty  (>{ 
the  Irish  tenant  for  the  re-payment  of 
the  money.  In  these  points  the  Bill 
now  1)0 fore  the  Honse  coni|mres  favour- 
Hbly  with  that  of  the  right  hon-  Gentle- 
inan  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  has  complained 
thjt  money  enough  is  not  prc»\aded  to 
buy  out  all  the  tenants^  that  only  al)out 
one -quarter  of  them  will  come  under 
the  operation  of  the  Bill,  and  thut  great 
dissatisfaction  will  V)&  caused.  That  may 
be  a  fair  criticism  for  Committee,  and  I 
hope  the  Government  will  consider 
whether  the  advances  might  not  be  re- 
ati'icted  to  the  smaller  tenants,  in  the 
first  instance.  But  the  objections  taken 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  do  not  go  to 
the  root  of  the  Bill  ;  they  only  point  t^ 
matters  which  can  be  dealt  with  in  Com- 
mittee. The  hon.  ^Member  seems  to 
ignore  the  f«ct  that  this  mejisure  is 
iato'iided  tu  be  gradual  in  its  operation, 
Mr.  Ambre^se 


and  may,  if  successful,  be  followed  by 
others  of  a  like  character.  It  is  utterly 
inconsistent  on  the  part  of  gentlemen 
opposite,  who  were  so  esger  a  few  years 
ago  in  favour  of  allotment  and  the 
right  of  the  labourer  to  a  portion  of  the 
siiil,  tt:>  oppose  a  Bill  of  this  character. 
Under  its  provisions  the  British  taxpayer 
will  not  suffer  the  loss  of  a  farthing.  1 
should  like  to  know  how  hon.  Members 
who  oppose  it  can  pose  before  their 
constituents  as  the  true  friends  of  the 
working  classes,  I  have  great  pleasure 
in  supporting  the  Second  Reiuiing  of  the 
BilL 

(7.55.)  Thk  Eaelof  CAVAN  (Some^ 
set,  S.) :  I  presume  that  if  a  stranger 
who  visited  this  House  during  the  debate 
on  the  Bill  of  1S86  were  to  enter  it 
now  he  would  be  astonished  at  the  change 
which  has  taken  place  in  the  interval. 
In  1886  the  Liberal  Party  were  all  for 
Land  Purchase,  and  Gentlemen  oppt  site 
were  against  it.  Now,  those  who  sit  on 
this  side  of  the  House  are  found  arrayed 
figainst  the  land  purchase  scheme  of  a 
Conservative  Government,  whcse  Chief 
Secretary  has  become  the  powerful  ally 
of  those  who  wish  to  rid  the  country  fif 
the  English  landlord.  T  am  opposi^d  to 
the  pri*8ent  Bill,  though  I  do  not  consider 
it  to  be  an  unmitigated  evil;  on  the 
contrtry,  there  are  three  distinct  l^nefits 
which  I  think  may  be  secured  from  it 
One  would  be  the  getting  rid  of  a  number 
of  the  landlords,  an  end  which  apparently 
the  Chief  Secretary  is  very  anxious  to 
secure  ;  secondly,  I  think  the  Turltary 
Clauses,  with  the  snlalle^t  possible  change, 
will  be  very  acceptable  ;  and  thirdly,  the 
clauses  dealing  witli  long  leases  are,  to  my 
mind,  admirable,  and  I  wish  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  every  success  in  |Dassing 
those  portions  of  the  Bill.  But  1  object 
to  the  purchase  provisions.  There  is  no 
freedom  ot  contract  between  the  landlord 
and  the  tenant.  The  other  day  I  asked 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he 
would  withdraw  the  piliee  from  meetings 
nf  the  tenants  held  for  the  discussion  of 
the  Bill.  I  was  told  that  the  police  only 
iittendtd  when  there  was  a  fear  of 
illegality.  But  illegality  rn  a  broad  term 
as  iuterprettni  by  Resident  Magistrates  in 
Ireland,  and  the  Bdl  cannot  be  looked  on 
with  favour  by  the  tenants,  Hcnuse  no 
fair  discussion  of  a  measure  like  it  can 
t«ke  plate  under  the  menace  of  the 
presence   of   police  reporters.     The  land- 
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lords,  of  course^  are  allowed  to  discuss 
it  without  being  s^  menaced,  I  have 
still  another  object  on  to  the  Bill.  Thirty 
yd'irs  a^o,  when  I  first  betpiu  to  take  an 
interest  in  politics,  I  was  always  told  by 
a  relati\re  who  had  been  a  ^linister  of  the 
Crown  that  any  Bill  brought  forward 
should  carry  on  its  face  the  recomraenda- 
tion  that  it  sought  ta  obtain — the  greatest 
happiness  of  the  greatest  number,  I 
thitik  this  BUI  will  produce  the 
greatest  misery,  and  I  will  endea- 
vour t3  sliow  how  this  will  occur. 
It  was  estimated,  when  the  Bill  of  the 
right  ho'i.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothi  in  was  before  the  country,  that 
£200,000,000  would  be  r.»quired  to  bay 
up  tha  whale  of  th:^  land  in  Ireland  ;  but, 
taking  a  moderate  estimate,  I  say 
£100,000,000,  so  it  is  obvious  that  if  only 
£33,000,000  is  the  sum  which  the 
Government  are  inclined  to  spend,  then 
fiomatbing  like  four  or  five  landlords  will 
not  be  bought  out  tr>  every  one  that  is, 
A  great  nmmbor  of  tenants  will  hi  dis- 
appointed, and  possibly  a  great  number 
of  landlords.  I  am  pt^rfectly  well  aware 
that  it  is  proposed  t)iat  as  money  is  paid 
in  it  will  be  paid  out  again  ;  but  let  me 
take  the  illustration  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  himself  gave  on  introducing  the  Bill, 
that  of  a  tenant  paying  £  1 00  rent.  That 
tenant  enters  into  an  arrangement  with 
Ids  landlord  as  explained  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  ;  for  five  years  he  pays  £80  a 
year,  and  for  44  years  £68,  and  at  the 
end  of  that  time  he  is  owner  of  his  farm. 
Well  and  good  ;  the  man  is  satisfied,  and 
I  sup ^lose  t be  landlord  is  satisfied.  But 
just  over  the  h?dge  there  is  rtnother  man 
who  pays  £100  rent  and  his  I  indtord 
refus.s  to  s^Ul  Now,  what  are  ths 
feelings  of  that  tanant  towards  his  land- 
lord as  he  c::>ntrasta  his  position  with 
that  of  his  neighbour  1  Do  we 
not  get  very  close  to  my  pro- 
position, the  greatest  misery  to  the 
greatest  number?  You  start  a  new 
state  of  ill-feeling  between  tenant  and 
landlord,  and  it  is  rather  a  serious 
matter.  I  presume  under  the  Coercion 
Act  it  will  be  possible  to  keep  these 
tenants  in  order.  The  landlord  can  go 
to  the  tenant  and  say  to  the  tenant,  "  Pay 
me  my  £100  rent  or  Her  Most  Gracious 
Majesty  s  battering  ram  will  knock  the 
house  about  your  ears  and  the  whole 
force  of  the  Coercion  Act  will  be  brought 
against  you/'     These   are  strong   argu- 


ments on  the  part  of  the  landlord,  but  the 
tenant  has  no  arguments  whatever  to  use. 
The  tenants  cannot  even  combine.  We 
have  had  the  Home  Secretary's  opinion 
of  combiaition  j  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  shown  that  agricultural  tenants 
cannot  combine  for  their  own  protection 
like  members  of  a  Trades  Union.  The^ 
Irish  tenant  has  no  menace,  no  pressure 
to  put  the  landlord.  But,  suppose  this 
landlord,  though  he  does  not  desire  to 
sell,  is  a  good  landlord  who  has  got  on 
well  with  his  tenants  and  is  anxious  to 
continue  on  good  terms  with  them  in 
the  future,  he  is  not  impecunious,  but 
has  means  at  his  disposal  besides  those 
he  gjts  from  his  tenants.  This  landlord 
may  go  to  his  tenant  and  say,  **  rather 
than  have  a  standing  quarrel  between 
na  I  will  reduce  your  rent  to  £80  for  five 
years,  and  then  to  £68  for  44  years,  and 
BO  you  will  be  on  the  same  terms  as  your 
neighbour,"  Would  the  tenant  be  right 
in  acceding  to  these  terms  ?  Certainly 
not  ;  they  are  not  nearly  good  enough, 
becausa  there  will  be  this  distinction 
between  the  two  positions,  that  he  will,  at 
the  end  of  49  years,  be  still  a  tenant, 
when  his  neighbour  will  be  an  owner. 
What,  then,  will  be  a  fair  compromise  to 
make  up  for  want  of  possession  1  Why 
a  rent  of  £50  or  £60,  and  the  tenant  will 
be  badly  advised  if  he  accepts  a  higher 
rent  than  that.  Well,  suppose  he  accepti 
£50,  and  agrees  to  pay  that  instead  of 
£100.  He  is  in  the  happy  pasition  for 
the  time  being,  on  meeting  his  friend 
who  is  coming  in  on  the  Purchase  Act, 
of  showing  how  much  better  off  for  the 
time  bying  he  is.  But  suppose  disastora 
come  1  Suppose  distress  comes  as  it  camo 
10  years  ago  and  may  come  again  ;  then 
what  will  be  the  position  of  these  two 
persons  1  The  positions  wnllbe  to  a  very 
great  extent  reversed,  I  can  hardly 
imagine  a  more  miserable  position  than 
that  of  the  good  landlord  with  little 
money  at  the  bank,  who  desires  to  re* 
main  in  Ireland,  and  who  has  not  come 
to  terms  with  his  tenants  under  this 
Bill.  And  now  a  few  words  in 
reference  to  an  important  lettef 
which  has  appeared  in  a  leading  news- 
paper from  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Paddingt^^n  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill),  The  noble  Lord  seems  to 
have  been  very  fairly  criticised  on  both 
sides.  He  addressed  himself  to  personi 
who,  in  the  language  of  Lord  Granville, 
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ftra  persons  of  a  crtss-b^nch  mind,  and 
who,  in  the  opinion  of  cUction  agents, 
arj  of  DO  us 3  to  anybody,  who  are  not 
Liljerals  and  not  Conservatives,  and  of 
whom  it  is  impossible  to  say  which  way 
fch-iy  will  lean.  iSo  deep  is  the  dislike 
trt  this  class  that  a  name  of  contempt  has 
beL*n  imported  from  the  other  side  of  the 
A^-ater,  and  they  have  been  styled  "  jnng- 
wumpa,**  Bat  who  are  these  with  whom 
the  no  We  Lord  ia  dealing?  They  are 
those  who  turn  out  Governmenta  and 
re-construct  Cabinets.  They  are  the 
people  who,  being  neither  Liberals  or 
Conservatives,  think  for  themselves  on 
every  queation.  The}'  are  a  very  impor- 
tant class,  to  my  mind,  after  all  the 
s  ircasms  poured  upon  them.  These  are 
til  3  persons  Uy  whom  I  would  address 
myself,  persons  of  an  open  mind,  and  to 
these  the  noble  Lord  has  addressed  him- 
self. I  cannot  go  the  length  of  all  the 
noble  Lord  has  said,  but  I  can  go  with  him 
in  the  advice  he  has  given  to  the  Govern- 
ment— advicej  I  am  sorry  to  say,  they  will 
not  accept.  That  ad  vice  is  that  this  Bill 
Eiould  be  dropped,  and  that  the  Govern- 
lant  ehould  bring  forward  a  Local 
G  ivernmenfc  scheme  on  very  briad  prin- 
ciples, and  that  after  that  they  should 
bring  forward  this  BiU,  or  something 
liko  it>  on  a  more  representative  basis, 
l^nd  tho}'^  will  carry  it  out  with  greater 
se.  That  advice  will  not  be  taken. 
It  would  l>e  pre8um;jtuoTi8  in  me  to 
suppose  that  the  Government  would  take 
my  advice  when  they  have  refused  that 
of  the  noble  Lrkrd,  But  let  the  Govern- 
m^^nt  consult  their  Whips,  those  admir- 
able officials  who  discharge  their  duties 
with  so  much  courtesy  and  punctuality, 
and  have  so  much  knowledt*'e  of  the 
p  >sition  of  parties.  They  will  tell  the 
Chief  Secretary  what,  perhaps,  he  knows 
already^  that  it  ia  more  and  more  diffi- 
cult to  keep  a  House  every  year ;  that 
the  further  we  get  from  the  time  when 
Members  were  in  close  connection  with 
their  constituents,  it  is  more  difficult  to 
keep  a  House^  and  the  difficulty  increases 
as  July  approaches.  Supposing  there  is 
great  opposition  to  the  Bill  sa  a  whole, 
then  bring  forward  a  Local  Government 
Bill  first,  then  deal  with  the  Turbary 
Clauses  and  long  leisa  clauses.  The 
opposition  to  your  Bill  would  not  carry 
half  the  weight  if  the  noble  Lord's 
advice  were  taken.  The  Government 
would  be  in  a  stronger  positioD,  for 
The  Earl  of  Cavan 


it  won  Id  he  impossible  for  Members 
to  rL's:st  the  Bill  at  any  great  length,  and 
I  do  not  think  they  would  resist  it.  Then 
bring  forward  the  remainder  of  the  Bill 
next  Session,  a  Bill  re-constructed  on 
more  popular  lines.  If  they  do  that,  the 
Government  will  lighten  the  Bill  and 
will  do  something  to  show  they  realise 
the  position  in  which  they  are  now 
placed ;  they  will  do  something  to  meet 
the  demands  of  the  Irish  people,  p«>- 
ceeding  on  a  basifi  of  popular  representa- 
tion with  a  Bill  in  more  popular  form. 
But  if  the  Government  think  it  is  their 
duty  to  press  forward  this  Bill,  ei^ually 
the  Opposition  have  a  duty,  and  that  is 
to  offer  opposition  to  the  Bill,  not  opix^si- 
tion  of  such  a  description  as  will  provoke 
the  angry  comment  of  any  reasonable 
man,  not  a  factious  opposition,  but  still 
an  oppositioQ  that  will  go  to  the  extent 
of  questioning  every  line,  every  single 
word  in  a  Bill  which  will  act  prejudi- 
cially to  the  greater  interests?  of  Ireland, 
(8.200 

♦(8.45.)  Mr.  J.  F.  X.  OBRIEN  (Mayo, 
S.) :  I  have  to  say  that,  in  my  opinion, 
the  objections  that  have  Ijeen  offered  to 
this  Bill  are  exceedingly  well-founded ; 
and  befor^i  coming  to  the  chief 
points  of  objection  I  should  like  t>  offer 
a  few  remarks.  The  right  hon.  Gen  tie- 
man  the  Attorney  Genfend  for  Ireland 
has,  singularly  enough,  invoked  in  sup» 
port  of  this  Bill  an  Irish  Catholic 
news|>aper  ;  but,  for  my  part,  I  cannot  see 
what  special  authority  that  newsptiper 
has  to  speak  on  the  question,  either  for 
or  against.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  also  quoted  in  favour  of  the 
Bill  the  opinions  of  that  Body  which  the 
present  G<»vernment  have  so  stoutly  in- 
sisted in  describing  as  a  criminal  con- 
8 piracy,  n am e ly ,  th e  Lan  d  Lea gu e .  I  w  ou  Id 
ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man was  it  not  for  their  ctmnection  with 
that  so-called  criminal  conspiracy  that  no 
fewer  than  eight  Members  of  the  Irish 
Party  were  accused  of  the  most  serious 
criminality,  notwithstanding  which  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  citei 
in  defence  of  the  measure  now  before 
the  House  the  opinions  cf  the 
Ijeague  ?  It  is  quite  certain  that  tii 
brings  about  strange  changes,  and 
must  say  that  it  has  brought  about 
nothing  more  strange  than  when  we  see 
the  Irish  Attorney  General  of  the  pre- 
sent Conaervative  Government  quoting 
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iii  favour  of  a  Government  measure  the 
opinions  of  the  Irish  Land  League. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  prt^sent^ 

♦Mb.  J,  F.  X.  O'BRIEN  (continuing)  ' 
If  this  Bill  were  to  pass  in  its  present 
form  it  would  be  the  oucmjion  of  a  large 
amount  of  discontent  all  over  Ireland, 
and  would  only  render  the  state  of 
things  much  more  unpleasant  than  at 
present,  when,  goodness  knows,  they  are 
quite  bad  enough.  I  might  not  object 
t>  a  scheme  of  purchase  ench  aa  could  be 
applied  to  all  Ireland ;  but  in  that  case 
it  must  be  administered  honestly  and 
fairly,  and  by  men  in  whom  the  tenants 
would  have  confidence.  At  any  rate, 
some  arrangement  might  be  madt?  by 
which,  at  least,  one -half  of  them  should 
be  men  in  whom  the  tenants  would 
have  confidence.  As  it  is  at  present,  all 
the  Courts  in  Ireland— the  Ltind  Court-a 
and  others — are  administered  by  men 
who  are  notoriously  in  favour  i^f  tbe 
landlords,  and  I  do  not  think  it  possible 
to  get  a  Land  Court  scheme  out  of  the 
present  Government  that  will  have  the 
confidence  of  the  Irish  tenants  ;  nor  is 
there  any  probability  of  the  Land  Question 
in  Ireland  being  settled  by  this  measure. 
For  it  proposes  to  touch  merely  the 
fringe  of  the  question,  leaving  the 
bulk  of  it  untt^uched,  while  at  the 
same  tima  it  exhausts  Irish  resources. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
his  referred  to  a  speech  of  the  Chief 
Secrt'tary  for  Ireland,  in  which,  after 
referring  to  the  Inndlords'  combination, 
he  said  he  would  not  object  to  a  tenants' 
combination  ;  but  the  right  hon>  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
added  that  it  must  be  a  legal  combina- 
tion. For  my  part,  1  doubt  whether 
human  ingenuity  could  devise  a  tenants' 
combination  that  would  be  recognised  by 
the  present  Government  as  legal ;  and  if 
it  be  possible  to  create  such  a  combina- 
tion, I  would  ask  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  to  sketch  for  us  a  plan  that 
would  satisfy  the  Government.  I  am 
afraid,  however,  that  the  example  fur- 
nished by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  predecessor,  who  is  now  on 
the  Judicial  Bench  in  Irel8*;d,  would 
operate  as  a  warning  of  the  dan  ^er  attend- 
ing the  preparation  of  such  a  scheme  ;  for 
ihe  previous  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 


committed  himself  to  an  approval  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign,  a  procedure  which  he 
found  shortly  afterwai'ds  had  placed  him 
in  a  very  unfortutiate  position.  It  seems 
to  me  that  one  of  the  greatest  objections 
to  this  Bill  is  that  it  leaves  practically 
unlimited  power  to  squeeze  the  tenant. 
This  20  yeai's*  purchase  is  not  on  the 
real  net  rent,  but  on  the  gross  rent,  leas 
the  taxes.  The  real  net  rent,  allowing 
for  costs  of  collection,  bad  debts»  *tc., 
would  be  at  least  15  per  cent  less. 
The  Government  propose  to  give  the 
landlord  20  years*  purchase,  and  as 
much  more  as  they  can  squeeze  out  of 
the  tenant.  To  make  matters  worse,  we 
have  a  land  market  which  is  entirely 
rigged.  Sales,  when  thoy  can  be  passed 
through  the  Land  Courts,  are  at  an 
entirely  fictitious  price.  The  pre  vailing 
prices  are  entirely  fictitious.  Conse- 
quently, we  have  a  closed  market,  and 
in  this  state  of  things  any  sales 
forced  now  would  be  forced  at  artificial 
rates  altogether.  Nearly  one-fifth  of  the 
estates  of  Ire  hind  are  in  ihe  Laud  Courta, 
and  if  the  Government  were  to  put  those 
est4^tes  in  the  market  they  would,  within 
a  YGry  short  time,  ascertain  the  value  of 
land  in  Irehiud,  and  would  obtain 
valuable  information  for  the  purposes 
of  this  Bill.  By  the  arrears  of  unjust 
rents,  and  by  the  eviction  mnd-e-eaay 
clause  of  the  Land  Act  of  1887,  the 
tenants  are  now  entirely  at  the  mercy  of 
tlie  landlord,  who  can  coerce  them  to 
agree  to  any  terms  he  likes.  Under  these 
circumstances,  if  the  Bill  passed,  the 
te mints  would  be  coerced  to  pay  ex- 
orbitant prices.  Suppose  there  were  two 
or  three  bad  soasoi  s,  what  would  be  the 
condition  of  things  1  Total  inability  to 
pay  these  exorbitant  instalments.  It  is 
to  meet  that  state  of  things,  apparently, 
that  these  fictitious  guarantees  are  piled 
up.  The  hon.  Member  for  the  Harrow 
Division  spoke  of  the  guarantees  as  the 
second  line  of  defence  ;  and  he  also  said 
that  the  tenants'  interest  would  not  be 
counted  in,  and  that  it  would  be  equal  to 
the  interest  of  the  landlord.  [Mr. 
AiiBROSE :  Would  be,]  I  understand 
I  have  not  taken  the  hou.  Gentleman 
amiss.  He  told  us  that  the  tenant's 
interest  would  be  an  additional  guarantee, 
and  that  it  would  be  equal  to  the  interest 
of  the  landlord.  That  would  certainly  he 
the  case  under  circumstances  different 
from  those  which  prevail  at  the  present 
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time.    If  the  tenants  had  not  been  cheated 
of  the  beneiits  of  the  Healy  clause  of  the 
Latnd  Act  of  1881,  there  would  have  been 
a  diffdrtTUt  static  of  things  now  prevailing. 
What  was  the  dt»ciston  of  the  Irish  Ap- 
p?al  Court?     Tha.t  a  tenant's  int^^rest  in 
his   impra^'emeiits   was  exhausted  after 
20  years,  and  that  then  they  became  the 
property  of  the  hmdlord.     There  is  the 
old  saying  that  **what  is  sauce  for  the 
goose  b  sauce  for  the  gander/'     Why  ia 
the    landlord's   int-erjst  in   his  property 
n<it  exhausted  after  20  years'  possession  I 
As  the  law  stands  now,  I  do  not  think  it 
cati  be  controverted  that  the  rent  is  fixed 
upon  the  tenant's  interest  as  well  as  the 
landlord's  interest.  Where  is  the  property 
in  Ireland  with  regard  to  which  the  land- 
lord's  interest  alone  is  worth  the  pr^^sent 
rent?     The   thing  is  altogether   absurd. 
Rents    at   the   present    time    are   fixed 
upon   both    the   landlord's   interest  and 
the    tenant's.     Tenants'    interest   would 
be  paid  for  under  this  scheme  as  well 
as    the    landlords',    but   the    scheme    of 
the  Chief  S  orjtaiy  is  obviously  framed 
to  deprive  th:*  tenants  of  the  benefits  of 
thi  Healy  c  anse  of  the  Land  Ac^.    Will 
the   right   hon.  Gentleman  re-enact   the 
Healy  clans :?   without    ambi:^uities?     If 
h?  will  do   that,    wo  shall  have  a  bomi 
Jide  secixT'it J  for  th3  taxpayer,  but  I  am 
afraidthat  without  it  there  will  beno  such 
eecurily.  And  here  I  wouldsay  to  the  hon. 
Member  opposite   (Mr.   Ambros?)    that 
before  he  ventures  again  to  oSer  the  House 
his  opinions  on  the  Irish  Land  Question, 
he  should  inform  his  mind  on  the  subject. 
My  own  impression  is  that  if  the  Healy 
clause    were    really    operative    in     the 
interest  of  the  tenants,  the  tenants  would 
not  care  three  farthings  about  a  Purchase 
Bill.     That  clause  is — or  ought  to  be — 
worth  all  your  Land  Acts  at\d  Purchase 
Bills  put  together,  and  if    the   Govern* 
ment  were  to  set  ubout  U)  restore  it  to  the 
tenants   honestly,    fairly,   and    securely, 
and    have    it   ud ministered    by    men   in 
wliom    the    tenants  could    repnse   confi- 
dencL%  there  wnuld  l>e  Httlo  i»ecd  for  a 
Purchase  Scheme.     This  Bill  does  not  go 
iiiV  eni»ugh  to  settle  the  Land  Question 
in  Ireland.     It  keeps  clear  of  tht?   real 
troubl*.     We  were   told  t^iat  the  Ash- 
bLiurne  Acts  and  the  Light  Rail  vrays  Act 
wcra  to  improve  the  condition  of  Ireland, 
to  restore   peace    and  harmony,   and  to 
render  the  people  c^n tinted,  but  as  yet 
we   have  seen  none  of  these  beneficial 
Mk  J.  F.  X  O'Brien 
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results  How  from  them.     The  Ashbouroo 
Acts  have  not  been  carried  out  where 
they  are  most  required.     We  do  not  find 
that    they   have    been   applied    to    the 
Clanricarde    estate,    or    to    any   of    the 
estates  where  these  bitter  struggles  have 
been   going   on    between   landlord    and 
tenant.     What  then,  I  ask,  is  the  use  of 
this  Bill  1     Will  it  apply  to  such   estates 
as  the  Clanricarde  1     If  men  like  Lord 
Clanricarde  refuse  to  sell,  what  will  be 
the  use  of  the  Bill — ^to  what  purpose  will 
it  have  been  passed  and  will  the  money  of 
the  British  taxpayer  have  been  given?  We 
have  to  look  at  the  Bill  from  that  point 
of  view.     It  seems  to  me   that  the  sole 
object  of  thLs  Bill,  and  the  other  measures 
tti  which  I  have  referred,  is  to  put  money 
inhi  the  pocket  of  the   landowners,  but 
as  til  pacifying  Ireland  that  idea  would 
not  appear  to  have  entered  the  mind  of 
the  Government  at  all.     This  measure  is 
Tiot  desired  by  the  representatives  of  the 
Irish    people.      It   is   a   big   scheme   of 
iohbery  you  want  to  try  and  force  on  us, 
and  you  wish   to  do  it  in  spite  of  the 
views  of  the  representatives  of  Ireland, 
who  object  to  your  allowing  the  landlorda 
to    poc'cet    double    the    value  of   their 
interest   in   the  land — to  take,   in    fact^ 
b  th  their  own  and  the  tenants*  interest. 
And     having     forced     these     dishonest 
tcjrms  on  the  tenants  the  Government 
provide  a  guarantee  for  the  security  of 
the    Bntisii    taxpayer.     What    is    that 
security  I — The  grants  in  aid.     On  what 
grounds  would  the  Government  deprive 
the  Irish  people  of  these  grants  in  aid! 
Simply  to  enable  a  fourth  of  the  tenaDts 
of  Ireland  to  pay  exorbitant  prices  to  the 
landlords    for  their  land.     And  if  they 
deprived   Ireland  of  these  grants  what 
would  resiiltl     Why,   the  effect  of  that 
fraud  upon  the  Irish  taxpayer  would  be 
that  we  should  have  to  close  the  lunatic 
asylums,     and      the     workhouses,     and 
leave     the      school      teachers     without 
their    salaries.     And   t^    make    matters 
worse,   the  Grand  Juries  and  the  Lor 
Lieutenant  would  have  power   to   lei 
cjrtain  rat.s  in  support  uf  the  ppiaran* 
the.      The   pi^wers  ^nu  propose  to  con- 
fer  on    the    Lord    Lieutenant   are    not 
very  dissimilar  from  those  exercised   by 
Charlej*.  I.  in  th.s  country,  %vhich  were 
the  be ^ui fling  of  his  trouble   with  the 
Parliament   and  which,  in  the  end,  lest 
him    his    li:fe.     Would    any   sane 
suggest  tha€^  the  people  of  Ireland 
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likely  to  permit  a  levy  of  any  such  kind 
to  be  made  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  on 
his  own  motion  1  Certainly  not.  1  do 
not  thiuk  that  a  force  t»n  times  as  great 
as  that  yon  at  present  possess  in  Ireland 
wonld  be  sufiicient  to  enable  the  Lord 
Lientetmnt  to  levy  such  a  tax.  And 
what  would  be  the  position  if  the  new 
purchasers  in  Ireland — these  men  for 
whom  you  run  all  these  risks— became 
defaulters  in  bad  times  1  Why^  the 
whole  of  the  people  would  suS^r  because  of 
the  default  of  a  few^  and  the  position 
of  those  who  purchased  under  the  Bill 
would  bectime  63  unpleasant  that  you 
would  nnt  only  have  a  strike  against 
these  inafcalraents  but  against  rents  all 
round.  I  believe  this  Bill  is  calculated  to 
produce  great  mischief  and  confusion  in 
Ireland,  and  I  further  believe  that,  under 
coercion,  it  will  not  be  fairly  ad- 
ministered. As  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  Government,  knowing  that  their 
term  of*  office  is  not  likely  to  last 
very  long,  desire  to  do  the  bust  they  can 
fur  their  friends,  and,  certainly,  if  they 
2kTd  able  to  carry  tbis  measure,  they  will 
be  doing  a  splendid  stroke,  getting  for 
the  landlords  double  the  value  of  their 
interest.  As  to  the  Land  Act  of  1881, 
to  which  so  much  referdnce  has  been 
made,  my  belief  is  that  that  measure,  in- 
oluding  the  Healy  clause,  would  have 
gone  very  far  to  siittle  the  Land  Act  if 
it  had  been  honestly  administered,  and 
if  that  which  nci  one  could  have  foreseen, 
namely,  the  sudden  change  in  agricul- 
tural values,  had  not  taken  place.  In  my 
opinion  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  has  never  re- 
ceived the  credit  he  deserves  for  that 
Acfc^  seeing  that  it  would  have  gone  very 
far  indeed  in  the  direction  of  settling  the 
Land  Question  in  Ireland  if  the  Healy 
clause  had  been  honestly  administered, 
and  it  had  been  recognised  that  the 
inf;erest  of  the  tenant  in  his  holding  wtis 
eq^ual  to  that  of  the  landlord.  The  res- 
toi'atiou  of  that  clause  in  its  integrity 
would  satisfy  the  great  bulk  of  the  Irish 
tcsnanti,  and  save  the  time  of  the  Govern- 
Dient  and  of  Parliiment,  always  provided 
that  the  land  Act  were  administered  by 
thoflj  ia  whom  the  tenants  could  have 
ooutiLlence.  It  is  no  use  handing  the 
administration  of  the  Act  over  to  the 
•enemies  of  the  tenants,  and,  for  the  sake 
of  fair-play,  at  least  one-half  of  the  Body 
^dmimBterLDg  the  Act  should  be  men  en- 


joying tbe  confidence  nf  the  tenants* 
The  Land  Court  at  the  present  time  is 
manned  by  the  landlords'  rtien^  and  before 
you  pass  any  Bill  like  this  jou  should 
clearly  comprehend  the  true  value  of 
the  tenants*  interest  in  the  land.  To 
ascertain  that  value  the  present  Land 
Court  is  incapable.  It  seems  to  me 
that  this  Bill  betrays  an  incapacity  or  an 
unwillingness — I  am  afraid  an  incajia- 
city— to  grapple  with  this  qutstion.  and 
whilst  it  only  touches  the  fringe  of  the 
subject,  it  pro|K)Bes,  under  certain  con- 
tingencies, to  swamp  tbe  whole  of  our 
h'ish  local  resonrces.  It  leaves  the 
claims  of  three-fourths  of  the  tenants 
unsettled,  which  would  produce  end- 
less discontent^  and  altogether  the 
measure  is  not  one  to  which  we,  in  thin 
quarter  of  the  House,  can  offer  any 
support, 

♦(D.21.)  Mr.  lea  (Londonderry,  S.)  ' 
The  hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat 
down  used  words  which  fell  from  liis 
lendt^r  a  while  ago,  namely,  that  there  is 
no  need  for  a  Pnrcbas-*  Bill  in  Ireland, 
That  is  certaiul}^  not  wliat  I  have  always 
understood  as  to  the  wislies  and  desires 
of  ths  Irish  tenants,  and  I  must  say  I 
regret  tliat  the  hon.  Gentleman  and  hit 
leader  have  decided  to  oppose  this 
measure,  I  hoped  that  the  attitude 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lftthian  on  the  intniduction 
of  the  Bill  would  liavu?  had  a  greater 
effect  in  all  quarters  of  this  House,  and 
that  all  parties  would  have  ji»ined  in 
support  of  B  Bill  embodying  a  principle 
which  all  parties  have  adopted,  namely, 
tlio  conversion  of  the  tenantii  into 
owners,  Hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  have  always  held  that  those 
who  till  the  soil  should  own  it.  I  cannot 
think  iliat  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  in 
speaking  as  he  has  done  this  evening, 
has  represented  the  true  feelings  of 
tbe  tenant  farmers  of  Ireland,  The  hon. 
Member  hns  advanced  no  reasons  for 
opposing  the  Bill ;  but  he  admits  that 
the  Land  Act  of  1887  has  been  of  use. 
Yet  when  that  Ace  was  under  dis- 
cussion, aud  the  Act  of  1881,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  and  his  Party 
walked  out  of  the  Hous3  without  voting. 
Hon.  Members  from  Ireland,  when  they 
cross  St,  George's  Channel,  often  claim 
credit  for  the  passing  of  Bills  which  they 
have  opposed  in  the  House.  The  hon. 
I  Member  for  Cork  gave  one  reaaoo  for 
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opposing  tiie  Bill  with  which  I  have  a 
certain  syrapathy,  namely,  that  only  one 
part  of  the  tenants  would  benefit  from 
the  Bill.  But  that  difficulty  exists  at 
present  under  the  Ashbourne  Act,  and 
the  Bill  before  the  House  is  at  least  one 
step  towards  removing  that  difficulty. 
For  my  own  part,  I  wish  that  all 
parties  had  joined  in  urging  upon  the 
Government  the  necessity  of  making  the 
present  measure  a  final  one.  Certainly 
agitation  will  continue  as  long  as  a 
certain  number  of  tenants  are  excluded 
from  bacoming  owners.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  Bridge  ton  Division  (Sir 
G.  Trevelyan)  brought  in  a  Purchase  Bill 
in  1885,  and  he,  with  Lord  Spencer  and 
the  Member  for  Newcastle,  has  always 
declared  that  the  Land  Question  mttet  be 
settled  before  a  Home  Rule  Bill  can  be 
passed.  It  is,  therefore,  rather  strange  to 
find  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposing 
the  present  Bill.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  declares  that  the  Land  Question  in 
Ulster  is  in  a  normal  condition;  but  if  the 
hon.  Member  were  to  contest  one  of  the 
agricultural  constituencies  of  Ulster  on 
that  cry  he  would  soon  find  out  his 
mistake.  The  Ulster  tenants  want  a 
Purchase  Bill,  and  one  on  the  lines  of 
the  present  measure.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  further  said  that  he  would  apply 
the  Bill  only  to  tenants  paying  rent 
under  £60,  and  would  strike  out  grazing 
tenants ;  but  this  would  only  aggra- 
vate the  acknowledged  difficulty  of  the 
existing  situation.  For  whilst  a  tenant 
who  paid  ^55  a  year  rent  could  not  be 
an  owner,  one  who  paid  £45  a  year 
could.  The  lion.  Member  is  pre- 
pared to  strike  out  tenants  in 
grazing  districts,  and  that  also  would  be 
again  creating  two  classes  of  tenants, 
and  preventing  one  altogether  from 
realising  their  hopes  and  wishes.  But 
it  was  when  the  hon.  Membet*  for  Cork 
came  to  deal  with  the  congested  districts 
that  I  was  most  disappointed.  I  was 
surpHsed  to  hear  him  say  that  he  had 
forgotten  to  speak  of  the  congested  dis- 
tricts, for  they  have  been  the  cause  of 
much  of  the  trouble  in  Ireland.  The 
question  in  the  West  of  Ireland  is  not  a 
Land  Question ;  and  therefore  any 
Bill  dealing  with  the  congested  districts 
must  be  founded,  io  some  extent,  on 
public  works,  and  follow  the  Light 
Railways  Bill  of  last  year.  The  hon. 
Member  who  moved  the  rejection  of  the 
Ilr.  Lea 


Bill  said  the  landlords  would  receive 
large  sums ;  but  why  not  ?  I  do  not 
view  this  Bill  as  a  landlord's  Bill, 
but  as  a  measure  to  put  the 
tenants  in  possession  of  their  own 
holdings.  If  a  landlord  is  m  possession 
of  a  large  estate,  he  is  entitled  to  receive 
the  value  of  it,  whether  it  is  large  or 
small.  Other  people  have  mortgages, 
whether  their  estates  are  large  or  small, 
the  mortgages  have  to  be  paid  off ;  there- 
fore, it  does  not  follow  that  large  amounts 
will  go  into  the  pockets  of  the  landowners. 
As  to  the  London  Companies,  i  think  it 
is  right  that  they  should  sell,  and  I 
have  always  thought  that  absentee  land- 
lords should  be  required  to  sell.  The 
London  Companies  sell,  and  I  hope  a 
Committee  of  this  House  will  investigate 
the  matter,  and  see  that  these  companies 
do  not  run  ofE  with  all  the  swag,  as  some 
hon.  Gentlemen  put  it.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Bridgeton 
Division  made  a  statement  with  regard  to 
the  sale  by  the  Drapers  Company.  There 
is  no  doubt  the  proceeding  was  very  dis- 
reputable. I  believe  the  purchase  amount 
was  fixed  upon  the  rents  paid,  instead  of 
upon  the  fair  rents  fixed  by  the  Court,  in 
some  cases,  and  no  doubt  the  company 
did  attempt  to  get  more  out  of  the 
tenants  thian  they  should  have  done. 
But  the  great  point  is  that  the  Land 
Commission  refused  to  ratify  the  sale. 
It  will  always  be  open  to  the  Land 
Commission  to  refuse  to  ratify  a  sale 
an  any  estate  where  force  is  used. 
Then  the  question  of  security  has  been 
raised.  1  always  contend  that  the 
security  in  Ireland  is  very  safe,  because 
the  tenants  own  part  of  the  holdings. 
In  the  past,  instalments  of  purchase 
have  been  paid  very  regularly.  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  has  men- 
tioned the  glebe  purchasers ;  but  he  has 
not  mentioned  the  purchasers  under  the 
Act  of  1870.  I  do  not  think  the  latter 
purchasers  have*paid  their  instalments 
so  regularly  as  glebe  purchasers ;  but  it 
must  be  borne  in  mind  that,  in  their 
case  only,  two-thirds  or  three-fourths  of 
the  money  was  advanced,  and  they  had  to 
go  for  the  rest  into  the  open  market  to 
borrow  at  a  usurious  rate  of  interest — 
8  or  9,  or  even  more  per  cent. 
That  is  completely  remedied  under  this 
Act.  Then  we  have  heard  of  repudiation, 
and  I  regretted  to  hear  of  it.  I  believe  that 
Irish   tenants  who  go    voluntarily  into 
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the  Land  Court  will  not  repudiate  ;  it  u 
impossible  that  after  ptiying  80  por  cent, 
for  tke  first  five  years  they  will  render 
themselves  liable  to  be  turned  out  of 
their  holdings.  In  the  North  of  Ir^tland 
the  tenant  farraerji  would  treat  witli 
scorn  the  idea  that  they  would  skt tempt 
to  repudiate.  The  hon,  Mem  tier  for 
Cork  explained  a  scheme  of  his  own* 
I  confess  the  scheme  is  difficult  to  under- 
stand ;  indeed,  it  seems  to  me  that  all  it 
does  is  to  complicato  the  situation.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  proposes  that  only  half 
of  the  purdiase  money  abnuld  be  given 
by  the  State,  and  that  tlie  landlords 
should  still  remain.  That  Kimply 
amounts  to  the  introduction  of  a  third 
party.  Such  a  scheme  does  not  seem 
at  all  workable,  and  will,  1  think,  be 
ejected  by  the  hon .  Member's  owti 
^  Colleagues,  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  has  spoken  of  putting  an 
end  to  the  turmoil  in  Ireland.  It  is 
because  I  believe  that  this  Bill  is  a  step 
towards  putting  an  end  to  the  turmoil 
in  Ireland,  and  because  it  gives  a  con- 
siderable benefiito  the  Irish  tenants,  that 
I  give  it  my  hearty  supjifirt. 

(9.35.)  Mb.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh, 
E.) :  I  do  nt>t  rise  for  the  purpose  of 
attempting  to  r^.^ply  to  anything  thtit  has 
been  said  by  the  lion.  Member  (Mr.  Leii). 
I  am  not  inclined  to  enter  into  the 
internecine  light  between  the  Irish 
Members.  Thiii  question  is  not  simply 
an  Irish  question  ;  and  I  think  it  is  full 
time  that  a  Representative  of  another 
nationality,  and  especially  a  Member  of 
the  House  who  was  not  a  Member  of  the 
Housa  at  the  time  that  many  were 
committed  irretrievably  on  the  one 
side  or  the  other  upon  the  Land 
Purchase  question,  should  be  allowed  for 
a  moment  to  interpose  a  word.  In 
opposing  this  Bill  I  find  my  duty  is  an 
exceedingly  simple  one.  One  of  the 
purposes  for  which  I  was  sent  here  was 
to  oppose  any  such  Bill.  At  the  last 
election  my  constituents  were,  and  they 
are  now,  of  opinion  that  if  Ireland  is  fit 
to  be  intrusted  with  the  management  of 
bits  af^rs  generally,  it  is  certainly  fit  to 
Ibo  trusted  with  iXa  land  affairs  ;  that  an 
^Irish  Parliament,  necessirily  possessed 
of  more  minute  knowledge  and  greater 
time  to  deal  with  such  a  question,  would 
deal  with  it  with  more  information  and 
more  skill  than  the  Imperial  Parliament, 
and  certainly  not  with  less  wisdom  and 
justice,     In  that  opinion  I  most  heartily 


cone n r ,  There  may  be  lead i ng  Me m  be ra 
of  the  Liberal  Party — I  do  not  include 
the  rii^ht  huii.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian,  who  I  bc'lieve  has  not 
coraniitted  himself  to  any  statement  of 
the  kind  who  are  of  opinion  that  the 
Imperial  Parliament  ought  to  settle 
the  land  i[uestion  before  allowing  an 
Irish  Parliament  to  commence  its 
duties.  That  is  not  at  all  the 
opinion  of  Scottish  Liberalism.  The 
arguments  tlmt  have  convinced  them 
that  Ireland  ought  to  have  a  Parliaineni 
at  all,  have  also  convinced  them  that  one 
of  the  first  and  most  prominent  diffituU 
ties  of  Ireland  ought  also  to  be  one  uf 
the  first  and  most  prominent  duti  s  of 
an  Irish  Parliament.  Holding  that 
view  myself,  I  unhesitatingly  tnaiataiu 
that  this  question  ought  not  to  be  before 
the  Imperial  Parliament  at  all,  and 
ought  to  be  reserved  for  an  Irish  Parlia* 
ment.  But  the  question  is  before  this 
Parliament,  and  that  being  so  I  am  none 
the  less  pledged  to  oppose  it  on  its 
merits.  I  am  bound  to  oppose  any  pro- 
ptjsal  for  beneficially  paying  off  tlie  liish 
landlords  at  the  expense  or  the  risk  of 
the  British  taxpayer.  In  proposing  his 
Land  Bill  of  1880,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  said 
that  he  considered  it  as  a  matter  of 
htniour  bi  offjr  the  Irish  landlords  the 
boon  of  the  measure,  because  the  deeds 
of  the  Irish  landlords  were  our  own 
deeds.  But  in  Scotland  we  do  not  see 
this  obbgation  of  honour ;  because  whilst 
we  see  that  the  deeds  of  the  Irish  land- 
lord chiss  are  undoubtedly  the  deeds  of 
the  English  landlord  class,  we  do  not  sse 
that  they  nre  the  deeds  of  the  British 
people,  who  at  the  time  of  those  deeds 
were  unenfranchised — at  all  events,  the 
Scottish  people  were.  The  right  hon» 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
admits  that  at  the  time  those  deeds  were 
committed  the  whole  reprtsentation  of 
Scotland  in  the  Imperial  Parliament  was 
in  the  hands  of  4,000  or  5,000  persons  ; 
and  that,  therefore,  as  he  put  it,  the 
Scottish  people  had  no  responsibility  for 
the  dreadful  history  of  the  relations 
between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland.  I 
feel,  therefore,  bound  to  op[)ose  this  Bill, 
which,  while  to  some  extent  it  is  a  teniinta^ 
temptation  Bill,  is  also  a  landltrds* 
relief  Bill  at  British  risk.  But  I 
go  further  than  this  and  maintain  that 
all  parties  in  this  House  are  by  implica- 
tion pledged  against  this  Bill,  and  bt^fore 
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dealing  with  its  proposals  are  Ixjnnd  to 
go  and  ubtaiii  a  uew  mandate  from  their 
constituents.  The  laBt  General  Election 
was,  no  doubt,  a  Home  Rule  election  in 
one  of  its  aspects,  but  it  was  also  a  Land 
Parchase  election  as  well  and  as  much, 
Hon.  and  right  hon.  Members  opposit-e 
were  not  content  with  raising  onu  hol> 
goblin  at  that  time ;  they  employed  two 
of  these  scooped-out  turnips  with  lighted 
candles  inside,  shedding  a  ghastly  glare 
from  eye-holea  on  dark  evenings  to  scare 
Tillage  popubttions  ;  and  ot,  the  two  1 
think  the  Limd  Purchase  turnip  wna 
quite  as  successful  as  the  Home  Rule 
turnip.  I  remember  tbe  struggle  we 
had  to  lay  the  Land  Purchase  spectre* 
With  a  copy  of  the  Land  Purchtise  Bill 
in  each  hand,  hon.  Members  of)pri8[te 
went  raving,  rt?citing,  and  maddening 
through  the  laud,  proving  from  a  hun- 
dred platforms^  to  their  intense  satisfac- 
tion and  to  the  intense  consternation  of 
the  aasembhiges  of  old  women,  and 
children  of  Ixyth  sexes  respactively,  that 
possibly  sincj  the  Flood  there  never  had 
been  so  dangerous  a  cataclysm  as  the 
introduction  of  the  Land  Purchase  Bill 
of  tlie  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian.  We  were  told  that  the 
je50,000,000  would  inevitably  swell  out 
to  £200,000,000;  that,  through  bud 
harvests,  declension  of  pricts,  and  the 
competition  of  American  and  Indian 
corn-growers,  and  other  contingencies, 
the  tenants  would  become  unable  to  pay 
their  instilments  ;  and  tlien,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birniiugham  pnrticularly  put  it,  the 
working  men  of  EnglaLd,  Scotland,  and 
of  Ireland  would  become  Irish  land- 
lords, and  would  have  to  extract  nou 
existent  rents  from  impecunious  Irish 
tenants  at  the  point  of  the  bayouet— a 
situation  so  tragic  that  it  led  the  ri^lit 
hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham  to 
appeal  to  their  parental,  and  even  their 
grandparental,  sentiments,  and  to  warn 
them  that  their  children  and  their 
children's  children  would  be  loaded  to  all 
time  with  the  iatolerable  burden  of  an 
enormous  addition  to  the  National  Debt. 
I  liold  in  my  hand  a  tnict,  publishtd  by 
what  called  itsolf  The  Liberal  Committee 
for  the  Maintenance  of  the  L?gislative 
Union  between  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land. The  tract  was  distributed  in  its 
thousands,  as  I  believe  the  proper  phrase 
i%  amongst  what  were  then  my  future 
^Diu; titue  a  ta.  It  took  the  form  of  a 
Jfn  fFmlhc§ 


series  of  questions,  some  of  which  I 
should  like  to  read  t^:>  the  House.  Ques- 
tion No.  6  was — 

trnmont  Irish  Home  Ittil*?  «nd 
ill  copt  at  the  very  lowest 
-it  niHy  coat  tis  iimeh  m 
Wher«  la  the  money  to  com* 
the  Knghi?h  firxi  6cateh  ftod 
it  ever  be  repaid  ? — Never.  Who 
I  he  En;>lish,  tho  Scotch,  and  tbe 
7  will  they   suffar?— Uy   paving 


**Th*»  Gov 
Liind  [V\\h  ' 
£  I  :;0  000,000- 
£2(10  000,000. 
rrrim?— Krnm 
U>bb.  AVill 
wilt  suffer  ? — 
Welsh.  Uo 
more  Uxes/* 

And  then  there  was  the  statement — 

**  If  you  pay  more  taxes  you  will  have  tofUiy 
more  deui  ly  for  your  tt*a,  your  coff ct«,  your  beer, 
ytjur  Bpirita,  your  t'ibttCco»  your  h'-iuses  ao'l 
lands,  and  evuiythin|^  thtit  ifl  tajti^d ;  wkidi 
nubodv  ChD  deny," 

It  was  in  vain  the  followers  of 
tbe  right  hon*  Member  fur  Mid 
Lothian  pointed  out  to  them  that  the 
Land  Purchase  Bill  was  not  a  logically  , 
necessary  adjunct  of  the  Home  Hnla| 
proposal ;  that  it  was  only  inseparably 
necessEuy  in  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's own  mind;  that  he  had  told 
them  it  was  as  dead  as  the 
claiises  of  the  Home  Rule  Bill  itself ; 
and  that  he  had  told  them  weeks  before 
tliftt  the  sands  in  the  glass  were  rapidly 
fanning  ont ;  and  that  although  all  of  us 
hfid  heard  of  such  a  thing  as  an  eight- 
days  clock  we  had  never  heai-d  of  a  six 
weeks  sand  glass.  It  was  tkrowing 
words  away.  They  maintained  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  an  "old 
Parliamentaiy  hand  *'  getting  older  and 
more  Parliamentary^  and  more  handy 
every  day,  They  i^aid  he  was  the  master 
of  umbiguous  phraseology,  not  entirelj 
to  be  trusted,  and,  in  short,  tlmt  he  waa 
the  "  wicktdest  man  on  earth  "  [**  Hear, 
hear  \''  and  lavghter] — I  am  speaking  in 
inverted  commas — ^  and  that  having 
once  said  it  was  a  point  of  honour, 
he  would,  from  the  very  un  trust  ivort  hi - 
ness  and  wickedness  of  the  man,  stick  to 
his  point  and  reintroduce  the  Bill  at  the 
earliest  possible  opportunity.  That 
reasoning,  if  I  may  so  degrade  a 
respectable  term,  did  not  much  succeed 
in  Scotland;  in  one  or  two  soft 
plnces,  such  as  Inverness  and  Fif  c^  Burgha, 
it  was  suceessf  a  I.  But  it  was  extensively 
successful  in  more  southern  latitudes, 
and  that  success,  like  everything  else, 
was  bought  at  a  price,  and  the  prjce  of  it 
was  certain  obligations  and  responsi- 
bilities upon  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite.  When  hon,  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  oome  here  and  pro- 
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pose  to  support  a  Bill  which,  if  the  Bill 
of  the  right  hoc,  Gentlemau  the  Membijr 
for  Mid  Lothian  wm  dangerous,  is  a 
fortiori  tnfiaitely  more  dangerous,  a  Bill 
whose  £43,000,000  must,  on  the  showing 
of  even  so  tocUih-and-nail  a  defender  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tjroue 
(Mr.  T,  W.  Russell),  ex|mnd  to  meet 
the  purchase  of  all  the  properly 
purchaseable  land  in  Ireland^  and  which, 
by  the  logic'  which  was  applied  to  the 
Bill  of  the  riglit  hon.  Grdtitlemati  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothiait^  cannot  stop 
sliort  of,  at  all  events,  Je200,000,000,  a 
Bill  which,  instead  nf  putting  the  tenant 
in  the  poJ^itiou  of  a  friendly  debtor  to  a 
Government  of  his  own  race  and  choice, 
aakes  him,  by  force,  a  tribute  payer  to  a 
foreign  and,  as  he  will  reckon,  a  con- 
quering and  a  hostile  power;  a  Bill, 
moreover,  which  for  a  full  and  a  reasonable 
security  substitutes  one  which  is  insuffi- 
cient even  if  it  were  strong,  but  whicli, 
instead  of  being  ntroug,  is  faiitasticnlly 
and  ridiculouxsly  flirasj.  I  sny  that  hon» 
and  right  hon.  GentlemMi  op[)0:5ite,  in 
acting  as  tliey  are,  are  breaking  fatth 
with  the  country,  and  they  are  bound, 
before  ever  theycouBider  such  a  proposal 
as  this,  to  consult  the  country  and  get 
themselves  liberated  from  the  vows 
whi<ih  tliey  sj  sol  ^mnly,  or  in  some  cases 
so  li^'htly,  took  during  the  hist  Genera! 
Election.  Even  if  it  were  not  so,  I  sub- 
mit that  the  proposal  is  in  itself,  and  on 
its  own  merits,  at  once  so  novel  and 
gigantic  that  the  country  ought  to  he 
consulted  upon  it  before  anything  further 
is  d'>ne  with  it.  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  in  Jiis  s^Diech  in  iutroducino  the 
Bill,  implied  that  everybody  is  agreed 
about  the  propriety  of  an  occupying 
ownership.  I  question  so  sweeping  an 
assertion.  I  am  oF  opinion  that  the 
jreat  proportion  of  the  electorate  believe 
that  if  a  kingdom  is  changins^  hands  the 
*  nation  to  whom  in  reality  and  iji  prin- 
ciple it  belonifs  ought,  in  some  substantial 
manner,  to  have  it.3  interests  and  its 
rights  recognised.  The  Bill  of  the  right 
hon,  G.mtleman  the  Menib:'r  for  Mid 
Lotiiian  did  this,  I  maintrtin  that  in 
this  case  a  march  ou^dit  not  to  be  stolen 
upon  the  country,  but  the  country  ought 
to  be  consult 'd  as  to  whether  it  is  willing 
to  make  this  new  settlement  of  its 
heritage,  or  of  a  great  part  of  its  li^ritatce. 
But  the  great  objection  I  liavt*  to  this 
Bill  is  that  it  proposes  to  perform  a  great 
act  of   State  favouritism   by  using  the 


public  credit — that  great  financial  power 
that  has  been  creattd  by  the  enterprise 
and  industry  of  the  community  at  large 
— to  endow  a  very  limited  group  of  Irish 
landlords  and  timants,  without  any 
call  or  justification  whatever  for  buch 
a  partial  and  uue-sided  proceeding. 
I  ask,  upon  general  principles^  why  should 
not  all  of  us  who  need  it  get  nssistauce 
from  British  credit  in  our  different  diiJi- 
culties  in  our  difEerent  spheres  of  life  I  I 
should  myself  be  delighted  to  acquire  the 
fee  simple  of  my  house  on  such  terms, 
and  why  should  I  not  have  ^uch  a 
privilege  as  well  as  the  Duke  of  Aber- 
corn  or  any  of  his  colleagues  ?  I  a>y 
nothing  but  overwhelming  public 
necessity,  not  to  be  otherwise  met, 
or  a  stupendous  jjuhlic  advantage 
not  to  Iw  otherwise  attained,  ever 
could  justify  such  a  departure  from 
i^quity  of  treatment.  How  is  this 
pro[)osal  to  be  justified  ?  What  is 
the  great  advantage  suppprsed  to 
he  gained  to  jnstify  this  deviation  into 
Socialism?  Mainly,  we  are  told  the 
advantage  is  that  it  will  convert  the  Irish 
nation  from  their  feeling  of  discontent 
fcawards  England  and  Dublin  Castle 
Government,  that  it  will,  in  fact,  cure 
them  of  Home  Rule.  Well,  to  many  of 
us  that  does  not  present  itself  as  a  gi^eat 
temptiition,  Ixjcause  we  are  not  afraid  oF 
Home  Rule,  but,  at  the  same  time,  if 
Ireland  were  persuaded  in  this  way  to 
dispense  with  Home  Rule,  and  to  rest 
satisfied  with  Dublin  Castle  Government, 
w»^,  on  democratic  principles,  ought  to  be 
glad  to  satisfy  her  and  be  released  from 
a  weary  struggle.  But*  at  all  events, 
this  is  undoubtedly  the  aim  of  the 
Government  in  introducing  this  measure. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  told 
us  the  proposal  of  the  Government 
is  to  pacify  Irehmd,  to  destroy  tlie 
power  of  the  National  League*  and  to 
maintain  the  Union  between  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland.  And  the  Timeit, 
alternately  your  prof<^(/e  and  patron, 
tells  us  also  that,  by  settling  a  large 
number  of  small  owners  all  over  Ireland, 
the  ai^^ntator  will  be  deprived  of  his  func- 
tions and  income,  ur»  in  other  words,  by 
such  a  measure  as  this  you  will  be  able 
to  drive  the  national  spirit  into  accept- 
ance of  Dublin  Castle  Government.  But 
T  thought  you  hud  been  long  telling  us 
tliat  the  Irish  nation  are  in  that  condition 
already ;  that  your  brave  and  bi-raetallic 
Chief  Secretary,  by  his  plank  beda  and 
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biittsririg  rams^  his  bullets^  his  bludgeons 
find  liig  bajoneta,  by  his  crowbars  and 
imu-derous  police,  had  succeeded  in  calm- 
iDj^  down  the  rebels  and  making  them 
perfectly  contented  with  Dublin  Castle 
atui  the  English  Garrison.  Yet  1  find 
that»  tliough  you  have  over  and  over 
again  declared  that  you  would  never 
never  never  give  in  to  national  violence^ 
you  are  thinking,  by  this  Bill,  of  distribute 
liig  a  largesse  of  some  £43,000;000 
aiu«mg  these  erudl  seditious  Nationalists, 
in  order  to  purchase  that  affection  which 
you  find  you  have  not  been  able  to  en- 
force. 1  do  wish  you  would  frame  some 
consistent  story,  and  stick  to  it-  Tell  as 
many  stories  as  you  like,  but,  for  the 
sake  of  the  stories  themseWes  and  the 
f.itber  of  them,  do  make  the  stories 
consistent  with  ea^h  other,  do  not  have 
theta  fighting  it  out  openly  on  the 
Qneen^g  highway  like  this.  I  must  say 
1  cannot  understand  this  alternative 
[K»licy  of  kicks  and  coax,  of  cane  and 
candy,  of  stroking  the  cat  with  the  hair  on 
the  one  side  and  agaiast  the  hair  on  the 
other  side,  and  imagining  that  thus  yon 
C4in  soothe  the  animal.  The  coaxing  will 
bj  undone  by  the  kicks,  the  candy  will 
not  be  sweet  in  the  mouth  so  long  as  the 
smikrt  of  the  cane  is  bitter  on  the  back, 
and  the  feelings  of  the  cat  will  not  be 
fifjothed  by  your  double  action.  Besides, 
if  you  think  it  worth  your  while  to  buy 
reconciliation  by  measure  in  this  way, 
why  spend  your  money  upon  Ulster, 
why  not  economise  your  t'undsj  why 
spend  them  upon  a  people  who,  we 
understand,  are  so  perfectly  loyal  that 
they  are  ready  to  di^  in  the  last  dit<'h  for 
what  they  call  the  Union  in  the  cheerful 
socit^y  of  tlie  hoiu  and  gallant  Gentle- 
mm  the  Member  for  North  Armfto-h 
(Colonel  Saunderson)?  Why  should  tho 
Doke  of  Al>ercorn — I  only  mention  him 
as  a  repres:?ntative  of  a  class — why 
s  lould  he  he  given  a  quarter  of  a  million 
of  money,  or  have  the  opport unity  of 
acquiring  that  sum  in  this  way,  when 
thiit  nobleman  is  a  leader  of  auti-Home- 
Rule  loyalty  ?  By  getting  him  out  of  the 
country  you  turn  out  one  of  your 
strongest  defenders  from  your  citadeL 
1  am  not  sur[jrised  when,  as  I  am  told, 
your  iMiblin  Express,  which,  I 
understand,  is  one  of  the  keenest 
organs  of  your  imrty,  is  down  ujion 
you  for  y<kur  fully  and  falsity. 
Alter  all,  will  this  great  land  Ixiit  b© 
e&otosl  for  the  end  you  contemplate? 
Me.  Wallam 


Will    it    be    successful    in    converting 
Home  Rulers    to    an     anti-Home- Rule 
iwsition  ?     You  must  remember  tliat  the 
land  question  is   not  by  any  means  the 
only  cause  of  the  national   sentiment  iu 
the    minds     of     Irishmen,     but     even 
supposing  it  were  ?     A  little  metaphysics 
must  come  in  here  for  the  consideration 
of  the  question.     I  am  sorry  the   Chief 
Secretary  is    not  here  ;   he  is  himself  a 
metaphysician,   and   he,  I  think,  would 
understand   what   I   am   going   to   say* 
which  is  this  :  Where  a  cause  has  given 
independent  existence  to  an  effect,  that 
effect  may  subsequently  go  on  existing 
although  you    may    have    removed    the 
diuse.     If  a  mad  dog  bites  a  man,  I  sup- 
pose that  will  bo  the  cause  of  the   man 
having   hydrophobia,    hut    that    hydro- 
phobia lias  an  independent  existence,  and 
the  man  cannot  be  cured  of  the  hydro- 
phobia by  the  shooting  of  the  mad  dog  j 
the  removal   of    the   cause  comes   in  a 
little  too  late.       So,    in  the    same  way, 
although  the  land  difficulty  has  been  the 
original    cause   of   the   existence  of  the 
Home    Rule    SL-ntiment     in    the    Imh 
breast,  you  are  a  trifle  too  late  in  coming 
U>    settle    the    land   question,    and   the 
Home    Rule    sentiment     may     survive 
in  a  man.      Even   though    he    become 
the     o\vner,     instead     of     the     tenant, 
of  his  farm,  it  does  not  follow   that  he 
will  be  converted  at  once  to  a  profound 
affection    for    Dublin    Castle    rule.     A 
young  lion  who  liiis  once  tasted  blood  is 
not  very  easily  put  off  >vith  grass.     If  I 
were    an   Irish    Home    Ruler  and   had . 
acquired  the  ownership  of  my  holding  on 
these    easy   terms,    the    re  fleet  ion    that 
would  cross  my  mind  would  he  that  to  be  a 
Honir  Ruler  was  a  profitable  occupation, 
and  I  should  be    prohihly  encouraged  to 
persevere   in    ray    opinions,  and    find    it 
useful    to    pursue    the  Oliver  Twistiau 
policy   of  asking  for    more.      That  cer- 
tainly seems  to  have  been  the  opinion  of 
the  Land  League  leaders,  who  have  been 
found  by  the  Special  Commission  to  have 
pmmoted  the  Land  League  for  the  pur- 
pose   of    driving    out    Irish    landlordi, 
not    l^ecause    they    ar.3    landlords,    but 
because  they  are  the  English  Garrison  in 
Ireland,  and    anticipating  that   by  Bub- 
etituting  Nationalist  tenants  for  Orange 
landlords,     The    an ti -Nationalist    cause 
would  be  weakened   by   the  withdrawal 
of    its    strongest    defenders,     and     the 
Nationalist    cause     would     be     propor- 
tionately strengthened  by  adding  more 
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power  to  Nationalist  elbows.  If  that  is 
so  I  do  not  think  yow  are  likely  to  get 
much  for  your  money,  in  which  state  of 
c ire II instances,  I  hold,  we  might  have  all 
had  a  share  if  there  is  going  to  be  this 
distribution  on  the  strength  of  the  national 
credit.  1 1  may  b:;^  said  that  the  new  element 
of  pruspiTity  that  will  be?  given  to  the 
tenants  who  are  to  be  made  hindlords  or 
owners  must,  at  all  events,  count  as  a  great 
gain,  but  I  very  much  doubt  it.  F'orty- 
ttine  years  are  a  long  time,  and  no  one 
knows  what  may  happen  during  that 
period.  The  provisions  in  tlie  Bill 
cannot  secure  the  British  taxpayer 
against  misfortune  overtaking  the  tenant, 
from  a  fall  in  the  price  of  agricultural 
product;,  tbe  result  of  American  compe- 
tition, or  a  fiuccession  of  bad  seasons  ;  so 
that  long  b  ffore  the  49  years  fixed  for 
the  repayment  of  the  advances,  the 
tenant  may  become  a  ruined  man  and 
utterly  incapable  of  keeping  up  his 
payraents.  But  even  supposing  that 
this  matter  could  be  [lass^d  over,  I  want 
further  to  emphasise  the  point  I  have 
already  alluded  to,  and  that  is  that  so 
far  from  this  measure  doing  good,  it 
promises  to  produce  a  new  and  unheard 
of  amount  of  evil,  that  will  infinitely 
outweigh  any  good  it  can  con- 
ceivably effect.  Part  of  the  evil 
efoct  has  already  been  recognised 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork, 
namely,  that  though  £43,000,000  may  be 
distributed,  there  would  still  be  three- 
fourths  of  the  t^juants  of  Ireland  not 
participating  in  tli©  tempting  advantages 
professed  to  bo  afforded  by  the  BilL 
Now,  we  have  been  told,  by  such  an 
author! tj'  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Soutli 
Tyrone,  tlmt  an  Irish  tenant  will  go 
through  fire  and  water  to  secure  a  bit  of 
laud.  Well,  but  what  are  these  three- 
fourtha  of  tho  tenants  of  Ireland  to  do 
when  they  see  themselves  excluded  from 
the  oppirtunity  of  obtaining  this  land 
under  the  proposals  in  the  Bill  1  We 
bare  no  alternative  before  us.  Then 
there  will  he  either  deep  discontent, 
breaking  out  into  turbulence  and  out- 
rage, and  po.^sibly  into  violenct!  against 
the  landlords,  worse  than  any  we  have 
erer  known  in  our  time,  or  we  shall  be 
compelled  to  buy  up  at  once  the  whole 
of  Ireland,  and  then  what  becomes  of  the 
boasted  protection  which  you  profess  to 
tlie  British  taxpayer?  The  wholo  pre^ 
tence  of  security  is  gone  when  you 
extend    the  purchafie   beyond   the   stiin 


you  have  lixed.  What  becomes  of 
your  ingeniously  contrived  security, 
with  its  cash  and  contingent  de|>art- 
menfs  divided  under  heads  and 
sub-heads?  The  tinae  way  of  looking 
at  the  proposed  security  to  the  taxpayer 
is  to  see  bow  it  will  work  when  the 
worst  comes  to  the  worst.  It  is  no  good 
to  have  a  fair  weather  security  ;  we  must 
have  one  that  will  stand  wind  and  water* 
Sup|x>se  that  in  Jiome  great  cri^sis  there 
is  a  gene  ml  strike  agiiinst  rent.  Why 
then  you  cannot,  as  was  well  said  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  in  a  memomble 
epigram,  *'  You  can't  crowbar  half-a- mil- 
lion of  f>eople/*  You  miiy  crowbar  half- 
a-dozen  and  rejoice  in  it»  a.s  you  have  bc^eu 
in  the  habit  of  doing.  But,  say  the  Go- 
vernment, we  do  not  want  to  use  the 
crowliar,  we  do  not  need  to  evict,  we  t^an 
call  on  the  county  to  rate  itself  in  order 
to  pay  the  debts  of  these  defaulting 
tenants.  But  surely  that  is  a  most  mijtist, 
a  most  oppressive  proposal ;  surely  justice 
goes  for  something  still.  To  make  a 
whole  county  pay  for  debts  of  a  part  of 
the  inhabitants  in  the  contractitm  of 
which  debts  they  had  no  voice  !  Surely 
the  afxjstles  of  law  and  order  will  admit 
there  is  something  irregular  there.  The 
Gr* rernment  say  that  whether  the  pro- 
posal is  just  or  unjust  it  will  l^e  e^ectual, 
bet^ause  it  will  bring  public  opinioii  to 
l)ear  upon  the  defaulters.  Public  opinion, 
however,  cannot  get  blood  out  of  a  istone 
nor  money  out  of  an  insolvent's  pocket. 
The  counties  will  resist  buch  a  demand, 
and  will  refuse  to  tax  themselves  to  pay 
these  debts.  Ah  !  say  the  Government, 
with  a  trill mphant^I  was  going  t-o  say 
sneer,  but  I  Imv^'  no  desii*e  to  be  un- 
civil—well, say  the  Government  in 
reply,  with  a  triumphant  consciousness, 
ill  that  case  we  am  fall  back 
on  our  security.  Now,  I  just  want  to 
teat  how  this  will  work  out,  and  I  will 
occupy  similar  ground  to  that  taken  up 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
when  critcising  the  Bill  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  What,  said  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  are  Irish  Home  Rule 
Judges,  Himie  Rule  Magistrates,  and 
Home  Rule  Police  1 1  have  their  salaries 
stopped  after  mrmey  has  been  sent  to 
meet  these  liabilifies?  And,  in  like 
manner,  I  ask  how  aro  your  securities 
to  \yr)Tk  should  the  worst  come  to  the 
worst  i  You  will  be  in  a  position, 
should   the   countiea   stand   out  against 
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the  rate,  to  say  to  tke  counties,  "  If  you 
will  not  pay  other  people^a  debts  then 
we  will  stop  your  road  money,  and  if 
you  wish  to  travel  at  all  you  shall  pro- 
ceed along  the  worst  conceivable  roads, 
and  over  the  m03t  tumble-down  bridges  ; 
if  that  will  not  bring  you  to  your 
ftenses,  then  wo  will  stop  your  Poor  Law 
money  and  you  will  have  to  tarn  out 
your  paupers  to  die  on  the  road  side  ; 
if  that  will  not  do  we  will  stop  the 
workhouS3  schoolmasters' and  mistress js' 
money,  with  the  result  that  the  country 
will  be  over-ruQ  with  *  youn^  barbarians 
all  at  play  ;  *  if  that  will  not  do  we  will 
stop  tliL^  industrial  schools  money,  which 
will  empty  the  reformat<3ries,  and  you 
will  have  the  boys  and  girls  from  thest; 
establishments  larkiog  about  all  over  the 
country,  and  giving  you  a  lively  time  ; 
if  that  will  not  bring  you  to  reason 
then  w©  will  stop  the  natiimal 
school  money,  and  so  your  own  children 
will  grow  up  iu  ignorance  ;  and  if  that 
do 38  not  make  you  see  the  reasonableness 
of  paying  other  people's  debts,  then  we 
will  stop  the  grants  for  your  pauper 
lunatics,  and  you  will  have  this  clasn 
roaming  about  all  over  the  shires,  like 
beafits  of  prey,  parhaps  throttling  you 
aud  causing  you  other  trifling  incooveni- 
euoes  when  they  meet  you  iu  out-of*the- 
way  places ;  if  that  does  not  briag  you 
to  reason  then  we  will  stop  the  money 
for  workhouse  doctors  and  medicine,  and 
then  some  of  you  will  be  in  the  hap|iy 
position  of  knowing  that  some  of  yo\vt 
relatives  have  been  removed  to  the  out- 
side of  the  workhouses,  dying  from  want 
of  nourishment  and  medical  attendance  : 
if  still  you,  will  not  conform  to  our 
reasonable  view,  then  we  will  stop 
your  Public  Health  Officers'  money^ 
and  then  your  towns  and  villages 
will  get  into  an  irretrievably  insani- 
tary state,  and  you  will  mt^st  pro- 
bably catch  typhoid  fever,  and  serve 
you  right  for  not  seeing  the  ridiculous 
unreaaoaableuess  of  not  being  willing  U> 
pay  other  people's  debts."  This  is  nn 
caricature  of  the  security  that  is  pro- 
posed by  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
this  Bill.  I  am  simply  interpreting  it  on 
the  lines  of  the  interpretation  laid  down 
in  the  reply  of  the  Cliancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Meinbar  for  Mid  Lothian,  and  I  osk, 
on  the  lines  of  thit  interprtation, 
whether  there  was  ever  anything  more 
cruel    seen   out  of   the   History  of    the 


Spanish  Inquisition,  or  anything  more 
absurd  heard  of  outside  farcical  comedy  ? 
What  it  reminds  me  of,  at  the  moment, 
is  the  practice  of  barbarous  military 
chiefs  in  ancient  times  who,  by  accident 
or  arrangement,  had  secured  as  hostages 
or  captives,  the  brothers,  sisters,  father, 
m^other,  or  children  of  some  opposing 
chief,  and  who  then  sent  proposals  to 
their  opponents  to  submit  or  they  would 
begin  "  and  do,  and  do,  and  do,"  begiu- 
niug  with  thj  father  and  going  down  to 
the  youngest  child,  killing  each  as  their 
enemy  still  refused  to  submit.  This 
enforcement  of  this  security  reminds  me 
of  this.  It  seems  to  me  to  have  been 
conceived  with  a  combination  of  the 
characteristics  of  Torquemada  and  Mr» 
Toole.  Do  you  suppose  it  would  ever  be 
possible  to  work  out  such  a  security  T 
It  is  an  unworkable  security,  and  in 
a  financial  Bill  that  is  compKtely  dam- 
natory and  settles  its  character  and 
ought  to  settle  its  fate.  You  have 
brought  forward  a  financial  measure,  and 
you  liave  included  in  it  a  security  that 
you  w^ould  be  the  laughing-stock  of  the 
civilised  world  if  you  attempted  to  put 
into  execution.  Consequently,  it  is  no 
use  discussing  the  Bill  further  as  a 
financial  measure.  Because  the  Bill 
ought  never  to  have  been  submitted  to 
the  House,  because  we  are  pledged 
against  a  Bill  of  this  kind,  and  because 
it  sliould  not  be  passed  before  the 
nation  has  had  an  opportunity  of  ex* 
pressing  an  opinion  up>n  it^  because  I 
believe  it  is  dangerous  and  miechievous, 
I  have  no  hesitation  in  voting  against 
the  Second  Reading, 

♦(lO.aa)  Mr,  J.  A,  BRIGHT  (Bir- 
mingham, Central)  :  I  should  like  to 
claim  the  indulgence  of  the  House  for  a 
few  minutes  while  I  address  it  for  the 
first  time,  and  explain  my  reasons  for 
the  vote  I  am  abtmt  to  give»  The  speech 
to  which  the  House  has  just  listened  has 
raised  the  debate  from  the  dulness  which 
has  hitherto  characterised  it — a  duloeas 
which,  I  think,  lias  struck  everyone.  1 
shall  not  attempt  to  reply  to  the  grotesque 
similesandillustrations  of  the  last  speaker. 
As  I  was  pas^sing  through  the  Lobby  a  few 
minutes  ago  I  heard  a  remark  which  I 
am  sure  was  not  uttered  out  of  any  dis- 
respect t*)  you,  Sir;  it  was  to  tlie  effect 
that  debates  were  always  dull  when  Mr. 
Speaker  was  not  in  the  chair.  Well, 
Slr^  I  do  not  take  that  to  be  the  reasou 
for  the  dulness  of  this  debate,     bk  mj 
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opinion  it  is  an  Dnreal  debate.  When  I 
heard  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  I  came  to  the  conclasioti 
that  the  Bill  would  be  sure  to  pass,  and 
that  the  lion.  Member  would  not  be  able 
to  carry  all  hijs  followers  with  him  luto 
the  Lobby  against  it-  The  hon.  Member 
began  by  saying  that  the  Government 
had  admit ttid  that  20  per  cent,  was  a  just 
reduction  of  rents  in  Ireland,  As  far  as 
I  am  aware  no  such  opinion  has  been 
expressed.  It  is  generally  thought  by 
the  Unionist  Members  that  reductions 
have  gone  quite  far  enough,  and  that  the 
people  are  getting  fair  value  for  their 
money.  What  the  Government  has  said 
ia  that  20  per  cent,  reduction  is  an 
enormous  boon  to  the  tenants,  and  one 
which  they  would  not  be  likely  to  refuse. 
I  do  not  think  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  and  his  friends  will  bo  able  to  de- 
prive thu  people  of  this  Ixjon,  When  I 
was  in  Ireland,  lately,  I  bad  some  talk 
with  a  peasant,  who  said  that  his  land- 
lord had  offered  to  sell  him  his  farm. 
When  asked  whether  he  thought  the 
terms  were  fair,  the  man  said  he  thought 
they  were,  and  when  questioned  wliy  he 
bad  nut  bought  his  farm  he  explained 
that  ''  Them  as  knows  lietter  than  us 
told  us  not/*  I  suppose  that  *'  them  as 
knows  better  *'  sit  on  this  side  of  the 
House  below  the  Gangway,  The  hon. 
Member  said  this  Bill  would  only  settle 
one  quarter  of  the  land  ifuestion  ;  that  in 
Ulster  it  is  nut  necessary  to  settle  it  at 
all ;  and  that  in  the  otlier  parts  of  the 
country  it  is  only  55  per  cent,  which 
wants  settling.  Well,  by  reducing  the 
question  to  these  dimeusions  we  get  very 
nearly  to  the  £40,000,000  which,  accord- 
ing ttj  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  is 
the  outside  limit  of  the  Bill  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  proposes  that  the 
benefits  of  the  Bill  should  only  be  ex- 
tended to  tenants  of  farms  with  a  renfcid 
of  over  £50.  In  that  respect  I  am  dis- 
posed to  agree  with  the  hon.  Member. 
The  richer  t^mants  do  not  require  help  of 
this  kind.  Tho  hon,  Memljer  proposes 
to  exclude  Ulster,  tyi  1  understood  him. 
But  the  same  laws  prevail  in  Ulster  as 
elsewhere,  and  if  the  Ulster  men  have 
amcceeded  in  establishing  a  tenant-right 
it  ia  in  consequence  of  their  superior 
intelligence  and  perslstenoe,  and  if  the 
people  in  other  parts  of  Ireland  had  been 
equally  persistent  thoy  could  have 
eBtablished  in  their  own  districts  customs 
such  as  those  which  prevail  in  Ulster. 
VOL.  CCCXLnL    [laiBB  srasfl.] 


The  hon.  Member  for  Cork  says  that 
£166,000,000  will  be  wanted  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Bill.  ITie  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lc»thian 
brought  in  a  Bill  which  it  was  estimated 
would  require  £150,000,000,  and  I 
believe  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  voted 
for  that  Bill,  [Home  Rule  cries  of 
**Nor*]  Well,  tiie  hon.  Member  sup- 
ported it.  The  Bill  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  compulsory.  [Mr.  John 
MoRLEY :  No,]  Well,  there  was  cer- 
tainly some  compulsion  about  it.  As  to 
the  BQl  only  affecting  one-quarter  of 
the  tenancies,  it  is  not  necessary  to  deal 
with  all  at  once ;  and  if  the  measure 
works  satisfactorily,  the  remaining  three- 
quarters  will  have  their  chance  in  good 
time.  It  is  said  the  richest  land* 
owners  have  walked  off  with  an  enor- 
mous sum  of  money.  But  they  have 
not  ;  they  are  still  there.  Anyhow,  tho 
land  is  there  and  the  purchasers  have  it. 
I  cannot  understand  this  objection  to  the 
Ashbourne  Act.  I  have  always  under- 
stood that  it  is  held  desirable  by  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gang^vay  to  break 
up  the  large  estates.  Surely  it  is  better 
that  the  laud  should  be  in  the  hands  of 
the  people  who  live  on  it  than  in  the 
hands  of  absentees.  We  have  been 
told  that,  thanks  to  the  struggles  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway,  the 
powers  by  which  tenants  have  been 
oppressed  in  the  past  have  been  removed. 
If  there  is  now  no  oppression  is  it  not 
strange  that  we  should  hear  of  cases 
like  that  of  the  Ponsonby  Estate  ?  Now, 
we  are  told  that  it  is  desired  that  land- 
lords should  stay  in  Ireland  ;  is  it  because 
they  are  wanted  to  subscribe  to  various 
objects  ?  At  one  time  the  English 
garrison  in  Ireland  was  denounced  in 
every  possible  way  ;  now,  apparently,  it 
is  sought  to  retain  them  there.  For 
instance,  we  have  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  holding  up  the  landlonl  to  com- 
miseration on  the  ground  that  his  £40  a 
year  will  be  reduced  to  £27  lOs.  But 
out  of  the  £40  the  landlord  probably  has 
to  pay  rates,  and  he  is  in  danger  of  his 
money  passing  through  the  hands  of  the 
friends  of  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  and  the  promoters  of  the  Plan 
of  Campaign,  if,  according  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork,  the  landlord  is  not 
getting  too  much,  who  is  getting  too 
much  ?  I  cannot  see  where  the  hard- 
ship comes  in.  I  cannot  understand 
the  proposition  of  the  hon,  Meix^V^^ 
2  0 
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for  Cork,  and  I  doubt  whether  the 
hon.  Member  himself  understands  it. 
In  several  paj^rs  lately  the  Chit»f  Secre* 
tary  for  Ireland  hits  been  accused  of 
bringing  in  a  Land  Bill  prepared  bj  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  I  know 
nothing  about  that,  but  it  did  strike  ni♦^ 
that  the  Bpeeeh  of  the  hon.  Mural>er  for 
Cork  had  been  prepared  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  LfOngford,  and  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  had  only  had 
an  opportunity  of  reading-  it  half  fin  hour 
before  he  rose  to  speak.  A  a  far  as  1 
oould  make  out  the  hon.  Member's  pro- 
position, it  was  that  the  landlords  of 
Ireland  should  be  given  an  opportunity 
of  borrowing  money  at  2J  per  cent,  in 
order  to  pay  off  mortgages  bearinej  in- 
terest at  the  rate  of  6  per  cent.  If  any 
inch  proposition  bad  been  made  by  a 
Unionist  Member  there  would  have  been 
a  tremendous  outcry,  and  we  should 
have  been  told  it  was  a  proposal  to 
relieve  men  of  troubles  which  they  had 
brought  on  themselves  by  squandering 
their  money.  The  fact  is,  the  opposition 
to  this  Bill  is  altogether  unreal.  I  have 
lately  read  an  article  in  the  Pall  Mall 
Gazette^  in  which  it  was  said  ; — 

**  We  all  dislike  the  Bill  and  desire  to  injure 
the  Government ;  but  when  we  consider  why 
we  dieliko  it,  we  are  all  at  si^ces  and  bovodb/* 

It  waa  another  case  of — 

"  I  do  not  love  thee,  Doctor  Fell, 
The  reason  why  I  cannot  tell." 

Id  fact,  all  sections  of  the  Houae  are 
pledged  to  peasant  proprietorship.  It 
has  been  proclaimed^  not  from  Dan  to 
Beeraheba^  but  from  Mid  Lothian  tfn  Cork. 
Five  objections  have  been  taken  to  the 
Bill  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.  I 
think  he  might  have  stated  a  sixth,  that 
the  Bill  had  not  been  brought  in  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian.  I 
have  been  told  that  two  or  three  days  ago 
there  appeared  in  the  Daily  Netc8  an 
article  quoting  a  letter  by  my  father, 
and  said  to  be  against  the  Ashbourne 
Act.  I  have  not'had  an  opportunity  of  see- 
ing that  letter  i  but  I  hope  I  may,  without 
any  want  of  good  taste,  say  that  in  his 
last  days  my  father  frequently  spoke  of 
the  Aihlxjurne  Act.  The  Liheral  PaHy 
waa  then  opposing  an  extension  of 
the  Act,  and  my  father  said  to  me, 
"  It  is  the  only  thing  that  appears 
to  me  to  have  done  any  good.'* 
The  opposition  to  this  Bill  will  not»I  think, 
he  carried  very  far,  for  I  do  not  think 
Jff\  J,  A.  Bright 


that  hon.  Gentlemen  above  and  below 
the  Gangway  will  dare  to  oppose  it 
altogether.  They  would,  if  they  did,  be 
judged  out  of  their  own  mouths  every 
minute  of  the  debate.  The  opp<Jsition  is 
not  to  the  details,  but  to  the  spirit  of  the 
Bilh  and  it  is  an  opposition  to  putting 
the  land  into  the  hands  of  peasant  pro- 
prietors. If  the  Bill  were  j>assed,and  there 
were  a  strike  against  rent,  it  would  bej 
caused  by  public  opinion  ;  and  if  tha 
were  so,  it  is  only  i-ight  that  the  pubU 
should  bear  the  cost.  For  my  own  part^lj 
I  have  a  better  idea  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land than  their  own  Representatives  seem 
to  have.  I  believe  that  Irishmen  always 
wish  io  pay  their  debt"  if  they  are 
not  interfered  with  by  j>eople  who  wish 
them  Ui  do  otherwise.  In  the  past  they 
have  justly  and  regularly  paid  money 
borrowed  for  puqioses  connecttd  with 
the  land,  and  until  I  see  it  I  will  not 
believe  that  the  whole  Irish  nation  is 
going  to  show  itself  demoralised  by 
efforts  which  may  be  made  to  lead  it 
int^^i  evil  coui'ses,  I  hope  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  this  side  of  the  House  will 
think  better  of  the  matter  and  will 
not  oppose  the  Second  Reading,  but  will 
content  themselves-— at  all  events,  the., 
moderate  among  them — by  endeavour 
iiig  to  amend  those  prii positions  which^ 
they  think  wnmg.  I  eordiullj  support 
the  Bill 

(10.50.)  Mb.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Fins- 
bury^  E.)  :  We  have  all  of  us  listened 
with  great  interest  to  the  maiden  speech 
in  this  House  of  an  hon.  Member  wli< 
|n»sseS3es  such  historic  associations ;  but] 
must  confess  I  heard  with  great  astonish- 
ment his  assertion  that  the  debate  was 
unreal.  I  can,  on  the  part  of  some  boD. 
Members  who  sit  on  these  Benches.promise 
him  that  the  Bill  will  meet  with  very 
strong  O|3position,  and  that  we  are  not  at 
all  nervous  as  to  what  the  outside  public 
may  think.  The  hon.  Member  tells  us  that 
wo  ought  to  be  almost  afmid  to  vote  against 
the  Bill,  and  that  if  we  did  vote  against  it 
our  consciences  would  rise  in  accusa- 
tion against  us.  Now  I  was  not  in  the 
House  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Memher  for  Mid  Lothian  brought  in 
his  Bill  in  1886,  but,  if  one  thing  more 
than  another  lost  the  Liberal  Party  the 
Gone  ml  Election  of  that  year,  it  was  the 
strong  antagonism  of  the  British  electors 
to  the  Land  Bill  rather  than  to  th 
Home  Rule  Bill,  while  the  strongee 
parts  of  the  election  addresses  of  hon*' 
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and  right  Hon.  G^entlemen  opposite  were 
contained  in  tbeir  denunciation  of  the 
Tjand  Bill,  The  honoured  father  of  the 
Member  who  last  addressed  the  Houee, 
immediately  after  his  unopposed  return 
in  that  year,  deliTcred  a  speech,  the 
greater  jiart  of  which  was  devoted  to  an 
attack  on  Mr.  Gladstone's  JLjand  Kill,  I 
have  yet  to  learn  that  the  opinions  which 
existed  in  the  country  on  this  subject  at 
tliat  time  hiive  died  out,  or  that  the 
public  are  less  antagonistic  to  spending  a 
large  sura  of  money  to  buy  out  the  Irish 
landlords*  Our  point  is  this  :  if  you  com- 
pel the  Irish  landlord  to  accept  ^£27  10s. 
for  that  which  is  worth  £40,  you  do  him 
a  gross  injustice.  He  is  entitled  to  £40 
if  you  purchjise  from  him  on  an  equitable 
basis.  Bat  if,  on  the  other  hand,  he  is 
only  entitled  to  £27  10s»,  then  he  is 
now  gettinpf  an  undue  rental,  and  many 
of  us  are  inclined  to  ttiink  tlmt  i-ent  re- 
ductions in  Ireland  have  not  yet  reached 
their  lowest  leveh  The  Unionist  Party 
liave  had  to  do  a  tremendous  wrigf^le 
in  order  to  escape  from  the  position 
which  they  got  into  in  188G,  for 
they  are  now  obliged  to  defend  a  prin- 
ciple which  they  opposed  strongly  in 
that  year,  I  do  not  think  the  hon. 
Member  for  Harrow  has  at  all  satis- 
factorily  explained  the  extract  from  his 
election  address  which  was  published  in 
the  Daily  Newd.  The  hon.  Member 
went  into  the  question  of  the  power 
which  we  have,  as  a  nation,  to  bjrrow 
money  at  a  very  low  i*ate  of  interest ; 
but  I  venture  to  think  no  nation  ousj-ht 
to  borrow  to  the  utmost  of  its  power, 
because  in  a  great  emergency  it  might, 
if  its  powers  had  been  largely  drawn 
upon,  find  the  task  of  getting  money  very 
difficult.  Now,  we  contend  that  there  is 
no  demand  for  this  Bill  ;  that  the  Eng- 
lish people  do  not  want  it ;  that  the  Irish 
tenants  do  not  require  it,  and  that  many 
of  the  Irish  landlords  object  to  it.  The 
Government  have  chosen  the  worst 
possible  time  to  inflict  on  the  Irish  people 
a  Land  Purchase  BilL  Four  years'  ex- 
jjerience  of  a  drastic  Coercion  Bill  haa 
not  made  the  people,  as  a  whole,  more 
contented  than  they  were  previously.  As 
to  the  suggestion  of  repudiatirm,  I 
do  not  believe  that  the  Irish  people  are 
more  dishonest  than  those  of  any  other 
portion  of  the  British  Empire.  What 
the  Irish  people  want  ia  Home  Rule,  and 
I  venture  to  think  you  are  making 
a    very     great     mistake     in     refufiing 


their  demand  for  it.  One  thing  that 
has  been  apparent  this  evening  in  the 
debate,  and  very  apparent  in  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Central  Birming- 
ham and  in  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Londonderry,  is  that 
they,  at  least,  do  not  consider  that  this 
Bill  deals  with  the  whole  question  }  that 
only  a  segment  of  it  is  being  dealt  with^ 
and  that  we  are  really  face  to  face  with 
the  project  of  pui'chasing  out  the  whole 
of  the  Irish  landowners.  The  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Central  Birming- 
ham seemed  to  indicate  that  the  repsy- 
meuts  might  be  reinvested  from  the 
purchase  of  the  property  of  other  land- 
lords. That  would  not  meet  the  difficulty 
of  the  situation,  because  if  you  i-ely  on 
the  repayment  of  the  £30,000,000  you 
would  have  to  wait  about  a  century,  at 
least,  before  you  purchase  out  the  whole 
of  the  Irish  hindlords.  You  cannot  wait 
that  century,  and  I  at  once  approach  this 
question  in  the  belief  that  we  are  not 
discussing  £30,000,000  or  £40,000,000 
of  British  credit,  but  that  the  Bill  goes 
at  once  to  the  root  of  the  whole  land 
purcliase  of  Ireland,  whatever  the  sum 
required  may  be,  whether  £100,000,000 
or  £150,000,000.  While  I  am  willing 
to  give  you  all  the  credit  you  claim 
for  the  Bill,  I  say  that  the  moment 
you  advance  your  £30,000,000  it  will  be 
taken  up  by  tenants  distributed  all  over 
Ireland.  Then  you  will  have  a  claas  of 
tenants  eventually  becoming  the  owoerB 
of  the  fee  simple  of  their  holding,  and 
paying  a  less  sura  per  annum,  as  against 
the  tenants  who  ai*e  paying  an  annual 
rent-charge  which  does  not  place  them 
any  nearer  the  possession  of  their  hold- 
ings. Do  you  mean  to  tell  me  you  are 
going  to  keep  a  contented  Ireland  under 
such  circumstances  ?  You  will  not  be 
able  to  do  so,  whatever  Party  is  in 
power ;  and  there  will  be  a  demand  on 
the  part  of  the  rest  of  the  tenants  of 
Ireland  for  the  advance  of  the  whole 
money  necessary  to  purchase  out  the 
landowners  and  enable  those  who  desire 
it  to  becc^me  possessed  of  their  holdings. 
That  money  must  be  advanced  on  British 
credit,  and  borrowed  on  British  credit, 
and  you  must  go  into  the  market  to  get 
it.  Are  you  sure,  with  the  other  demands 
that  are  made  upon  the  British  Govern- 
ment, that  you  will  always  be  able  to 
borrow  at  thejsame  rate  of  interest  1  At 
present  there  is  plenty  of  floating 
capital   in   the  count i^  awaiting  awxisid 
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investment,  but  if  you  miike  a  greater 
call  you  will    get   less    money    out    of 
the  market  f o r  o t he r  pti  rpose s,     Bn  t  e  ye  ti 
supposing  you  could  borrow  at  the  same 
rate  of  interest,  do  hon.   ilembere  who 
are  going  to  support  this  Bill  think  it  is 
a    thing    that    is    to    b©   entei'ed   upon 
lightly,  to  make  the  British  Government 
the  creditors  of  the  Irish  tenants  to  the 
extent  of  ii  100,000,000,  putting  it  at  the 
very  lowest  sum  ?     In  spite  of  the  pro 
tecfctoo  of  the  county  or  diatnet,  you  are 
face  to  face  with  the  poor  tenant,  who 
may  be  on  the  cheapest  holding  that  can 
possibly  be  purchased    under  this  Bill; 
and  if  yon  have  to  foreclose,  what  takes 
place  1    The  British  Government  has  t-o 
foreclose  on  the  property  and  the   poor, 
struggling  t  juant.     There  is  not  money 
enough    to  purchase   tlie   whole   of   the 
land.     Will  the  landlord  go  to  a  secure 
and  stable  tenant  and  offer  him  induce- 
mefifcs  to  purchase  his  holding  1     Will  he 
not  rather  bii  only  too  anxious  to  get  rid 
of  those  tenantjs  who  are  in  difficulties  and 
in  arrears  with  their  rent?     The  agent 
might  [Kiint  out  to   these  poor  tenants 
that  they  could  get  an  immediate   reduc- 
tion of  20    per   cent*   for  the  first  five 
years,   and   at   the   end   of   that   period 
there   would  be   32  per   cent,  oiJ  their 
Tunt  if  they  could  keep  on  their  holdings. 
The  tenant  is  not  likely  to  be  a  man  who 
will  look  at  what  will  possibly  happen  49 
years  hence.     All  he  sees  is  that  there  is 
a   present  chance    of   relieving   himself 
of  his  responsibility  if  he  can  come    to 
terms,  and  the  Commissioners  advance  the 
money.     The  Commissioners  would  have 
great    difficulty    in     knowing    all    the 
details    of    the    case.       It    would    not 
be  to   the   interest   of   the   tenant  who 
wants  to  get  his  immediate  reduction,  or 
of  the  landlord  who  wants  to  sell  his  land, 
to  pla:e  too  many  details  before  the  Com- 
missioners.    The  man  intends  to  pay  just 
as  he  intends  to  pay  his  rent.     Owing  to 
the  conditions  of  his  holding,  the  poorness 
of  the  land,  or  what   not,    he   tms   been 
unable  to  pay  his  rent,  and   by-and-bye 
he  would   in   the  same  way  be   unable 
to  meet  the  repayments  aa  they  became 
due.     That  is  the  class  of  security  you 
will  get  if  this  scheme  is  adopted-     The 
ingenuity  of  man  could  not  devise  a  plan 
more  unjust    than    to   ask  the    tenants 
throughout  the  county  to  become  security 
for  a  man  who  purchases  his  holding, 
when  they  have  no   voice    whatever   in 
saying  whether  he  shall  be  allowed  to  pur- 
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chase  or  not.  The  moment  the  men  fail 
you  come  down  upon  these  farmers  in 
the  county,  who  have  nothing  to  do 
with    the    transaction,   and   say,    **  Ton 


shall  find  the  money  to  pay  the  legiti- 
mate     debts      of      these      men     who 
have  purchased  their  holdings."     What 
sort      of      an      agitation      will      you 
have  in  Ireland  ?     The  Chief  Secretary 
knows  what  the  difficulty  of  collection 
w«s  in  the   tithe   agitation,  50  years  ago^ 
and  he    knows   how  thorough   was  the 
failure,  because  the  whole  nation  of  Ire- 
land  felt  there  was  no  justice    in   the 
claim.     Do  yon  think  you  could  impress 
upon  the  English  nation,  or  any  civilised 
country,  the  justice  of  making  farmers 
contribute  to  the  payment  of  debts  which 
they  liad  no  part  or  lot  in  incurring,  and 
for   which   they   had  in   no   way  given 
their  security  ?     I  say   that   tliis  posi- 
tion  in    which    you    are   placed    shows 
at  once  that  you  are  face  to  face  with 
Home  Rule,  though  you  do  not  like  to 
admit  it.    Y'ou  may  call  it  Local  Govern- 
ment,  or  what  you  please  ;  but  until  you 
place  in  the  hands  of  Irishmen  the  power 
iy^  control  their   own  affairs  and  make 
them  responsible  for  the  purcliases  in  the 
various  districts,  you   have  no  right — it 
would   be   grossly   unjust^ to    wring   a 
single  aiipence  out  of  the  pockets  of  any 
of  these  tenants  in  respect  of  purchases 
with  which  they  had  nothing  to  do.     I 
will  not  labour  the  point  dealt  with  by 
my  hon.  Friend  the  ilemVier   for  Edin- 
burgh, with  reference  to  the  st/opping  of 
the  local  cess,  or  the  Education   (jrant. 
You  dare  not  attempt  to  carry  it   out. 
It  may  be  a  very  good  bogus  security  to 
put    up      here     for     the     ]iurpose      of 
pacifying     some     weak-minded     [>eople 
who  think  you  have  not  taken  enough 
security.       You  know  that  in  these  days 
you  could  not  stop  the  education  of  the 
people,  and,  in  the  failure  of  repayments, 
you  know  you  would  have  to  come  to 
Parliament  for  a  money  grant  to  meet 
the  difficulty.     I  know  there  are  many 
hon.  Gentlemen  on   the  opposite  side  of 
the  House  who  in  their  cooler  moments 
will  say  that  thin  must  be  the  situation. 
There  is  one  very  objectinniible  [>ower  in 
the  Bill    which,  if  yon   look    carefully 
into  it,  shows  that  the  security  will   not 
be  sound.     I  refer  U>  the   provision  that 
two  years'  arrears  of  rent  may  be  added 
to  the  cajiital  value  of  the  land  which  is 
purchased.       That  is  a  very  objection- 
able portion  of  the  Bill,  and  the  more  we 
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look  at  it  the  worse  it  eeenas.  No  doubt 
it  will  pass  a  Second  Reading,  on  I 
assume  the  Government  have  had  a 
majority  guaranteed  at  that  stage  ;  but  it 
will  have  to  pass  outside  this  House  a 
criticism  more  severe  than  it  will  receive 
bere^  and  I  liave  yet  to  learn  how  the 
Government  and  their  supporters  will 
justify  themselves  in  forcing  on  the 
Irish  people  a  measure  they  do  not 
require.  With  all  due  respect  tn  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Londonderry,  I 
confess  that  I  would  rather  take  the 
opinion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
dI  Cork  than  bis  aa  to  what  are  the 
'  views  of  the  majority  of  the  Irish  people ; 
and  I  would  sugtrest  that  if  an  oppor- 
tunity is  wanted  of  judging  of  those 
views,  it  will  be  afforded  at  the  forth- 
coming election  to  fill  tho  vacancy 
created  by  the  death  of  Mr.  Matthew 
Harris,  when  the  majority  of  the  con- 
stituents will  be  able  to  show  whether 
they  approve  of  the  action  of  the 
Mem  lie  r  for  the  City  of  Cork  or  that  of 
the  Government  in  regard  to  this  Bill. 
If  the  Govei'nment  would  only  ocmsent 
to  a  contest  in  that  place  we  may  be  nble 
to  obtain  a  vast  amount  of  information 
that  would  be  useful  to  all  parties 
[>ncerned.  Not  only  would  the 
Pelectora  be  able  to  express  an  opinion 
on  the  action  of  the  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork,  but  also  on 
the  great  mischief  which,  ia  their 
opinion,  would  be  inflicted  for  years  to 
come  by  the  passing  of  this  measure. 
The  Government  would  then  see  how 
far  the  Irish  people  were  desirous  of 
rushing  into  their  arms  and  embracing 
them  for  the  good  work  they  have  done. 
In  conclusion,  I  shall  have  great  pleasure 
in  voting  against  this  measure,  believing 
it  to  be  uncalled  for  and  based  on  wrong 
foundations,  inasmuch  as  it  does  not 
contain  the  conditions  which  are  inserted 
in  the  measure  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Mem  bur  for  Mid  Lothian,  That 
was  a  scheme  for  the  pacification  of  Ire- 
land, and  formed  part  of  a  complete 
whole  intended  to  meet  the  require- 
ments of  the  situation,  supposing  the 
country  considered  that  to  be  the  best 
policy.  There  is  no  such  position  in 
connection  with  this  BilL  The  Gk)vem- 
ment  are  forcing  it  on  the  Irish  people, 
and  in  addition  to  their  dislike  to  it  it 
would  prove  a  great  misfortune  to  this 
country  if  passed,  because  ii  is  not,  as 
the  Government  assert,  a  mere  question 


of  £33,000,000  or  £45,000,000,  but  one 
as  the  outcome  of  which  you  will  ulti- 
mately have  to  deal  with  the  purchase 
of  land  t brought  >ut  the  whole  of  Ireland  ; 
bec-ause  no  Government  would  bo  able 
to  resist  the  demands  that  would  be 
made  upon  it  in  respijct  to  landpurcbas© 
should  the  result  of  the  present  scheme 
l^e  what  lis  supporters  anticipate, 

♦(11,18)  Mr.  GEDGE  (Stockport)  :  lliifi 
debate  baa  furnished  a  somewhat  singu- 
lar and  curious  spectacle.  We  have  seen 
I  rish  and  Scotch  Radical  s  and  Home  Rule rs 
telling  us  that  they  and  other  Radical 
Members  differ  on  this  subject  from  tho 
views  of  tlie  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Membei*  fur  Mid  Lothiaiu  I  congratulate 
the  hon.  Meml»er  for  East  Edinburgh 
(Mr,  Wallace  J  on  the  independence  he 
has  displayeii,  and  I  only  wish  that  he 
and  other  Scotch  Members  had  displayed 
that  independence  a  little  sooner.  After 
the  entertainment  we  have  enjoyed  from 
the  care  fully -prepared  impromptus  and 
Scoteh  ivut  indulged  in  by  the  hen. 
Member,  it  requires  some  little  boldness 
for  a  Southern  Member  to  call  tho  House 
back  to  the  regions  of  plain  prose.  But, 
at  the  same  time,  I  think  we  have  suffi- 
cient courage  on  this  side  of  the  House 
to  take  up  the  challenge  thrown  down 
to  us,  and  state  why  it  is  we  are  able  to 
support  this  BOl,  while  in  1886  we  op- 
posed in  the  manner  6t>  graphically 
descrilied  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Edinburgh  the  Irish  Ijand  Bill  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  opposite,  I  think 
I  can  show,  without  difficulty,  how  any 
one  may  have  strongly  opposed  that 
measure,  and  yet  very  properly 
and  honestly  support  tMs,  There  are 
great  differences,  not  only  as  to  the 
occasion  and  circumstances  attending 
the  introduction  of  the  two  Bills,  but 
also  in  regard  to  their  contents.  In  the 
first  plac^e  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  was  most 
indissolubly  tied  by  a  chain,  which  honour 
prevented  him  from  breaking,  to  the 
Home  Rule  BilL  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  seemed  to  regard  bis  honour 
as  very  much  like  that  of  Bob  Acres,  whos© 
courage  oozed  out  at  his  finger  ends,  for 
his  honour  was  easily  satisfied  by  the 
offer  once  made  to  the  Irish  landlords, 
although  they  had  never  had  the  oppor- 
tunity of  accepting  or  rejecting  that 
offer,  Ai  any  rate  the  two  Bills  were 
bound  together,  and  the  result  would 
have  followed  that  after  tlie  necessary 
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money  waa  advanced  which  was  to  have 
}i^eu  S6cvired  oa  the  credit  of  the  British 
nation,  the  repayment  of  that  money 
ooulfl  only  have  been  obtained  under 
whatwonld  have  become^  by  the  0[>eratioD 
of  the  Homo  Rule  Bill,  practically  a 
•foreign  law.  There  wag  no  way  iu  which 
the  money  could  have  been  recovered,  if 
the  IriRh  repudiated  payments,  except  by 
an  invasion  of  that  country,  and  1  think 
we  might  honestly  object  to  the  poBsi- 
bihty  of  having  to  enforce  the  repayment 
of  probably  £\  20,000,000  by  such  means. 
In  the  next  place,  the  Bill  of  the  right 
hon-  Gentleman  was  compulsory,  and 
although  the  rii^ht  lion.  Gentleman  talked 
of  only  £50,000,000,  it  was  evident  that 
it  must  ultimately  amount  to,  at  least, 
£200,000,000,  if  the  scheme  were  really 
carried  into  effective  Of^e^ation*  Thinllj, 
that  Bill,  involving  as  it  did  the  credit  of 
the  British  taxpayer  which  was  thus 
impossible  of  enforcement  and  was  com- 
pulsory on  Iv^th  tenant  and  landlord,  did 
not  contain  the  intermediate  guarantees 
for  the  repayment  of  the  money  whicli 
the  present  measure  provides.  These 
are  the  chief  differences  between  the 
two  measures.  Now.  Sir,  the  arguments 
used  by  hon.  Members  opposite  might 
well  be  left  to  answer  each  other, 
because  they  wei'e  mutually  destructive. 
Hon,  Members  are  so  driven  to  find 
arguments  against  the  Bill  that  they 
are  obliged  to  attack  it  all  round  in 
the  most  absurdly  inconsistent  manner. 
We  are  told  at  one  moment  that  the  Bill 
offers  such  poor  terras  that  neither  the 
tenants  nor  the  landlords  care  to  accept 
it^  and  the  next  moment  we  are  told  it  is 
so  excellent  a  measure,  as  far  as  the 
tenants  are  concerned,  that  they  will 
all  rush  for  it,  bo  that,  instead  of 
£33,000,000  or  £40,000,000,  it  would 
immediately  require  the  provision  «>f  a 
sum  that  would  buy  up  the  whole  of  the 
land  of  Ireland,  Again,  we  were  told 
that  the  security  given  to  the  British  tax- 
payer would  be  so  slight  that  ultimately 
the  money  would  have  to  come  out  of  his 
packet ;  but  at  the  same  time  wo  were 
informed  that  that  security  is  quite  good 
enough  for  the  landlords,  while  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Bridge  ton  said  we  ought 
to  deprive  the  landlord  of  the  other 
security,  and  not  allow  him  to  come 
upon  the  British  taxpayer  even  as  a  last 
resort.  We  were  told  that  the  Bill  is 
one  of  which  only  the  poorer  tenants  will 
avail  themselves,  that  the  interests  of  the 
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British  taxpayer  will  be  jeopardised^  and  i 
that  he  ought  to  move  heaven  and  ear 
to  reject  the  Bill.  While  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  moved  the  i-ejection  of  the  Bill 
told  us  that  it  ought  ti>  be  limited  to 
tenants  of  less  than  £50  a  year,  one  of 
his  followers  objects  to  it  because  only 
the  small  tenants  will  take  advantage  of 
it.  1  confess  there  would  be  force  in 
arguments  against  any  scheme  by  which 
tlie  State  should  lend  its  security  to 
enable  tenants  to  purchase  the  landlords* 
interest  in  the  property  they  occupy, 
and  that  If  we  pass  this  Bill  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Irish  tenant-s,  the  English 
agricultural  tenants,  and  even  the  smaU^^H 
shopkeepers,  might  ask  for  a  measure  of  ll^^l 
similar  character,  if,  in  other  respects, 
the  conditions  were  the  same  between 
the  parties  as  they  are  in  Ireland.  But 
this  is  not  so ;  the  position  of  the  Irish 
tenant  is  not  the  same  as  that  of  the 
English  tenant,  who  hM  a  resident  land- 
lord, accustomed  from  time  immemorial 
to  do  things  in  connection  with  the  land 
wliich  he  dues  not  do  in  Ireland.  The 
right  hon.  Bartmet  the  Member  for 
Bridge  ton  (Sir  tl.  Trevelyan),  luiS  told 
us  that  the  case  of  Ireland  might  lie  cited 
as  a  base  on  which  to  found  in  the 
United  Kingdom  a  system  of  tenancy, 
such  as  that  on  which  farms  are  held  in 
s(»me  |jarts  of  the  country,  and  he  also 
told  us  that  the  Ulster  custom  had 
legalised  tlie  same  mode  of  occupatioii 
throughout  the  whole  Island.  I  differ 
from  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  The  Ulster 
custom  was  extended  through  Ireland  bj^H 
the  Act  of  1870,  but  that  custom  atia|^^| 
that  Act  did  not  make  it  possible  to  go^^^ 
to  the  Court  to  fix  the  rent  payable  by 
the  tenant,  and  to  fix  that  for  15  years, 
nor  was  the  tenant  able  to  sell  his  in- 
terest without  communication  with  hia 
landlord.  But  for  the  Land  Act  of  1881. 
I  do  not  believe  there  would  have  been 
any  necessity  ft>r  this  measure.  What 
WHS  the  effect  of  the  Act  of  1881?  It 
had  the  effect  which  every  one  who 
studied  the  question  knew  it  muBt 
have.  Its  effect  was  to  render 
some  Bill  of  this  kind  absolutely  neces- 
sary. The  disastrous  consequences  of 
the  Land  Act  of  1886  have,  in  the  Ian* 
guage  of  a  distinguished  statesman! 
been — 

'*  To  generate  the  very  miBoMel  it  propoaod 
to  eradicate,  to  throw  into  oonfuaioa  all  the 
economical  Hrrangementa  of  the  country:  to 
drive  uut  of  the  field  all  the  aolvent  and  honeat 
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men  wlio  might  be  biddera  for  tbe  farma ; 
and  to  carry  wido-Bpreaid  demoralisattou 
througb&ut  the  whole  riiasH  of  thy  Irish  people. 
That  Act  h«a  made  the  liindlord  an  annuitant 
on  the  land  withuut  interest  in  its  prosperity." 

These  words  are  those  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lotlii&n^  contained  in 
a  prophetic  speech,  The  result  laas  justi- 
fied his  prediction,  and  1  see  no  wny 
of  escape  but  to  buy  out  the  landlords* 
The  hon.  Member  opposite  said  that  we 
were  coaxing  the  cat  and  rubbing^  it 
the  wrong  way  At  the  same  time. 
Well,  it  aeenig  to  ni©  that  our  first 
duty  is  to  enforce  the  law,  to  deliver 
the  law-abiding  subjects  of  the  country 
from  the  tyranny  of  thost^  who  have 
i!le^!ly  oppressed  them,  and  at  the 
same  time  to  look  out  for  grievances  and 
endeavour  to  amend  them.  It  certainly 
18  a  very  thankless  task  to  endeavour  to 
amend  grieyarices  in  Ireland.   Ever  since 

1869,  it  has  been  put  forward  as  the 
greatest  grievance  of  Ireland  that  tlte 
land  was  held  by  a  number  of  absentee 
Protestant  landlords,  while  the  cultivat^jrs 
were  Roman  Catholics,  and  the  object  that 
WHS    spoken    of    as    most  dea irable   of 

ceomplishment  wns  to  get  rid  of  the 
Ifcbsentee  landlords  and  put  R4>mau 
Catholic  tenants  in  their  place.  Now 
that  an  honest  endeavour  is  made  t6 
carry  out  that  object  we  are  met  with 
all  kinda  of  criticism.  There  is  scarcely 
Si  ^t ember  opposite  who  is  not  pledged 
up  to  the  hilt  to  the  principle  of  a  Bill 
of  tliis  kind.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bridge  ton  (Sir  G. 
Trevelyan),  for  instance,  wba  either  a 
Mt?ml>er  i>r  aupporter  of  the  Govern- 
ment which  brought  in  the  Land  Act  of 

1870.  According  to  that  Act  two-thinii 
of  the  purchase  money  was  to  be  lent 
at  5  per  cent,  for  35  years,  on  the  credit 
of  the  British  taxpayer.  No  security 
whatever  was  given  to  the  British  tax- 
payer except  the  remaining  one-third. 
None  of  the  intermediate  aecuritiee  con- 
tained in  this  Bill  were  given.  Then  came 
the  Land  Act  of  1881,  under  which  the 
Land  Commissioners  might  advance,  on 
the  credit  of  the  British  taxpayer, 
three-fourths  of  the  purchase  money. 
NiJ  security  was  given  to  the  taxpayer 
except  the  remaining  one  fourth.  Yet 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bridge  ton  by  vote  and  speech  sup- 
ported that  Bin.  Then  c  tme  the  Land 
Purchase  Bill  of  1886^  under  which  the 
whole  money  was  to  be  advanced.     This 


Act  did  give  an  intermediate  security 
for  the  money  advanced.  It  gave  a 
cliarge  on  the  Customs  and  Excise  to  be 
collected  by  the  Irish  Receiver  General ; 
but  it  was  a  second  charge  only,  the 
first  charge  being  a  tribute  of  £4,666,000 
a  year,  payable  to  England.  The  iJlusory" 
character  of  Buch  a  security  aa  this  is 
evidence.  I  admit  at  once  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  support  that  Bill. 
He  was  hAbo  opposed  to  the  Horae  Rule 
Bill  of  tlie  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr, 
rTladstone)»  and,  being  opposed  to 
one  of  the  twijiri,  he  was  naturally 
upp>sed  to  the  other.  The  right 
lioti.  Gentbmau  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  told  us  that  the  two  Bills 
were  bound  together  in  honour.  That 
being  the  case,  how  can  Gentlemen 
opposite,  who  supported  lx>th  thnse  Bills, 
object  to  the  present  measure  ?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bridgeton  speaks  of  the  possibility  of 
bad  times  recurring,  and  of  viar  breaking 
out.  We  cannot  aay  there  is  no  possi- 
bility of  such  things  even  for  a  period  of 
15  years.  But  when  I  look  at  the  Land 
Act  of  LS81,  I  find  that  there  the  rent  is 
absolutely  fixed  for  a  term  of  15  years, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bridgeton  was  a  Member  of  the 
Government  which  intn>duced  that 
measure.  That  being  so,  and  that  l>eing 
described  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
a8  a  moat  admirable  measure.  I  reply 
that  it  is  worse  for  the  Irish  tenant  to 
be  bound  to  pay  £100  a  year  for  15 
years  as  rent,  despite  wars  and  bad  times, 
than  to  pay  £70  a  year  for  a  Innger  period, 
as  instalments  of  the  price  at  which  the 
land  becomes  his  own,  I  do  .say,  how- 
ever, that,  in  my  humble  opinion,  49  years 
is  too  long  a  term,  and  I  liope  that  further 
consideration  will  be  given  to  that  point 
when  we  reach  the  Committee  stage. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  G.  Tre- 
velyan)  says  there  is  an  absence  of  any 
real  security  for  the  British  taxpayer. 
How  charming  it  has  been  to  us  to-night 
to  see  this  great  anxiety  for  the 
British  taxpayer  on  the  part  of 
Gentlemen  opposite.  There  was  a 
time  when  the  Irish  Members  were 
willing  to  take  all  they  could  get  from 
the  British  taxpayer  as  instalments 
without  thanks.  Now,  m  the  interest  of 
the  British  taxpayer,  they  oppose  this 
Bill.  It  is  noticeable  that^  when  speak- 
ing of  the  securities,  they  have  carefully 
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omitted  the  import  art  t  facts  ol  the 
seouritj.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
made  no  mention  whatever  of  the 
Intermediate  aecui'itieer,  which  must  he 
exhausted  before  the  Exchequer  can  be 
called  upon.  In  the  first  place  there  is 
the  land  itself  and  the  tenant  right,  and, 
in  many  cases,  this  will  be  a  sufticient 
securiky  for  the  loan.  In  the  next  place 
one*fifth  of  the  purchase  money  is  kept 
back  aa  further  secaritj,  and  then  you 
have  the  tenant*^  insurance  money. 
There  is  very  little  chance  indeed  of  the 
tenant  who  is  willing  to  pay  being  driven 
out  of  his  holding,  because  he  can  borrow 
money  on  his  holding,  without  difficulty, 
in  order  to  meet  the  emergency*  As  to 
the  hardship  pointed  out  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Wallace) 
of  laying  hands  on  the  intermediate 
securities,  and,  as  a  result,  c^hild re n  going 
uneducated,  and  pauper  lunatics  l>eing 
thrown  upon  society,  the  hon.  Member 
seemed  to  forget  that  it  is  only  recently 
that  these  gmnts  have  been  made  in  aid 
of  tlie  rates  which  are  primarily  cliarge- 
able  for  all  tlie>ie  purposes.  If  the 
Probate  Duty  and  other  grants  are  to  be 
withdrawn  to  pay  up  any  arrears  of  the 
annuities  under  this  Bill,  and  all 
these  terrible  thinc^s  are  to  hap- 
pen in  consequence,  I  would  ask 
how  it  is  they  did  not  happen 
before  these  grants  were  given 
at  all  ?  I  should  have  thought  that  the 
only  effect  of  withholding  the  grants 
would  be  to  throw  Ireland  hack  into 
the  position  she  occupied  a  year  or  two 
ago,  oi  having  to  pay  for  these  local  pur- 
poses unaided  by  tiie  State.  Ther-efore,  I 
venture  to  think  that  all  these  statements 
were  enormously  exaggerated,  and  that 
there  is  no  more  reality  in  the  pictures 
which  were  so  cleverly  conjured  up  by 
the  hon.  Member  than  thent  is  in  the 
opposition  with  which  tho  Bill  has  been 
met*  Ah  tt)  the  remarkable  prophecy 
and  moral  tejwjhing  of  the  right  hon. 
Membt^r  for  Bridgeton  (Sir  G.  Trevel- 
y&n) — a  combination  which  was  usual 
with  tho  prophets  of  old,  in  whose  wake 
the  riglit  hon.  Gentleman  affects  to 
follow.  He  teaches  that  there  is  no 
moral  reason  why  the  Irish  purchasers 
should  not  repudiate  this  obligation,  and 
prophesies  that  they  will  be  advised  to 
do  so,  bc'cause  this  Act  will  have  been 
imposed  upon  their  country  against  the 
wishes  of  their  Representatives,  The  old 
prophets  taught  that  righteousness 
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eialteth  a  nation :  ho  teaches  the  re- 
pudiation of  contracts.  The  Act  of  1881 
was  imposed  on  Ireland  against  the 
will  of  her  Representatives,  and  the 
Siinie  hon.  Members  who  now  oppose 
this  Bill  then  opposed  that  measure. 
It  is  not  so  long  since  the  present 
leader  of  the  Opposition  and  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  were  scouring  this  country 
for  a  majority  whereby  they  could 
govern  Ireland  without  having  to  con- 
sult the  85  Irish  Representatives.  We 
are  told  that  an  injury  is  done  to 
Ireland  by  imposing  this  Bill  on 
it,  but  to  whom  will  it  do  injury  I 
Vohnti  non  fit  injuria^  and  I  ask  what 
wrong  is  done  to  a  man  by  giving  him 
the  ojiptirt unity  of  voluntarily  putting 
himself  into  a  position  which  he  baa 
reason  to  believe  will  l>enefit  him  ?  No 
landlord  can  be  made  to  sell,  and  no 
tenant  to  buy,  so  that  everyone  who 
buys  and  everyone  who  sells  under  thia 
Bill  will  do  so  because  he  %vishes  it. 
Ijandlords  and  tenants  will  join  together 
in  a  bargain,  because  it  suits  tliem  both, 
and  does  anyone  mean  to  tell  me  that  a 
tenant,  who  in  1891  buys  liecauae  he 
wishes  to  buy,  and  borrows  mmiey  for  the 
purpose  because  he  wishes  to  borrow,  and 
agrees  to  pay  the  purt^hase  money  by  an 
annuity  will,  eight  or  10  years  henoe, 
when  he  has  paid  a  considerable 
part  of  the  purchase  money,  repudiate 
the  bargain  he  has  entered  into,  on  the 
ground  tliat  the  transaction  was  im- 
moral, because  his  representatives  voted 
against  the  Bill  for  their  own  purposes  1 
If  anyone  holds  that  view,  I,  at  any  rate, 
do  not  sympatliise  with  him.  The  late 
Government  took  up  this  Land  Purchase 
Question  because  they  hoped  by  its  aid 
to  galvanise  the  Home  Rule  Scheme  into 
life  ;  and  now  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
object  to  every  plan  of  land  purchase  be- 
cause they  know  that  when  the  tenants 
have  become  owners  of  their  holdings 
they  will  no  longer  desire  Home  Rule. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Bridgeton 
knows  that  land  purchase  will  be  fatal 
to  Home  Rule,  and  that  is  why  he 
declares  that  the  Irish  Membera  will  go 
rouod  the  country  and  tell  the  people  to 
have  nothing  to  do  with  this  Govern- 
ment measure.  He  says  that,  in  telling 
the  people  that,  they  will  be  regarded 
by  the  Authorities  as  making  seditious 
speeches^  and  will  be  brought  into  Conn 
and  put  into  gaul  Well,  anything  of 
that  kind  which  occurs  will  only  be  by 
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proc;8S  of  law,  and  after  it  has  btv'ti  shown 
tiiat  the  speech  us  aro  seditioas.  But 
what  happeixed  in  l«8l  and  1882?  The 
Irish  Menibera  told  the  Irish  tenantry 
to  have  notiiiiig  to  do  with  the  hsmd  Act 
— or,  at  any  rate^  until  certain  test  cases 
had  been  disposed  of ;  and  then,  the 
hon.  Member  fur  East  Cork  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ewst  Mayo  werc^  put  into 
$^^l  at  onoe,  and  locked  up  for  months, 
without  being  taken  before  ii  Court  at  all, 
and  without  any  proof  having  been 
giren  that  tliey  had  uttered  seditious 
speeches.  The  holluwuesa  of  these 
objections  is  of  a  piece  with  the  languor 
of  the  opposition,  and  will  not  deter  me 
from  giving  a  hearty   support   to   this 

Bill 

(1L55.)  Me.  KNOX  (Cavan,  W.) : 
I  b.*g  to  move  the  Adjournment  of  the 
Delmte. 

♦(11.55.)  Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  Of  course 
I  shall  not  oppose  the  Motion,  but  I  must 
remark  upon  the  extreme  langour  of  the 
debate  this  evening.  1  do  not  think  that 
the  Government  would  be  justified  in 
allowing  it  to  be  continut^d  indefinitely, 
if  the  aatae  spirit  of  indilferencij  is  to 
prevail,  and  1  trust  that  it  wiU  be  con- 
iiluded  on  Thursday « 

(IK56.)  Mr.  H.  H,  FOW^LER  (WoU 

'erhampt<»n,   E,)  :    I   would  remind  the 

ri^ht  h^TL  Gentleman   that  this  is  the 

principal    measure  of    the   Session,    and 

that  it  must  be  fully  discussed.     There 

has  been  quite  as  mneh  langour  on  the 

^KMinist.-rial  side  of  the  House  as  on  the 

^■Oppcisitiou  side. 

H     (11.56.)     Mb.  sexton  :  I  would  re- 

"mind  the  right  h«m.  Gentleman  opposite 

that    dti bates    whieh    often    begin    in   a 

I  languid  manner  gain  animation  and  npirit 
as  they  ndvance.  To  the  exp  'ct».ti  >n  that 
jfche  debate  >vill  terminate  on  Thursday  I 
can  give  no  countenance. 

(11.57.)    Db,  TAXKER:  I   wish   to 
point  out   that    Conservative    Members 
have  been   allowed    by  their  Whips   to 
leave  the  Housj  this  evening  in  a  way 
hat     is     unprecedented.       Expressions 
which  I  have  heard  in  the  Lobby  lead 
me  to  believe  that  liun,   Members  liave 
jen  induced  by  the  Cunsjr^ative  Whips 
I  go  home,  in  order  to  justify  the  First 
:>rd   uf   the    Treasury    in   making    the 
nsulting  projjosal  which  we  have   just 
leard,  and    which    I   certtiinly   did   not 
VOL.  OCCXLllL      [third   series.] 
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©x[>ect  from  a  gentleiiuin  of  the  right 
hon.  Member's  years  and  experience.  I 
trust  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will, 
in  future,  bear  in  mind  a  motto  whioh  1 
have  seen  inscribed  on  the  walls  of  a 
certain  y^aol,  *'  Cease  to  do  evil  and  strive 
to  do  well." 

(12.0,)  Mb.  K  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.)  :  I  must  protest  against 
the  attempt  to  make  Party  oapital^-^ 

It  beiug  midnight,  the  Motion  for  the 
Adjournment  of  thi!  Debatu  lapsed  with- 
out Question  put ;  and  the  Debate  on 
the  Amendment  to  the  Second  Reading 
stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Thursday. 

SUCK  draijta&h:  (provision  or 

FUNDS.) 
Order  ^r  Committee  read. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

(12,30  I>R'  TANNER:  This  is  a 
matter  concerning  which  a  great  deal  has 
been  said  from  time  to  time,  and  for 
many  years  hon.  Members  have  tried  to 
enforce  on  the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  the  claims  of  the  district  nf 
Ballinasloe  for  the  execution  of  drainage 
works.  1  now  want  to  know  what  li 
going  to  be  done,  and  to  what  e3:tent  the 
funds  asked  for  will  br3  appHed  for  the 
real  benefit  of  the  neighbourhood!  I 
sincerely  hopi;  that  this  money  will  not 
be  thrown  away  in  the  manner  in  which 
we  are  accustomed  U?  see  large  sums  of 
mouey»  voted  by  the  House,  squandered* 
I  must  exjr>stiilttte  with  the  Government 
trying,  night  aft^r  night,  whe'i  the  hour 
of  12  approaches,  to  p^ias  these  large 
suras  of  mouvj  without  giving  ub  any 
explanation  of  what  they  are  going  to  do. 
It  is  positively  irjsulting  to  thti  Members 
who  come  fruni  Ireland  that  they  should 
be  required  to  ugroo  to  these  Votes  with- 
out ouij  word  of  explanation. 
♦The  SECRET  a  RY  tothk  TREASURY 
(Mr.  jACKSO^f,  Leeds,  N.) :  This  is  really 
what  I  may  call  a  stage  which  is  necessarj' 
before  the  Bill  can  be  intrr»duced,  and  I 
hope  the  hon.  Member  and  the  Com- 
mittee will  be  satisfied  to  allow  this  stage 
to  pass,  and  tiie  Bill  tt>  l)e  introduceti,  so 
that  the  House  may  see  what  the  Bill 
contains*  The  history  of  the  matter  is 
within  the  recollection  of  hon,  ilembers. 
Last  year  a  private  Bill^  which  provided 
2  P 
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for  ail  extension  of  the  timr  for  tlie  oom- 
pletion  of  the  drab^age  nd  tbe  Kiver  Suck, 
was  in  trod  lice  cL  Thero  has  Ixjen  a  largo 
expenditure  already  eanctiotied,  atul  that 
money  cannot  be  appropriated  on  the 
land  under  the  Act  of  hist  year  unless 
and  until  the  works  are  completedi  and 
the  works  cannot  be  completed  unless 
some  aid  is  given  in  the  shape  of  a  grant, 
The  Goveriiraent  came  to  the  conclasion 
that  a  case  had  been  made  out  for  giving 
a  grant,  and  the  Bill  proposes  to  make  a 
grant  of  £50,000,  to  be  expended  by  the 
Local  Authority  fixed  under  the  Bill  of 
last  year.  The  inter^^sts  of  the  tenants 
and  of  the  district  are  fully  protected, 
and,  therefore,  1  hope  this  preliminary 
stage  will  be  assented  t«:*. 

Dit.  TANNER :  I  had  not  an  oppor- 
tunity of  baing  present  last  year  because 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  locked  me 
up.  I  think  it  is  only  right  that  a  Mem- 
ber who  differs  from  Her  Majesty's 
Grovernment  on  nearly  every  measure 
they  introduce  should  endeavour  to  ex- 
tract from  the  Government^  even  at  an 
hour  when  they  are  getting  tired,  [The 
Chairman  (Sir  J.  Gorst)  :  Order,  order !] 
As  a  Memlier  of  Her  Majesty^s  Govern- 
ment, Sir  John  Gorst,  I  bow  to  your 
superior  judgment.  I  consider  the 
Government  are  hardly  treating  us  with 
decency,  and  1  must  object  to  the  grant 
being  passed  at  this  time  of  night. 

The  CHAIR^LAJS":  Does  the  hon. 
Member  object  1 

Da.  TANNER  ;  Certainly, 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  u^jon  Thursday. 

BARRACKS  (CiJXSUlIDATKD  FUKD) 
Ordor  for  Adjourned  Debate  on  Report 
of  Resolution  [27th  February]  read. 

•The  SECRETARY  of  Sl^TE  foh 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  STAyHOPE,  Lincolnshire, 
Hurncastlo) ;  Thia  is  men  ly  a  formal 
stage^  and  it  was  postjxjned  till  to- 
night, in  order  that  the  House  should 
liave  an  opportunity  of  hearing  from  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  how  it 
tju  proposed  to  ra.ise  the  money-  Now 
that   that  statement  has    been    made    I 

hope  the  House  will- 

Dii.  TANNER  :  I  object, 

*Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  :  1  tliinkihehon. 
Member  will  be  courteous  enough  to 
allow  me  to  make  my  stiitoment.     The 


right  hon.  Member  for   \Volverliiinipt*-iii  j 
desired  to  raise  Ji  question  of  considerablo 
importance,  bnt  I  asked  him  whether  he 
would  not  consent  to  raise   it   at  a  later 
stage  —  when  the  BilJ  is  in  possi^ssion 
of  the  House — and   he  consented  to  do 
BO.     The  Bill  is  brought  forward  on  the 
ground   of   the   unsanitary  condition  ot j 
our  Imrracks*     I,  therefore,  think  it  wiUf 
be    allowed    to     pass     without    further 
delay. 

Dfi.  TANNER  :  I  regret  I  cannot 
accede  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
wishes.  I  want  to  hear  a  little  more  as 
to  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
going  to  do  with  the  money. 

Debate  further  adjourned  till  Thure* 
day. 

LABOURERS'  COTTAGES  BILL. 
(No.  20L) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Dfi.  TANNER :  I  object. 
♦Sir  E.  BIREBECK  (Norfolk,  E.) : 
J  appeal  to  the  hon.  Member  to  allow 
this  Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time.  I  feel 
c^jnfident  ho  has  not  read  the  Bill,  or 
he  would  not  object.  Let  me  draw 
his  attention  to  the  Memorandum  at- 
tached to  the  Bill  It  points  out  that 
the  Bill  is  to  secure  sufficient  bed- 
room accommodation ,  proper  drainagei, 
and  ventilation,  in  all  new  otittages  for 
the  labouring  clHSSes,  and  to  enable 
Rural  Sanitary  Authorities  to  take  care 
that  such  cottages  have  adequate  gar- 
dens. 

Da.  TANNER  :  The  hon.  Baronet  will 
excuse  my  explaining  that  there  are 
several  Members  on  this  side  of  the 
House  who  are  not  here,  but  who  may 
have  some  objection  to  the  Bill  If  the 
hon.  Biironet  can  assure  me  that  the  Bill 
has  the  approval  of  those  Members,  I  will 
not  continue  my  objection. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  ThurB^ 
day. 

PUBLIC  TRUSTEK  BILL  [LORDS]. 

Bill  read  the  first  time  ;  to  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Thursday,  and  to  be 
printed,     (Bill  230.) 

House  ftdj.urued  at  twenty  oiinatifsaHHr 
Twelve  o'durk* 
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HOUSE    OF    L0RD8, 
Tuesday,  22nd  April,  1890. 


PRESENTATION  TO  BENEFICES  BILL. 
(No.  13.) 
Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  General  Bills,  with  Amend- 
ments; and  re-committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  Hoase  on  Friday  next ; 
and  to  be  printed  as  amended.    (No.  58.) 

LICHFIELD    CATHEDRAL    BILL. 

(No.  12.) 
Raported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  General  Bills,  without  Amend- 
ment; and  ra-committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Friday 
next. 

SOUTH   INDIAN  RAILWAY  PURCHASE 
BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  Read  1', 
and  to  ba  printed.     (No.  59.) 

House    adjourned  at  half  past   Five 

o* clock,  to  lliursday  next,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,   22nd  April,  1890. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

MR.  SPEAKER'S    INDISPOSITION. 

The  House  being  met,  the  Clerk  at 
the  Table  informed  the  House  of  the 
unavoidable  absence  of  Mr.  Speaker, 
owing  to  the  continuance  of  his  indis- 
position ; 

Whereupon  Mr.  Courtney,  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means,  proceeded  to 
the  Table,  and,  after  Prayers,  took  the 
Chair  as  Deputy  Speaker,  pursuant  to 
th^  Standing  Order. 

VOL.  CCCXJilH.     [third  series.  ] 


GOVERNMENT  DEPARTMENT 

SECURITIES. 

Return  ordered — 

*'  Of  the  Amounts  of  British  Grovemment 
Securities  held  by  the  several  Grovemment 
Departments  and  other  Public  Offices  on  the 
31st  day  of  March,  1890,  specifying  whether 
held  in  England  or  Ireland  (in  continuation 
of  Parliamentary  Paper  No.  312,  of  Session 
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Q  UESTIO  NS. 


IRELAND— ANCIENT  MONUMENTS. 

Mr.  WEBB  (Waterfo.xi,  W.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  fact  that 
there  are  many  ancient  monuments  in 
Ireland  which  it  is  desirable  to  protect, 
for  which  existing  Acts  of  Parliament 
are  insufficient ;  is  he  aware  that  a  por- 
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tion  of  the  Ahhej  of  Kells,  County 
Kilkenny,  is  being  utilised  for  building 
walls  elsewhere ;  that  the  ruins  at  Kil- 
mallock,  one  of  the  finest  in  Ireland, 
urgently  need  protection ;  that  the  great 
tumulus  at  Rathmore,  County  Kildare, 
is  being  carted  away  to  repair  the  neigh- 
bouring roads ;  and  that  there  are 
numerous  other  instances  in  which,  if 
immediate  steps  be  not  taken,  ancient 
Irish  monuments  of  great  interest  will 
be  seriously  injured,  and  possibly  des- 
troyed ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  present  machinery,  under  the 
Irish  Church  Act  of  1869,  and  the 
Ancient  Monuments  Protection  Act  of 
1882,  is  defective,  there  is  any  intention 
of  legislating  with  a  view  to  giving 
wider  and  efficient  protection  to  the 
ancient  monuments  of  Ireland  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  Perhaps 
I  may  be  allowed  to  answer  the  ques- 
tions. Representations  have  been  made 
to  the  Government  as  to  the  condition  of 
some  of  the  ancient  monuments — the 
Abbey  of  Kells,  the  ruins  at  Kilmallock, 
and  the  great  tumulus  at  Rathmore — 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member.  The 
Treasury  and  the  Irish  Government  have 
now  the  subject  under  consideration.  1 
understand  that  there  is  power  to  take 
over  any  additional  ancient  monuments 
with  the  consent  of  the  owners  of 
them. 

Dr.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  :  May 
I  ask  that,  in  addition  to*  the  particular 
places  to  which  the  attention  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has  be«n  drawn, 
some  attention  will  also  be  paid  to  the 
interesting  castle  and  cathedral  remains 
at  Athenry  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON  :  Certainly,  if  it  comes 
within  our  power. 

MK.  JOHN  MACKEY. 
Mr.  WEBB :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  proceedings  at  Ramelton  Petty 
Sessions  on  29th  March,  as  report  d  in 
the  Londonderry  Sentinel  of  Ist  April, 
where  Mr.  John  Mackey,  Sessional 
Crown  Solicitor  for  Donegal,  acknow- 
ledged to  having  attacked  with  a  sword 
Mr.  Hugh  Hegarty  for  having  by 
a?cident  broken  a  pane  of  glass  and 
hiving  refused  to  accompany  him  to  the 
Afr,  Wehb 


police  office ;  and  whether  he  will 
inquire  into  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.) :  I  am  informed  that  the  matter 
referred  to  in  this  question  is  the 
subject-matter  of  legal  proceedings  still 
pending.  The  Irish  •  Government  will 
await  the  result  of  these  proceedings. 

Mr.  WEBB :  Is  it  not  the  case  that 
Mr.  Mackey  was  charged  with  having 
stabbed  this  man  twice  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  As  I  understand 
— but  I  do  not  speak  with  confidence  in 
the  matter — Mr.  Mackey  is  not  charged 
with  stabbing.  What,  he  is  accused  of 
is  that  having  a  sword  in  his  hand  he 
assaulted  the  man  whom  he  accused  of 
having  maliciously  broken  a  pane  of 
glass  in  his  house. 

PROSECUTION    FOR    DISPLAYING  A 
FLAG. 

Dr.  tanner  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land  if  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  a  prosecution  brought  by  a  policeman 
named  Balls,  stationed  at  Fermoy, 
against  Mrs.  Foley,  a  respectable  pub- 
lican of  Watergrasshill,  for  displaying  a 
flag  with  the  inscription  "Cead  Mille 
Failthe  "  from  her  house  and  place  of 
sale ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  it  was 
sworn  by  another  policeman  that  the  flag 
was  no  obstruction,  and  that  both  the 
magistrates,  after  declaring  that  they 
were  not  acquainted  with  the  law  under 
which  the  prosecution  was  brought,  and 
had  never  heard  of  any  similar  prosecu- 
tion dismissed  the  case  ;  by  whom  is  the 
cost  of  this  prosecution  borne ;  and 
whether  any  remonstrance  will  be 
addressed  to  the  policeman  in  ques- 
tion? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  informed 
that  proceedings  were  instituted  against 
the  publican  mentioned  for  persisting  in 
a  breach  of  the  Licensing  Laws  after 
warning.  The  statements  in  the  second 
paragraph  of  the  question  are  true ;  but 
with  this  important  addition,  that  an 
ofi^ence  had  been  proved  under  the  law  ; 
but  that,  as  the  defendant  did  not  seem 
to  be  acquainted  with  the  law  in  the 
matter,  they  dismissed  the  case  with  a 
caution.  There  were  no  costs  incurred 
by  the  prosecution  beyond  the  ordinary 
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Is.  stamp  on  the  summons.  Tiie  local 
polii'e  were  acting  in  tlie  discharge  of 
their  duty. 

Dh,  TANNER:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  kindly  answer  the  second 
part  of  the  question,  whether  the  mai^ig* 
trates  did  not  state  thafc  tliey  were 
utterly  unacquainted  with  the  law  under 
which  the  prosecution  was  broug-ht,  and 
having  never  heard  of  any  similar  pro- 
secution ^  they  dismissed  the  case  ? 

Mb.  a,  J,  BALFOaR  :  I  have  said 
that  the  facts  ar.+  as  they  are  stated  io 
the  second  parao^raph  of  the  question. 

De.  tanner  :  Am  I  to  understand 
that  this  is  the  first  case  in  which  this 
mau  Balls  has  oflf ended  in  a  similar 
manner  9 

Mb,  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  The  hon. 
Geutlonian  must  not  understand  that  the 
officer  referred  to  exceeded  his  duty. 

Dr.  TANNER:  I  beg  to  give  notice 
that  upon  the  Estimates  I  will  again 
bring  the  matter  under  the  notice  of  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman. 

BR.  a:\ibrose. 

Dfi.  TANNER  ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  the  Irish  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  intend  taking  notice  of 
negligent  inattention  of  Dr*  Ambrose, 
of  Newcastle,  West,  who  on  Thursdiy, 
the  10th  ultimo,  neglected  to  attend,  on 
visiting  ticket,  until  7  pjn.,  although  an 
urgent  summons  was  given  him  at  9 
a*m,  ou  that  dat«,  the  poor  patient  dying 
in  the  interim ;  and  whether  Dr.  Ambrose 
is,  or  has  been,  obliged  to  reside  in  his 
dispensary  district  ? 

Mr.  a,  J.  BALFOUR  :  No  complaint 
appears  to  liave  been  made  either  to  the 
local  BtMrd  of  Guardians  or  to  the  Dis- 
pensary C'tramittee,  alleging  neglect  on 
the  part  of  Di%  Ambrose  on  the  occasion 
referi'^  to.  The  hours  mentioned  in 
the  question  are  not  consistent  with  the 
statement  which  has  been  made  by  the 
doctor  to  the  Honoraiy  Secretary  of  the 
Dispensary  Committee,  his  statement 
being  that  he  received  a  visiting  ticket 
at  2  p,m.,  and  was  at  the  patient's 
hoase— a  distance  of  five  miles — about 
half -past  3  p.m.  As  regards  the  second 
part  of  the  quest  ion,  no  change  has 
taken  place  since  the  hon.  Member  who 
puts  this  question  asked  a  similar  one  in 
regai'd  to  residence  on  13th  December, 
1888,  when  it  appeared  that  the  situntion 


of  the  doctor's  residence  was  convemeut 
for  doint;  the  work  of  the  district. 

Dr.  TANNER:  Has  the  L>cal  Go- 
vernment  Boaivl  Inspect' »r  taken  steps, 
for  the  benefit  of  the  poor  people  who* 
come  under  the  ministration  of  Dr. 
Ambrose,  to  ascertain  whether  the  allega- 
tions which  have  been  made  are  justitied, 
and,  if  not,  will  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man take  steps  to  inquire  into  the 
matter? 

Mr.  a  J,  BALFOLTR  :  1  am  informed 
that  there  was  no  nescligence. 

De.  TANNER  :  From  whom  has  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  received  his  infor- 
mation 1 

Mr.  a,  J.  BALFOUR  :  No  complaint 
appears  to  have  been  made  either  to  the 
Bimrd  of  Guardians  or  to  the  Dispensary 
Committee,  and  when  such  a  complaint 
is  made  it  will  be  time  to  consider  it. 

Dr.  TANNER:  If  I  give  the  righi^-^ 
hon.  Gentleman  chapter  and  verte  to 
show  that  the  patient  died  in  consequence 
of  not  being  visited  by  the  doctor,  will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  condescend  to 
give  me  a  proper  answer? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR ;  Any  c<>mmuni- 
cation  that  may  be  made  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  receive  attention. 

CUSTOMS— Mtl.  JAMES  M'ALISTER, 
Sir  THOMAS  ESMONDE  (Dublin, 
Co.,  S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether  Mr.  James  M^Alister^ 
Supernumerary  Principal  Clerk  of  the 
Customs  in  Dublin,  is  about  to  Ix? 
eiiperanuuated  against  his  wish,  though 
in  good  health  and  only  in  the  61st 
year  of  bis  age ;  and  whether,  in  the 
event  of  liis  retirement  taking  place,  it 
will  be  a  breach  of  the  engagement 
made  by  a  previous  Secretary  t<i  the 
Treasury  ? 
♦Mr.  JACKSON  :  Mr.  James  M*Alister, 
who  held  the  office  of  princi|>al  clerk  at 
the  Port  of  Dublin,  and  who  is  now  in 
the  6 1st  year  of  his  a^e,  has,  on  the 
recommendation  of  the  Commissioners  of 
Customs,  lately  been  put  on  the  Super- 
aimuatitm  List,  after  a  service  of  42 
years,  at  the  highest  retiring  allowance 
to  which  he  could  become  entitled.  Mr. 
M'Altster  did  express  to  the  Board  of 
Customs  his  desire  to  be  retained  in  the 
Service  a  little  longer  ;  but  a.s  the  place 
which  he  vacates  is  no  longer  required, 
and  has,  in  fact,  Ijcen  for  some  time 
redundant  of  the  proper  establishment, 
2  Q  2 
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the  Br>ard  of  Ciist  iius  did  not  think  that 
hf-'  had  any  case  for  appeal.  There  will 
not  be  in  the  ease  of  Mr.  M^AHster  any 
brerK'h  of  an  engagement  made  with 
regard  to  him  by  a  previous  Secretary  to 
the  Treasary. 

SILVER  MARKING, 
Mh-  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton)  : 
I  beg  to  lisk  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Kscheqner  whether  his  atteDtion  has 
been  drawn  t-o  Parliamentary  Paper  No. 
59^  *'  Foreign  Countries  (Gold  and  Silver 
Marking) 'V;  whether,  considering  that 
every  article  of  silver  plate  manm- 
factured  in  the  United  Kingdom  for 
home  Kale  or  for  exportation  must  be 
of  British  standard  *925,  and  must  be 
h'vll  marked  ;  that  the  standards  of  all 
t'ontinental  countries  differ  from  ours, 
and  for  the  most  part  from  each  other, 
and  that  most  of  them  have  marking 
systems  of  their  own  based  upon  their 
own  standards,  those  standards  are  for 
the  most  part  inferior  to  that  of  the 
Unitetl  Kingdom  ;  and  that,  in  the  case 
of  foreign  countries,  although  there 
are  strict  laws  with  i*eference  to  their 
home  trade,  manufacturers  are  per- 
mitted to  make  plate  of  any  quality  for 
exportation,  British  manufacturers  can 
hav^e  similar  commercial  facilities  ei- 
tcntled  to  them  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUE  R(Mr.  GoscH  en\  St.  Geoi'ge  s,  Hanover 
Squiire)  :  Theoretically  I  have  no  ohjec- 
tiofi  whatever  to  British  manufacture  1*8 
marking  plate  of  any  quality  for  expor- 
tation. 1  understi^ud,  however,  that 
the  great  majority  of  Ihe  tradesmen  are 
in  fiivour  of  compulsory  hall  markings 
and  I  do  not  know  how  the  two  can  be 
combined.  It  is  a  matter  for  discussion, 
and  it  shall  rectfive  due  consideration* 

nin.  BRADLAUGH;  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware,  in  reference  to 
the  Indian  trade,  that  the  manufacture 
is  from  rupee  silver  *91C,  and  that  this 
is  slightly  reduced  in  working  1 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  I  did  not  under- 
stand that  the  question  referred  to  the 
Indian  trade.  I  understood  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  question  referred  to 
the  exportation  of  manufactured  plate, 
and  not  to  the  importation  of  Indian 
silver  manufactured  articles.  We  do 
intind  to  arrange  that  Indian  silver 
manufactured  articles  shall  be  imported 
with  a  special  mr*rH  at  the  jnipee 
jl^r,  Jackson 


standard,  or  with  a  special  mark  corres- 

'  pnnding   to   it.     That  is  the  concession 

which  we  hop3  to  make  and  in  regard  to 

which  we  are  in  communication  with  the 

Secretary  of  iState  for  India. 

,      SiB  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy)  :  Will 

the  Goldsmiths^  Company   not  interfere 

with   the  arrival  of  Indian  silver  plate  1 

Me.  GOSCHEN:    The   hon.   Member 

must  understand  that  I    have   given   a 

full  answer  in  regard  to  our  intentions. 

KNOCKANOEE  POST  OFFICE. 
Mr.  WEBB :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post^ 
master  General  whether  the  amount  of 
business  transacted  at  the  Post  Ofiice  of 
Knockanore,  dependent  on  Tallow, 
County  of  Waterford,  is  not  such  as  to 
render  desirable  arrangementa  being 
there  made  for  a  Sunday  delivery  of 
letters  ? 

A  LORD  or  the  TREASURY 
(Sir  IL  Maxwell,  Wigtonsbire)  :  In  the 
absence  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  1  am 
authorised  by  him  to  say  that  b©  will 
be  happy  consider  the  question  if,  in 
conformity  with  th '  usual  practice,  a 
Memorial  in  favour  of  farther  accomoda- 
tion is  presented. 

THE     POLICE    HATE. 

Mr.  JAMES  ELLIS  (Leiccsterfihipe, 
Bos  worth)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Local  Government  Board  whether 
the  power  of  levying  the  police  rate  rests 
with  the  County  Council  op  the  Stand- 
ing Joint  Committee  ? 

Thb  SECRRTARY  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVKHNMI^JNT  BOARD  (xMr.  Long, 
WilL^,  Divizes)  :  The  i>ower  rests  with 
the  County  Council  and  not  with 
the  Stiiuding  Joint  Committee. 

STRANCEWAYS  PRISON,  MANCHESTER, 

Mb.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
the  inquiry  recently  conducted  by 
Captain  Wilson  in  Strangeways  Prison, 
Manchester,  included  charges  against 
the  chaplain  ;  and,  if  so,  what  was  the  re- 
suit  of  such  inquirv  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for  thb 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Matthews. 
Birmingham,  E.):  A  complaint  was 
made  to  a  member  of  the  Yisiting  Com- 
mittee that  the  chaplain  did  not  attend 
guffioieutly  to  the  prisoners  in  hospitaU 
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The  Yisiting  Committee  reported  this  to 
the  Commissi  oners,  aud  Captain  Wilson 
accordingly  investigated  the  matter,  jind, 
With  the  coacurrence  of  a  member  of 
the  Visiting  Committee  who  assisted 
him  in  the  inquiry,  reported  that  the 
chaplain  had  performed  liis  duties  in  the 
prison  in  a  satisfactory  manner,  and  that 
the  information  given  to  the  contrary 
effect  was  unreliable. 

Mr.  PICKEESGILL  :  May  I  further 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether, 
towards  the  end  of  last  year,  a  prisoner, 
who  had  been  sentenced  to  1 2  months' 
imprisonment  at  Lincoln  Assizes,  was 
transferred^  after  he  had  completed  six 
months  of  his  sentence,  fmm  Liocoln  to 
Strange  ways  Prison,  Manchester,  and 
after  he  had  been  there  a  few 
weeks  was  flogged,  and  shortly  after- 
wards was  sent  back  to  Lincoln  ;  and,  if 
go,  why  was  the  transfer  made,  and  for 
what  reason  was  the  prisoner  flogged  ? 

Mr.  iUTTHEWS  :  1  am  informed  by 
the  Prison  Commissioners  that  this 
prisoner  was  sentenced  on  July  2,  188D, 
to  12  mouths'  imprisonment.  He  was 
bjlieved  to  be  feigning  insanity,  and  was 
placed  in  association  and  watched. 
After  a  time  the  (lovernor  reported 
tlmt  the  facilities  at  his  disposal  for 
placing  prisoners  in  assocmtion  were  too 
limited  to  allow  of  the  constant  super- 
vision of  this  man.  He  w;ts  accordingly 
removed  to  Stmngew.ays,  the  nearest 
prison  where  acct^mmoHiation  in  assi:>cia- 
tion  was  available*  While  at  that 
prison  on  one  occasion  he  was  exceed- 
ingly violent,  and  his  misconduct  was 
reported  to  the  Visiting  Committee, 
who,  after  taking  evidence  and  hearing, 
as  usual,  the  opinion  of  the  medical 
oflicer,  stjntenced  him  to  be  flogged.  He 
has  since  behaved  well,  and  some  time 
after,  on  hia  asking  that  he  might  be 
sent  back  to  Lincoln,  where  he  could 
more  easily  see  his  friends,  his  wishes 
were  complied  with. 

Mil.  PICKERSGILL  :  Am  I  to  under- 
•tand  that  the  prisoner  was  under  obser- 
vation for  insanity  1 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  The  plea  was 
insanity,  and  the  prisoner  was  placed 
undjrr  observation  on  that  account. 

Mr,  PICKERSGILL:  Was  this  man 
forwarded  to  Strange  ways  Prison  in 
order  that  he  might  be  under  observa- 
tion there,  being  suspected  of  being 
insane  ? 


Mb.  MAT1'HE^V8  :  He  was  not  bus- 
pec  ted  of  being  insane,  but  insanity  was 
pleaded  on  his  behalf,  and,  therefore,  he 
was  kept  under  observation. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  Was  there  not  a 
case  in  which  a  prisoner  last  year  was 
flogged  and  died  after  being  flogged 
who  was  susjiected  of  insanity  i 

Mk.  MAlTHliWS  :  The  hon.  Gentle 
man  must  give  notice  of  the  question. 

Ms.  PICK^RSGILL:  1  beg  to  give 
notice  that  I  will  call  attention  to  the 
matter  again. 

THE  BUDGET  SCHEIIE, 
Db.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  Colkge)  ^ 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex* 
chequer  if  lie  will  state  the  amount  of 
duty  levied  per  gallon  of  proof  spirit 
contained  in  beer  and  in  spirits  re- 
spectively ;  the  amount  per  gallon  of 
proof  spirits  contained  in  beer,  repre- 
sented by  the  three  pence  per  barrel 
which  it  is  proposed  under  his  Budget 
Scheme  to  allocate  to  local  purposes  ;  and 
the  amount  of  Spirit  and  of  Beer  Duty 
paid  during'  the  last  financial  year  by 
England,  Scotlind,  and  Ireland  re- 
spectively l 

*xMr,  GOSCHEN  :  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  postpone  the  question 
until  Thursday.  I  have  had  so  many 
matters  to  attend  to,  and  only  having 
received  notice  of  the  question  this 
morning  I  have  been  unable  to  make 
inquiry. 

Mit.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St- 
Rollox)  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  the  numb^^r  of  gallons 
of  home  made  spirits  on  which  duty  has 
been  paid  *'  retailed  for  consumption  as 
beverages "  in  England,  Scotland^  and 
Ireland  respectively  for  the  past  financial 
year  ;  whether  he  is  aware  thbit  Scotland 
consumes  close  on  thrje  times  as  much 
home  spirits  as  England  in  proportion 
to  the  population  ;  whether  the  duty  on 
home  spirits  is  more  than  double  the 
duty  on  other  alcoholic  beverages ;  and 
whether  of  the  XI, 30 1,000  to  be  set 
aside  as  grants  in  aid  of  local  taxation 
the  larger  amount  per  head  per  popula- 
tion will  be  payable  by  Scoiland  ? 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  can  only  make  the 
same  reply  to  the  hon,  Membar  as  that 
which  I  have  given  to  the  lion.  Member 
for  the  College  Division  (Dr.  Gamerou), 


1079 


WhitehUl  Public 


THE  TEA  DUTY. 


{COMMONS} 


School,  Glasgou),         1080 


Mb.  JOHN  KELLY  (Camberwell,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer if,  in  view  of  the  losses  which 
the  retail  dealers  in  tea  would  suffer  if 
the  reduction  in  the  duty  from  6d.  to  4d. 
were  to  take  effect  from  the  Ist  proximo, 
he  will  consider  whether  the  date  at 
which  the  reduced  duty  only  will  be 
levied  can  be  postponed  until  1st  June, 
and  thus  allow  the  retail  dealers  an  op- 
portunity, such  as  was  given  to  them 
when  the  duty  was  previously  reduced, 
of  getting  rid  of  their  existing  stocks. 

♦Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  This  is  a  matter  of 
very  considerable  importance,  and  I  have 
been  engaged  in  endeavouring  to  ascer- 
tain what,  on  the  whole,  would  be  the 
most  convenient  course  in  the  circum- 
stancos.  While,  on  the  one  hand,  I 
have  received  a  number  of  communica- 
tions urging  that  the  reduction  should 
be  postponed  in  order  to  enable  the 
dealers  to  decrease  their  stocks,  I  am  in- 
formed on  the  other  hand  that  postpone- 
ment would  cause  considerable  confusion 
in  the  trade.  I  shall  make  inquiry,  in 
order  to  find  what  will  be  the  most  con- 
venient course.  With  regard  to  prece- 
dents, it  is  true  that  on  the  last  occasion 
additional  time  was  given  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian. 
But  there  were  special  circumstances 
then,  and  on  former  occasions  the  reduc- 
tion came  into  operation  at  once.  But  I 
will  make  inquiry  and  answer  the  ques- 
tion on  Thursday. 

BECHUANALAND. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  how  much  of  the 
additional  Estimate  of  £30,000  for 
Bechuanaland  is  to  go  to  police  charges, 
and  how  much  to  land  survey ;  whether 
the  lands  to  be  surveyed  are  exclusively 
within  the  Crown  Colony  ;  whether  the 
extra  police  are  to  be  used  solely  in  the 
Protectorate  ;  and  who  are  the  Native 
Chiefs  whose  unfriendly  attitude  has 
caused  this  increase  in  the  force  ;  where 
is  their  territory  situated ;  and  what 
action  is  it  intended  to  take  against 
them? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  THE  COLONIES  (Baron  H. 
DE  Worms,  Liverpool,  E^t  Toxteth) : 
£25,000  of  the    additional  Estimate    is 


for  police  and  £5,000  for  surveys.  The 
answer  to  the  second  and  third  para- 
graphs of  the  hon.  Member's  question  is 
in  Ihe  affirmative.  It  is  not  desirable  to 
name  publicly  any  chiefs  whose  attitude 
is  at  the  present  time  unfriendly,  as  it 
may  be  hoped  that  if  patiently  dealt 
with  they  will  before  long  appreciate  the 
protection  afforded  to  them.  Their 
territories  are  in  all  cases  within  the 
British  Protectorate,  and  it  is  not  in- 
tended to  take  any  action  against  them, 
but  only  to  prevent  any  possible  inter- 
ference with  telegraph  construction  or 
the  passage  of  traders  and  others 
through  the  Protectorate.  With  regard 
to  the  supplementary  question  put  by 
the  hon.  Member,  the  firi)t  paragraph  of 
the  letter  referred  to  shows  that  the 
offer  was  made  by  the  British  South 
Africa  Company  ;  and  the  second  para- 
graph shows  why  it  was  declined, 
namely,  because  it  was  not  desirable  that 
the  Bechuanaland  police  should  operate 
beyond  the  Protectorate. 

WHITEHILL  PUBLIC  SCHOOf, 
GLASGOW. 
Mr.  CALDWELL :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Lord  Advocate  whether  the  Scotch  Edu- 
cation Department  are  aware  that  Black- 
friars  Hall,Dennistoun,  Glasgow,  has  been 
sanctioned  as  a  free  school  and.  known 
as  Whitehill  Public  School  (No.  2  Tem- 
porary) ;  whether  it  is  a  condition  of  ad- 
mission to  that  school  that  a  schedule  of 
particulars  be  filled  up  and  that  the 
authority  of  the  Glasgow  School  Board 
b3  received  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
children,  who  applied  for  admission  on 
Monday  last  week,  have  not  yet  been 
admitted,  owing  to  the  alleged  want  of 
sanction  of  the  Glasgow  School  Board ; 
and  whether  such  restrictions  on  ad- 
mission to  free  schools  are  in  accordance 
with  the  Code  or  with  law  ? 
♦The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P.  B. 
Robertson,  Bute) :  The  Blackfriars  Hall 
has  been  sanctioned  as  a  temporary 
school  under  the  name  of  the  Whitehill 
Public  School,  No.  2.  It  is  presumed 
that  the  school  is  to  be  one  to  which  the 
relief  of  fees  is  to  apply,  but  the  SGhool 
Board  have  been  asked  to  submit  regula- 
tions for  this  relief  in  terms  of  the  Code. 
The  Education  Department  know  nothing 
of  any  such  condition  of  admission  to  the 
school  as  is  referred  to  in  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's question ;  and  until  I  have  further 
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iiiformiition  on  the  point,  I  am  nnable  to 
say  whetlier  the  coiidition  imposed  is,  or 
is  noty  in  accordance  witb  the  Code  or 
With.  law. 

UALF  HOLIDAY  TO  WRITERS  IN 

PUBLIC  DEPARTMENTS. 
Mr.  JAMlilS  ROWLANDS  (Finsburj, 
E.) :  I  beg  to  fisk  tke  Secretary  to  tho 
Treasary   whether    the   recently   issued 
Trensary    Minute  givinfj;  a  half -holiday 
to    writers    in    ptiblio  Departmonts    haa 
baen  so  far  unlLiiied  by  the  power  given 
to  Uaparfcmental  authorities  to  refuse  the 
b>oii  '\\x  cases  whire  basiucss  wa3  press- 
.ing;  and  whether  the  Treasury  would 
i  be  willing  to  give  directions  that  in  auch 
a  case  a  half -holiday  in  lieu  of  the  one 
lost  should  ba  gW^rn  as  soon  as  the  pres- 
sure was  over  1 

Mb.  JACKSON:  The  Civil  Service 
Commissiouera  have  issued  a  notice  that 
copyists  may,  provided  the  Heads  of  Dcr- 
partmenfcs  in  which  such  copyists  are 
employed  are  satisfied  that  the  state  of 
public  busiuess  will  permit,  bcj  allowed  a 
half-holiday  without  loss  of  pay  on  alter- 
nafc3  Saturdays,  It  is  the  essence  of  the 
onoossion  that  the  state  of  public  busi 
ness  permits  the  ab:ience  of  copyists  in 
hours  for  which  they  receive  pay,  and 
the  Treasury  cannot  undertake  to  extend 
the  privilege  in  a  manner  which  would 
in  effect  lead  to  duplicate  payment  for 
the  work, 

PLATE   DUTIES. 

Mr.  JAMES  ROWLANDS:  I  beg  to 
aak  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  he  \a  aware  that  the  whole  of 
the  trade  engaged  in  the  manufacture 
of  gold  plat€  haa  been  at  a  standstill 
since  ho  made  his  Budget  Statement ; 
and  whether  ho  will  consider  the  claim 
of  the  manufacturers  to  a  rebate  on  the 
stocks  in  iiand  ? 

Mu.  GOSCHEN:  I  have  received 
representations  that  the  trade  in  gold 
plate  has  been  thrown  into  some  confu- 
sion by  the  proposed  abolition  of  the 
duties  on  plate.  Some  inconvenience  is, 
however,  inevitable  when  aa  abolition  or 
reduction  of  duty  tfl.kes  place  as  regards 
the  articles  affected.  My  attention  has 
been  exclusively  drawn  in  respect  of  the 
ditEoulties  in  which  manufacturers  or 
others  are  placed  as  regards  their  duty- 
paid  stocks  to  the  case  of  wedding  rings. 
As  wedding  rings  have  been  for  years 


specially  exempted  from  a  drawback  on 
exportation,  no  qutstion  of  rebate  can 
arise  in  thtar  ciae.  But  it  may  be  worth 
considering  whether  an  extension  of  the 
date  for  tho  duty  on  gold  plate  to  come 
into  operation  would  not  convenience 
holders  of  duty-paid  stocks. 

THE  EDaCATIQN  CODE  BILL. 
Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education  on 
what  day  the  Educntion  Code  (1890) 
Bill  will  be  printed  and  distributed  7 

♦The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
CDLINCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dtkk,  Kent, 
Dartford)  :  The  Bill  will  be  delivered  to 
hon.  Members  to-morrosv.  It  is  down 
for  Second  Reading  on  the  28  th  pro/ormd, 
but  will  not  be  proceeded  with  until  a 
general  discussion  has  taken  place  upon 
the  Code. 

PROHIBITION  OF  MEETINGS  OF  POST 
OFFICE  OFFfClALS. 
Mr.  PICKERSCILL  :  I  had  intended 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  Greneral  whether 
he  haa  prohibited  meetings  of  tele- 
graphists, sorters^  and  postmen  outside 
the  Post  Office  building  for  the  discus- 
sion of  official  questions  except  under 
certain  conditions  ;  and  whether  one  of 
these  conditions  is  that  '*  an  official  short- 
hand writer  be  present,  if  required  by 
the  authorities  '*  1  At  the  requt^st  of  the 
right  hon.  Cfentleraan  I  beg  to  postpone 
the  question  until  Thursday, 

THE  LICENSING  BILL. 
Mr.  BONSOR  (Surrey,  W^irabledon) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  the  provisions  of  the 
Licensing  Bill  will  be  made  kno^vn  before 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Inland 
Revenue  (Budget)  Bill  ? 

♦The  FIRST  LORD  of  tre  TREASUKr 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  Westminster) ; 
It  is  not  in  my  power  to  give  a  definite 
assurance  that  the  Licensing  Bill  will  be 
produced  before  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue 
(Budget)  Bill ;  but  I  will  take  care  that 
the  general  provisions  of  the  Licensing 
Bill  be  made  known  before  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Budget  Bill. 

Mr.  BAUMANN  (Camber well,  Peck- 
ham)  :  Will  the  Bill  apply  to  Ireland  ? 
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♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  provisions 
"which  are  intended  to  authorise  the 
raising  of  money  can  easily  be  extended 
to  Ireland. 

Sm  W.  LAWSON  (Cnmberland, 
Cockennouth) :  Are  there  to  be  two 
Bills — a  suspensory  Bill,  and  another 
Bill? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  There  will  be 
two  Bills.  There  will  be  a  Customs  and 
Inland  Revenue  Bill,  and  a  Bill  dealing 
with  the  question  of  licences  under  the 
conditions  explained  by  my  right  hon 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

Mr.  BAUMANN  :  Arising  out  of  the 
answer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  may 
I  ask  if  it  is  still  his  intention  to  give  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Derry  (Mr. 
Lea)  any  special  and  exceptional  oppor- 
tunity for  reversing  the  decision  of  the 
House  on  the  26th  of  March  ? 

Mr.  deputy  SPEAKER:  Order, 
order !  That  is  a  question  of  which 
notice  must  be  given. 

Mr.  BAUMANN  :  Then  I  will  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  question  of 
which  I  have  given  private  notice. 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  There  is  a  Motion 
on  the  Paper  which  is  intended  to  give 
the  House  an  opportunity  of  re-consider- 
ing the  Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland) 
Bill  to-morrow ;  and  I  stated,  in  answer 
to  a  question  put  to  me  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  that  I  thought  the 
Hous3  ought  to  have  that  opportunity, 
saeing  that  the  efEect  of  the  Resolution 
moved  with  respect  to  the  previous  Bill 
was  certainly  not  foreseen  by  the  House 
at  large,  and  the  House,  in  fact,  was 
taken  by  surprise.  I  am  myself,  there- 
fore, of  opinion  that  that  Resolution  does 
not  bind  the  House  ;  but  it  is  not  for  me 
to  interpret  the  Rules  and  Orders  of  the 
House  ;  that  is  to  be  done  by  higher 
authority.  If  it  is  felt  that  that  Resolu- 
tion ties  the  hands  of  the  House  it  would 
be  desirable  that  by  a  Resolution  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Derry  or  myself 
the  House  should  be  at  liberty  to  con- 
sider the  question,  especially  as  the  Bill 
would  be  nothing  more  than  a  con- 
tinuance Bill  with  amendments. 

Mr.  CAVENDISH  BENTINCK 
(Whitehaven)  :  May  I  ask  whether,  when 
the  Resolution  was  put  from  the  Chair, 
a  division  was  not  distinctly  challenged 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  Isle  of 
Thanet  (Mr.  J.  Lowther)  ?  I  certainly 
Mr.  Baumann 


cannot  see  how  the  House  can  be  said  to 
have  been  taken  by  surprise. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  :  I 
wish  to  know  whether  the  Resolution 
will  afPect  the  Budget  so  far  as  it  applies 
to  Ireland  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  would  rather 
not  enter  into  a  discussion  of  the  ques- 
tion. The  point  can  only  be  properly 
dealt  with  in  debate.  My  opinion  is  not 
in  the  slightest  changed  by  the  remark 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  ihe  Member  for 
Whitehaven  (Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck). 
I  am  convinced  that  if  the  House  had 
realised  the  importance  of  the  subject 
there  would  have  been  a  Division. 

Mr.  baumann  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tell  me  plainly  whether,  if 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Derry  is  not  reached  this  evening,  the 
Government  intend  to  put  down  a  notice 
on  the  Paper  to-morrow  morning  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  As  at  present 
advised,  certainly  the  Government  will 
do  so. 

THE  BUDGET  RESOLUTIONS. 
Commander  BETHELL  (York,  E.R., 
Holderness) :  May  I  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  why  the  Budget  Resolu- 
tions which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer proposes  to  move  in  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means  do  not  appear  on  the 
Paper  ? 

♦Mr.  JACKSON:  The  responsibility 
rests  with  me.  I  understood  that  it  had 
not  been  the  practice  to  put  the  Resolu- 
tions on  the  Paper,  but  I  find  that  that 
was  done  last  year.  My  attention,  how- 
ever, was  not  drawn  to  that  fact,  and  I 
followed  what  has  been  the  general 
practice. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY, 


WAYS  AND  MEANS. 
Considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Tea. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  Thut,  in  lieu  of  the  Duty  of  Customs  now 
chargeable  upoa  Tea,  there  shall  be  charged 
and  paid,  on  and  after  the  first  day  of  May,  one 
thousand  eight  hundrHl  and  ninety,  the  Duty 
following,  and  such  Duty  shall  continue  to  lie 
•barged  and  paid    upon   Tea  imported  into 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  until  the  first  day  of 
August,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  ninety- 
one  '.that  is  to  say) : 

Tea    .     .     .    the  pound    .    FourPeno^" 
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♦(149.)  Mr.  CHILDERS  (Kdiii burgh 
S.)  :  A  ooD vernation  occurred  a  few 
minutes  ago  in  reference  to  the  desir* 
abilif-y  of  pNciiir^  these  R:*solutions  upon 
the  Paper,  The  Secretary'  k»  the  Trea- 
sury very  handsomely  took  upon  himself 
the  responsiltility  <jf  not  hfivino^  put  tlieni 
down  to-day,  but  I  trnst  that  he  will  go 
farther,  and  promise  that  the  omission 
will  be  repaired  in  future. 

Mr,  JACKSON:  1  think  that  the 
general  feeling  of  the  House  is  in  favour 
of  that  course,  and  I  will  see  that,  as  far 
as  I  am  concerned,  it  is  adopted  in 
future, 

(2.50.)  Mil  PICTON  (Leicester) : 
While  I  am  sure  that  we  all  of  us 
rejoice  that  the  Tea  Duty  i.s  to  l>e 
reduced,  I  trast  that,  at  the  Bame  time,  I 
may  bt?  permitted  to  express  my  reg^rc?t 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  E.xchequer 
has  frittered  away  an  opportunity  of 
uonforriiig  a  very  great  blessing  upon 
the  people  of  this  country.  We  are 
often  told  that  half  a  loaf  is  better  than 
no  bread,  but  tlic  proverb  scarcely  applies 
to  a  third  of  a  lotif.  The  taking  away  of 
a  third  of  the  duty  wil!,  of  coursj,  confer 
bi^nefit  uprm  some  people,  but  not 
exactly  upon  the  people  whom  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  hims^di  desires  to  beneBt, 
The  Committee  will  remember  tlie 
fervid  eloquence  with  which  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  urged  and  iiisisti^d  upon 
tlie  buyers  of  tea  standing  out  for  their 
riglits.  He  vri\s  evidently  afraid  that 
they  would  not  get  the  beneiit  of  the 
reduction  of  2d.  Indeed,  the  language 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentlenmn  used  on 
the  subject,  if  it  had  bsen  used  in  Irelaud 
mx>n  a  matter  of  popular  interest,  would 
most  pi'obahly  have  subjected  him  to  the 
attention  of  the  police.  Ho  .sfiid  that  all 
buyers  of  tea  shouldconsider  whether,  by 
better  organisation — w^iiich  I  take  to 
mean  combination — or  by  other  means — 
which  I  take  to  mean  the  boycotting  of 
refractory  shopkeepers — they  cannot 
secure  to  themselves  the  benefit  of  this 
redaction,  I  know  that,  at  the  present 
time,  there  is  a  very  keen  competition  in 
the  wholesale  tea  business,  and,  doubtless, 
entitrprising  merchants  and  middlemen 
wrill  see  it  to  their  interest  to  give  to 
t/iofie  who  buy  from  them  the  fall 
benefit  of  the  reduction  of  the  duty. 
But  how  far  this  applies  to  the  shopkeeper, 
and  those  especially  who  sell  to  the  poor, 
is      altogether     another     question.      In 


suggesting  this  doubt,  I  do  not  wush  t^iir- 
sinuate  anything  against  the  shopkeepers  J 
I  am  quite  sure  that  they  desire  that  the 
p4:»or  .should  have  the  benefit  of  the 
reduction  of  duty  ;  but  I  question  their 
capability  of  conferring  it  upon  them. 
With  regaiii  to  those  who  buy  tea  by  the 
pound,  or  in  larger  quantities,  it  is  easy 
to  imagine  how  they  will  get  the  full 
benefit  of  the  reduction  of  duty  ;  but  in 
regard  to  those  who  buy  t«a  by  the 
ounce,  and  they  corapme  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  the  population — prulTmbly 
Tnillious — it  is  difficult  to  i^ee  how 
they  c^u  get  any  l^enefit  from 
it  at  all.  A  reduction  of  2d.  per 
lb.  amounts  to  half  a  farthing  per 
ounce.  1  do  not  recollect  having  Sl  en 
a  half  farthing  lately,  and  I  ih»  not 
think  half-farthings  are  actuall}"  cointd. 
Therefore,  it  may  be  diflicult,  it  uot  in  - 
possible,  to  take  off  half  a  farthing 
per  ounce,  and  consequently  in  regard  ti» 
the  enormous  majority  of  the  consumers 
of  tea  the  reduction  of  2d.  will  [»ni^tiadly 
confer  on  them  no  benefit  wdiat4?ver. 
But  there  is  another  matter.  This  half- 
hearted measure  for  the  reduction  of  the 
Tea  Duties  does  not  at  all  affect  the  evil 
principle  of  a  tax  wdiich  is  essentially 
and  necessarily  an  unjust  t4ix,  by  reason 
i>f  the  disproportionate  and  unequal  wi»y 
in  which  it  bears  upon  the  rich  and  the 
poor.  It  still  bears  an  euormous  and  an 
extraordinary  disproportion  to  the  vaiue 
of  the  commodity.  It  amounts  to  at 
least  50  jier  cent,  upm  the  aveiTige  cost 
price  of  the  tea  before  the  duty  is  paid. 
I  see  from  the  Returns  of  one  of  the 
largest  tea  brokers,  tliat  of  late  the 
average  price  lias  been  8d.  per  lb,, 
although  some  teas  have  fetched  9d.  A 
duty  of  4d,  per  lb.  is  50  per  cent,  upon 
the  price  of  the  article — an  enormous 
duty  upon  an  article  of  necessary  con- 
sumption. The  light  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  treated  it  as  an  article  of 
necesstiry  consumption,  liecause,  in  urging 
upon  the  consumers  the  desirability  of 
combining  in  order  to  obtain  the  benefit 
of  the  duty,  he  styled  it  an  article  of 
primary  necessity.  Yi^U  upon  an  article 
of  nece.ssity  to  the  very  poor*  he  is  con- 
tent to  goon  iTO]x>sing  a  duty  of  50  per 
cent.  Further  thaii  that,  it  is  an  imposi- 
tion which  falls  unequally  upon  the  rich 
and  the  poor.  The  poor  buy  the  cheapest 
tea  they  can  get— fourpenny  tea — and 
upon   that  the  duty  is  exactly  100  per 
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cent.  Whiit  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  endeavoured  to  make  for  the  dwellers 
in  houses  between  £20  and  £60  a  year 
rent  ia  essentially  a  middle-class  conces- 
sion— a  concession  to  men  of  moderate 
wealth,  with  incomes  ranging  fi*om  £300 
to  £500  and  £1,000  a  year.  From  sun- 
dry passages  in  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  I  had  ho|>ed  that  some- 
thing very  much  better  might  be  expected 
from  him.  It  will  b^  recollected  with 
what  earnestness  and  manifest  depth,  of 
feeling  he  dwelt  upon  the  disgrivceful 
fact  tliat  atevory  fresh  wave  of  [jrosperlty 
the  population  of  this  country  rush  to  the 
beer  barrel,  the  spirit  tap,  or  the  wine 
bottle,  in  order  Ui  attest  tlutt  prosi3erity, 
while  he  knew  that,  at  the  same  time,  lie 
had  to  acknowledge  a  diminution  of  the 
amount  brought  in  by  the  Tea  Duty. 
iSome  of  us  formed  an  inference,  from 
the  right  hon*  Gentleman's  remarks, 
that  he  was  about  tc»  propose  a  great 
shifting  of  the  financiiU  burdens,  from 
those  articles  which  are  a  necessity  to  a 
sober  and  decent  life,  t<:)  articles  of  luxury, 
such  as  intoxicating  drinks*  And  he 
could  hare  done  so.  He  could  have 
made  an  immense  revolutionary  change 
in  the  incidence  of  the  buideuij  of  the 
people,  for  he  had  a  surplus  of  £3,459,000. 
to  which  he  has  rightly  added  an 
additional  duty  of  6d.  upon  spirits, 
which  he  expects  to  yield  £500,000,  and 
if  he  retains,  for  Imperial  purposes,  the 
extra  duty  upon  beer  of  £350,000,  lie 
would  have  a  surplus  of  nearly 
£4,500,000,  which  would  have  been 
sufficient  to  give  us  a  free  breakfast 
table.  That  would  have  been  a  Ixild 
stroke  of  fiuance,  and  would  liave  been 
extremely  popular  to  all  sections  of  the 
people,  while  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wuuld  have  conferred  a  special  benefit 
upon  the  most  needy  and  the  greatest 
number.  lustefwl  of  that,  the  right  hon» 
Gentleman  has  frittered  away  his  surplus 
by  dividing  it  among  burdens  the 
relief  of  which  will  Ix?  very  little  felt 
iudeed.  Take  the  House  Duty  ;  a  man 
living  in  a  £Q0  house  will  have  to  pay 
leas  by  1 5s.  a  year.  What  gratitude  can 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  expect  f<»r 
relief  on  that  account?  Ptople  do  nut 
scrutinise  so  very  minutely  the  rate  bills 
which  come  iu  from  time  to  time.  The 
cause  of  annoyance  ia  that  any  rate  bills 

i>me  iu  at  all,  but  a  diiference  of   15s. 

Btween  one  year  and  another  will  uot 
Mr,  Pic  ton 


excite  a  fervid  burst  uf  gratitude  m  the 
breast  uf  a  man  who  is  living  in  a  £60 
house,  whereas,  if  every  man's  tea  had 
been  pat  into  his  houae  free  of  any  duty 
whatever,  all  would  feel  the  benefit.  In 
his  Dudget  Speech  last  year,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  used  these  remarkable 
words :  **  I  admit  that  the  Tea  Duty  is  a 
Poll  Tax  on  a  very  low  scale,"  We  all  ad- 
mit that  of  all  taxes  a  Poll  Tax  is  the  roost 
unjust.  It  t;ikes  no  notice  of  a  man's  means, 
hut  presses  with  iron  uniformity  upon  all 
alike.  Tliis  t^ix  presses  more  heavily 
upon  the  tea  of  the  very  poor  than  it  does 
upon  the  tea  drunk  by  the  rich,  and 
therefore,  it  ia  even  worse  than  a  Poll 
Tax.  I  do  not  believe  that  any  one  who 
takes  a  S(3und  view  of  what  is  good  for 
the  prosperity  of  the  country  can  ever 
support  the  plundering  of  the  poor  by  a 
heavy  tax,  like  tliis,  upon  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  treats  as  wn 
article  of  primary  necessity  to  life. 
Then,  again,  let  me  consider  another 
aspect  of  the  matter.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  just  now,  in  answering  % 
t[ueation  put  to  him  from  this  side  erf 
the  House,  referred  to  the  amount  of 
confusion  wrought  in  busineas  transac- 
tions by  the  uncertainty  of  the  amount 
of  duty  paid. 
♦The  CH.VNCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE* 
qUER  (Mr.  GofiCHEK,  St.  George^ 
Hanover  Square)  r  Temporary  nncer* 
tainty. 

Mu.  PICTON:  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  his  speech  also  told  us  that 
one  reason  of  the  diminution  of  Revenue 
from  this  source  was  tliat  for  some  time 
past  people  have  been  speculating  on  the 
i-eduction  or  abolition  of  the  duty,  and, 
therefore,  that  there  has  been  much  less 
doing  in  the  tea  market.  Will  not  the 
Qf*me  tiling  occur  again  this  year  ?  In  no 
case  can  we  suppose  that  a  duty  of  44, 
can  hold  on  very  long,  and  this  is  one  of 
the  e Vila  of  Customs  Duties  impt:)sed  00. 
articles  of  this  kind.  They  always  have 
an  unaetthng  ofEect  upon  the  market  at 
particular  seasons  of  the  year,  and  when 
once  it  ia  felt,  as  it  is  now,  that  the  du^ 
is  ,  doomed,  the  uncertainty  will 
increase  and  be  felt  painfully  every  year 
when  we  approach  Budget  day.  I  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have 
been  doing  a  lietter  thing  for  the  trade  if, 
once  for  all,  he  had  settled  the  question  by 
sweeping  the  duty  away  altogether.  He 
has  not  done  quite  justice  to   the  great 
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Empire  of  India  in  the  manner  in  which 
he  has  dealt  with  this  question-  I,  for 
cue,  would  he  the  very  la»t  to  suggest 
that  a  protective  difference  shonld  be 
made  in  charging  the  tea  which  cornea 
from  India  less  than  the  tea  which  comes 
from  China.  I  object  to  all  sucli 
differential  duties,  on  principle,  but,  look- 
ing at  the  very  nipid  and  conspicuous 
growth  of  the  tea  trade  from  India, 
surely  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ought 
to  recognise  that  it  la  most  important  to 
enconraget  as  far  as  possible,  this  source 
of  prosperity  to  our  great  Dependency.  I 
do  not  think  that  it  is  treating  India  as 
an  integral  part  of  the  Kmpire  to  charge 
duties  on  goods— especially  goods  of  this 
character — ^that  are  sent  to  us  from  its 
shores.  I  hope  that  this  point  will  be 
fully  considered  in  regard  to  fnturi? 
Budgets.  One  word  more  in  regard  to 
the  time  for  m*iking  this  change.  We 
all  credit  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  witli 
a  sincere  anxiety  to  cause  as  little  trouhle 
as  possible  to  the  markets.  I  have  been 
strongly  urged  by  my  constituents 
interested  iu  the  question  to  secure  from 
him,  if  it  is  at  all  possible,  some  little 
delay  in  making  the  change.  I  trust 
that  he  will  carefully  weigh  all  t)\e 
addresses  which  will  bo  made  to  him 
from  different  parts  of  the  country,  and 
that  he  will  do  his  beat  to  satisfy  the 
wishes  of  those  who  have  a  substantial 
interest  bi  the  matttT.  I  hope  that  what 
he  will  hear  as  to  the  trouble  occasioned 
by  these  constant  changes  will  convince 
him,  in  future,  that  it  is  his  first  duty  Uy 
make  use  of  what  surplus  may  be  assured 
to  him  to  sweep  away,  once  and  for  ever, 
a  burden  upon  an  article  of  primary 
necessity. 

•{3.100  ^^K'  GOSCHEN^:  It  would 
scarcely  be  thought  tlxat  the  duty  which 
haa  been  denounced  by  the  bun.  Member 
who  has  just  sat  down  is  one  which  has 
existed  for  25  years  at  the  amount  of 
6d.j,  and  that  no  serious  attempt  has  been 
made  during  those  years  to  diminish  the 
duty.  I  have  the  good  fortune  to  be  the 
first  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  who 
has  been  able  to  deal  with  this  question 
by  reducing  the  duty  by  33  per  cent., 
and  I  ought  not,  therefore,  to  be  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  who 
sbould  be  singled  out  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  maintaining  part  of  the 
duty,  while  no  attempt  at  the 
reduction    or    abolition     of    the     duty 


has  been  made  during  the  reign  of  pre- 
vious Chan  cello  1*8  of  tlie  Exchequer. 
The  hon.  Member  wishes  to  pL^rsnade  me 
that  the  duty  ought  to  be  swept  away 
altogether,  and  charges  me  with  having 
called  it  a  Poll  Tax,  for  the  i-etention  of 
which  there  is  no  justification.  \V1ien 
I  called  it  a  Poll  Tax»  I  meant  that  it 
was  a  Poll  Tax  in  the  sense  that  it  was 
borne  by  nearly  every  member  of  the  com- 
munity. This  small  tax  is  the  only  one 
of  the  Imperial  taxes  which  rests  upon 
the  greater  pniirtion  of  the  community, 
and  if  it  were  repealed  a  great  number 
of  persons  would  contribute  nf>t  one 
single  shilling  to  the  Revenue.  It  Ims 
always  been  held  that  representation  and 
taxation  ought  to  go  together.  But,  if 
si>,  the  reverse  is  true  also,  namely,  that 
taxation  and  representation  should  be 
c<»mbined,  and  that  every  person  who 
t'xercises  the  franchise  should  contribute 
in  some  degree  to  the  He  venue.  I  do 
not  know  whether  hon.  Members  think 
tkat  portion  of  the  working  classes  who 
do  not  smoke  and  do  not  drink  should 
contribute  nothing  to  the  Revenue. 
[CrieB  of  **  Hear,  hear  I  "  from  the  Irvth 
iMembers.']  If  that  is  the  view  of  hon* 
Members  I  am  sure  it  is  not  the  view  of 
the  working  classes  of  this  country.  On 
the  contrary,  I  believe  it  to  be  the 
general  opinion  that  some  small  portion 
of  every  man's  earnings  should  Idc  con- 
tributed to  the  maintenance  of  the 
country.  I  would  defend  tliat  prin- 
ciple before  any  working  class  audience* 
A  very  large  question  is  opened 
up,  but  I  wish  to  protest  against 
the  view  that  this  tjix  ought  to  be 
entirely  swept  away,  because  it  is  a  tax 
which  rests,  to  a  certain  extent^  on  the 
working  classes,  and  upon  those  who  are 
in  stmitened  circumstances.  The  hon. 
Member  rather  complaint d  that  the  con- 
sumer will  not  gain  by  the  2d^j  but  really 
his  argument  would  almost  go  to  the 
point  that  the  consumer  would  gain  very 
little  indeed,  even  though  the  duty  were 
taken  off  altogether. 

Mr.  PICTON  :  My  argument  is  that 
we  hav^e  no  coin  which  represents  half  a 
farthing, 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  The  hon.  Member 
made  a  mistake  of  supreme  importance 
in  this  connection.  Tea  is  not  always 
sold  by  weight  at  all,  but  by  the  packet. 
In  Wliitechapef  an  enormous  quantity  of 
tea  is  sold  in  ha'pjrtUii,     The  customer 
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askjj  for  a  lia*portb   and  gets   a  certain  I 
amount  of  tja  for  the  halfpenny.     If  the  . 
tea  costs    so    much    less    the    ciisfcomer  | 
ought  to  get  so  much  more  in  quantity  1 
for  his  half[>enuy.     I  do  not  say  that  that, 
will  be  so.     It  rests  entirely  with  the  g'ooil 
faith  of  dealers  whether  they  get  hontst 
quantity  and  quality.     I  think  the  argu- 
ment that  the  remission  of  2d.  will  not 
benefit   the  consumer  may  be  pushed  a 
great  deal  too  far,  because,  if  it  were  well 
founded,  it  would  almost  go  to  show  that 
yon    could    never   make   reductions    in 
articles   of  consumption*      Wherever    a 
reduction  is  made  in  the  duty  upon  an 
article  of  general  consumption,  it  should 
certainly  go  to   the  benefit  of   the  con- 
sumers, and  consequently  they  ought  to 
feel  the  full  benefit  of  this  reduction  of  2d. 
I  believe  that,  where  competition  is  good 
and  effective,  the  consumers  will  get  the 
benefit,  and  I  have    heard  already,  fi*om 
many  parts  of  the  country,  that  grocers 
have  advertised  that  the  price  of  tea  of  the 
same  quality  has  even  now  been  reduced 
by    2d.    per    lb.      In    a    vast    numl>er 
of    phices,    the   2d.    will    distinctly    go 
to  the  working  classes  and  to  the  pur- 
cliasoi's  of  tea  ;  and  where  tea  is  sold  not 
by  weight,  but  by  packet,  it  is  possible  to 
give   the    working   classes  immediately 
and  easily  the   full  benefit,    and  I  hope 
it  will  be  done.     Now,  I  owe  an  apology 
to  a  portion  of  the  tea  trade,  who  think 
themselves  aggrieved  by  certain  words 
which  I  used  the  otlier'day.  I  said  that  tea 
could  be  bought  at  lid.  and  Is.,  and  that 
it  was  sold  in  certain  villages  at  28.,  and 
even  3a.     I  have  received  vast  numbers 
of    communications    from    grocers    and 
others   on    the  subject,   and   I   have   to 
express  my  regret  if  I  havB,  oven  unin- 
tentionally, in  any  way  exaggerated  the 
situation.     But  there  is  a  large  quantity 
of  tea  that  is  dealt  with  in  this  way  ;  it 
is  bought  at  6d.  or  7d,,  being  separated 
into  two  qualities,  of  which  the  inferior 
would  only  cost  5d.  or  6d.,  at  most.  That 
tea  is  sold  somewhere.     Is  it  sold  to  the 
better  classes  who  are  paying  Is.  6d.  for 
their  tea?     While  I  express  my  regret 
to  those  to  whom  it  is  due,  I  am  bound 
to  gay  that  I  had  in  my  mind  dealers  in 
distant  villages,  where  there  is  no   suffi- 
cient competition,  and  I  know,  as  a  fact, 
that  in  many  such  villages  tea  of  no  good 
quality,  which  ought  not  to  cost  more 
than  lid.  originally,  is  sold  at  3s,  per  lb. 
The    Committee    will   furgive   me    if    1 
Mr,  Goschen 


dwelf   upon  this  matter  for  a  moment. 
I  think  the  ti-a  dealers  have   a  right  to 
ask  lor  an  explanation   on  my  p^rf,  and 
the  Committee   alst:*  have  a  right  to  an 
explanation  how  the  working  classes  are 
to  get  the  benefit  of  the  2d.  This  is  no  new 
question,  but  furyears  past  I  have  thought 
that  the    organisations    of    distribution 
are  too  iuiperfect,  and  that  the  consume rs 
generally  do  not  get  sufficiently  the  value 
when  prices  are  cut  down.     I  attach  less 
importance  to  letters  which  I    hai  •  re- 
ceived couched  in  identic  lan^'uage,  than  t<j 
some  other  letters,  which  are  evidently 
genuine.    I  have  not  had   time  to  make 
an  inquiry  as  to  what  the  facts  are    in 
regard  to  distant  villages,    but   I   have 
made  inquiries,  si  nee  yesterday,  as  to  how 
t«a    is   sold    in    part*    of   East    London. 
An  officer   connected  with  the   Customs 
went  round  to  24  different  places,  in  order 
to  see  how  the  article  is  sold,  and  at  what 
price.     He  bought  a  kalfpenny  worth  of 
tea  in  each  place,  and  it  has  been  weighed 
since,  and  the  samples  work  out  at  the 
following  prices  per  lb.     Sample  No.    1 
weiLjhed       49     of    an    ounce,    and    it 
worked    out   at   28.   8Jd.   per  lb.     The 
other  ^ample8  worked  out  3s.  9d.,  3s.  7d., 
3s.  1  Id.,  2s,  1  Id,,  2s.  lOd,,  38.  7d.,  and  so 
on.  0  ne  of  the  co m  m  on  f  ac ts  of  t h  e  sy  s te  m 
is  that  the  dealers  refuse  to  sell  half-an- 
ounce.     They  say  *'  We  cannot  give  half- 
announce,  but  here  is  a  packet  for  a  half- 
penny."    Now,  I  say,  that  that  is  a  very 
unsatisfact^^ry  system,     Of  course,  there 
must  be  a  large  profit  when  an  article  m 
sold  in  these  small  quantities  ;  but  when 
we  find  that  tea  which  is  not  worth  Is.  per 
lb.,  or  even  if  it  be  worth  more  than  Is., 
say    Is.  3d.  or  Is.  4d,,  crsts  the  retail 
consumer  3s.  per  lb.,   I  s*iy   that  that  is 
not  a  satisfactory  state  of  things.     What 
I  want  to  call  attention  to  is  this,  that 
by  the  system  of  selling  so  much  for  a 
given  sum  dealers  have  it  in  their  power 
to  take  the  whole  of  the  concession  from 
the  working  classes.     With  i-egard  to  the 
House  Duty,  I  entirely  differ  from  the 
hon.  Member.     He  seems  to   think   that 
the   benefit   of   the    relief  will    not    be 
appreciated,    but    that    is    because    he 
tiikes    a    grandiose   view   of   relief  and 
of   inc^^kme.     I    know,  from  communica- 
tions I  have  received,  that  the  reduction 
measured  by  the  hon.  Member  at  1 5s.  a 
year,  is  a  matter  of  considerable  personal 
imptjrtance  to  persons  occupying   houses 
between  X20  and  £40  a  year, 
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Mb.  PICTON  :  Fifteen  shillings  a  year 
would  be  the  reduction  to  a  manoocupj- 
iog  fi.  house  at  -£60  a  year. 
•Mr,  GaSCHEN:  It  is  not  only  the 
question  of  the  amount  of  the  tax,  but  of 
other  burdens  in  addition.  If  we  add  to- 
gether the  whole  amount  of  duties  paid  by 
this  clasSt  it  will  be  found  that  they  are 
very  heavy  compared  with  those  paid  by 
the  wealthy,  and  they  feel  that  this  Ids.  is 
given  to  them  as  an  acknowledgment  of 
the  principle  that  they  should  not  be 
taxed  more  than  is  proportionate  to  their 
means.  I  have  endeavoured,  in  con- 
structing the  Budget,  to  consider,  as 
fairly  as  I  could,  the  claims  of  every 
class  of  taxpayer.  I  have  endeavoured, 
not  only  to  consider  the  absolute  pecu- 
niary relief  that  can  be  afforded j  but 
also  the  claims  of  classes  of  taxpayers  all 
round,  and  the  hon.  Member  is  unjust  in 
calling  this  a  claaa  Budget.  I  have  en- 
deavoured to  lighten  the  burdens  of 
taxation  as  far  as  I  fairly  could,  and  I 
believe  that  considerable  gain  will  ace  mo 
to  the  working  classes  from  the  reduction 
of  the  Tea  Dutv. 

(3  28.)  Sir  W.  HARCOURT  (Derby): 
I  do  not  rise  for  the  purpose  of  discuss- 
ing the  Budget  generally,  but  one  obser- 
vation made  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  is  so  important  that  it  ought 
not  to  be  passed  over  without  notice.  It 
is  one  which,  as  a  principle  *jf  finance, 
may  have  a  large  and  extensive  future 
operation.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
spoke  with  refei'cnce  to  tlie  House  Duty, 
and  said  that  he  attiiched  value  to  it,  as 
establishing  the  principle  of  gniduation 
in  tiixation.  He  has  soid  that  it  is  not 
merely  the  money  he  considers,  but  the 
fact  that  the  rate  at  which  the  tax  should 
b©  levied  should  ba  less  in  the  case  of 
persons  with  small  incomes.  That  is  a 
very  important  principle  of  finance,  and 
is  the  one  which  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Excheciuer  has  adopted  as  his  basis  in 
dealing  with  the  Inhabited  House  Duty. 
This  may  be  only  a  small  beginning,  but 
it  opens  up  a  large  prospect  in  the  future, 
I  believe  that  it  is  a  sound  irriuciple  of 
finance,  and  it  is  one  which  I  am  not 
sorry  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  should 
have  adopted  as  the  principle  upon 
which  he  is,  more  or  less,  constructing  his 
Budget,  I  thought  it  necessary  to  (ake 
notice  of  this  because  the  principle  itself 
IB  fiar  more  imjwrtaut  than  the  applica* 
tion   of    it  the   Chancellor  of   the   Ex- 


chequer is  making  to-day.  1  am  glad 
that  the  riglit  hoTi.  Gentleman  has  given 
an  explanation  of  his  statement  the  other 
day  in  reference  to  the  dealers  in  tea.  I 
have  myself  received  a  large  number  of 
telegrtuns  from  dealers  in  tea,  complain- 
ing very  much  of  what  was  said  the  other 
night.  They  seem  to  have  taken  amiss 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  but 
I  hopi  now  that  they  will  prove  them- 
selves in  no  way  open  to  the  imputaiiun 
they  supposed  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
cbetjuer  cast  upon  them,  by  giving  the 
consumers  full  advantage  of  the  concessifm 
made  in  the  Budget  prop<:>sah  We  shall 
have  an  opportunity,  upon  the  Customs  and 
loland  lievenue  Bill,  of  referring  to  the 
Budget  as  a  whole,  and  I  do  not  wish  to 
enter  on  the  subject  now ;  the  only  criti- 
cism T  am  now  disposed  to  make  as  to 
the  Budget  is  that  there  are  rather  too 
many  bites  to  too  many  cherries.  I 
would  rather  there  had  been  a  larger 
dealing  with  fewer  subjects,  I  am 
sure  we  must  all  feel  that  this  Tea 
Duty  cannot  remain  upon  its  present 
ftxiting.  In  referv^nce  to  the  Inhabited 
House  Duty  I  am  not  sure  that  I  can 
quite  agree  with  my  hi>n.  Friend  below 
the  Gangway.  I  believe  that  a  larger  deal- 
ing with  it  would  have  been  a  great  relief. 
The  duty  is  unequal  in  itself,  and  is  felt 
to  be  extremely  hnrd.  On  small  houses 
the  duty  is  levied  to  the  full  value  of 
tlie  house,  hut  we  know  that  on  large 
houses,  large  country  houses  especially, 
the  assessment  is  hidicrously  below  the 
value.  A  man  who  lives  in  a  hous^e  of 
i^oO  or  £\00  has  his  house  valued  to  the 
full  extent,  but  a  man  who  lives  in  what, 
practically,  is  a  palace  is  assessed  at  £300 
or  j64rOO,  This  inequalit}^  is  in  itself  a 
great  objection  to  the  tax  ;  the  highest 
value  bears  the  lowest  bunien  of  taxa- 
tion. I  do  tiot  know  that  this  can  be 
redressed  except  by  getting  rid  of  the 
tax  altogether,  I  know  that  then*  have 
been  sti'ong  desirjs  expressed  for  the 
remission  of  a  pt-nny  from  the  Income 
Tax  :  but  it  should  be  observed  that  the 
remission  of  the  whole  t»f  the  Inhabited 
House  Duty  would  amount  to  less  than 
the  remission  of  n  penny  on  the  Income 
Tax.  Of  courae  the  remission  f»f  a  penny 
on  the  Income  Tax  would  be  the  greater 
boon  to  the  richer  class 'S, 

The  chairman  :  Order,  onler!  We 
are  now  engaged  with  a  particular 
Resolution  having  reference   to  the  Tea 
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Duty,  and  it  wonld  be  against  the  usual 
practice  to  discuss  the  general  effect  of 
the  Resolutions,  as  may  be  done  when 
the  Bill  itself  is  l^efore  the  House. 

•Mr.    GOSCHhIN  :     The    Income  Tax 
Resolution  comes  next. 

Sm  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  Ixjw  to  your 
ecision,  Sir  ;  but  my  excuiie  must  be 
that  I  was  following  the  example  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  A  reference  by 
way  of  illustmtion  in  a  general  way  may 
be  permitted,  but  not  entrance  into  a 
subject  beyond  the  scope  of  the  Resolu- 
tion. 

Mr.  CRAIG  (Newcastle-onTyne)  : 
Before  we  pass  from  the  subject,  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche 
quer  whether  it  is  possible  to  introduce 
a  measure  to  compel  the  s^tle  of  tea  by 
weight  whenever  a  purchaser  demands 
itt 

Mr-  HOWARD  (Middles^,  Totten- 
ham) :  I  shou'd  be  glad  to  learn  on  what 
date  the  reduction  of  the  duty  is 
proposed. 

(3.40.)  Mr.  HANDEL  COSSHAM 
(Bristol,  E,) :  There  is  this  disadvantage  in 
taking  off  part  of  a  duty,  that  the  cost  of 
collection  remains  the  same  whether  the 
duty  is  6d.  or  4d.  I  rejoice  in  the  fact 
of  the  reduction,  for  I  believe  that  in  a 
short  time  the  Tea  Duty  will  liave  to  go 
altogether,  I  am  one  of  those  who 
would  gladly  see  the  duty  taken  off.  I 
do  not  think  that  the  right  hon  Gentle- 
man need  have  any  fear,  if  the  duty 
is  abolished,  that  some  portion  of  the 
community  will  eseape  their  portiun  of 
taxation.  I  do  not  quite  see  how  a  man 
can  do  that  unless  he  is  a  very  excep- 
tional persin  indeed.  I  wonld  remind 
the  Committ'^e  that  those  who  pay  the 
largest  share  of  this  tax  are  tSo  poorest 
people  among  taxpayers.  Our  system 
lays  the  greatest  burden  on  the  weakest 
shoulders.  If  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  c<>uld  see  his  way  to  abolish- 
ing the  Tea  Duty,  and  adding  something 
in  the  shape  of  a  regulation  of  the  Death 
Duties,  he  would  do  something  to  remedy 
this  mistake,  and  I  hope  this  view  will 
be  accepted  in  the  future.  A  successful 
Government  will  endeavour  to  make  the 
path  of  the  poor  smo<3ther,  and  certainly 
any  proposal  to  lighten  the  burdens  of 
the  poor  will  have  our  support.  For 
the  reductions  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  made  I   thank  him,  though  I  wish 


he  had  been  a  little  bolder.  I  hope 
future  Chancellors  will  continue  the 
work  he  has  begun, 

•(3,42.)  Sir  ROBERT  FOWLER 
(London)  :  I  only  rise  to  confirm  tlie 
statement  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Tott^^nhara  (Mr.  Howard),  as  to  the 
feeling  of  the  retail  tea  traders,  I 
wish  to  express  my  regret  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  dealt 
with  the  Tea  Duty  instead  of  the  Income 
Tax,  and  I  differ  entirely  from  the  view 
expressed  by  the  bon.  Member  for 
Bristol. 

Mr.  HALLE Y  STEWART  (Lincoln - 
shire,  Spalding) :  We  have  wandered 
away  somewhat  from  the  incidence  of 
the  duty  before  us.  I  wish  to  point  out 
how  the  duty  works  in  the  per  centage 
paid.  Tea  at  4d.  p£?r  lb.  has,  I  believe, 
been  sold  for  years  past  in  the  London 
market,  and  recently  I  saw  tea  sif tings 
quoted  at  2d,  per  lb.  Yet  this 
equally  pays  the  duty  with  the  high- 
priced  teas.  The  new  duty  on  the  tea 
at  2d.  will  be  200  per  cent.,  while  on  tea 
at  28.  7W.  it  will  be  only  20  per  cent. 
Whatever  may  bo  said  in  favour  of  or 
against  an  ad  tmlorem  duty,  this  at  lesist 
must  be  allowed,  that  the  richer  classes 
escape  the  burden  of  taxation  to  an  extras 
ordiuary  degree.  I  sliould  like  to  say  a 
word  or  two  in  vindication  of  the  poorer 
dealers  in  tea.  I  do  not  think  anyone 
who  knows  the  circumstances  of  the 
poorer  class  of  shopkeepers  in  London, 
those  who  retail  to  the  poorer  classes, 
will  think  their  lot  at  all  an  enviable 
one.  In  this  one  article  of  tea,  that 
which  is  represented  as  the  sale  cf 
lib.  means  the  weighing  and  wrapping 
of,  perhaps,  32  i  oz.  parcels  and  32 
payments.  It  is  hardly  fair,  and  does 
not  help  us  to  a  right  judgment,  to  tabu- 
late this  as  the  sale  of  1  lb.  in  one  parcel. 
You  must  take  into  consideration  these 
conditions  in  contrasting  the  prices 
charged  to  small  consumers  with  the 
prime  cost  of  the  article. 

(3.44.)  Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL 
(Kirkcaldy,  etc.):  It  seems  tome  we  areen- 
gaged  in  the  somewhat  ungracious  task  of 
lookinjJT  a  gift  hor.se  in  the  mouth,  Now, 
in  my  view,  if  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  did  not  sen  his  way  to 
give  us  a  free  breakfast  table,  he  baa 
made  a  great  mistake  in  not  giving  us 
free  education,  which  has  been  almost 
promised  by  the  Government,  and  which 
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w^  are  bound  fci  have*  It  is  a  great 
mistake  to  make  a  remission  in  a  way 
tliat  is  not  Biifficiently  felt  ;  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  might  have  given  it  in  a 
manner  that  would  have  been  thoroughly 
felt  tliroughout  tlie  length  and  br^'adth 
of  the  laud.  I  disclaim  all  sympathy 
witli  the  view  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
opposite  in  reference  to  the  Income  Tax^ 
and  I  was  struck  with  the  remarks  in  the 
speech  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer in  respect  U)  the  effect  of  taxa- 
tion on  thri  richer  and  poorer  classes.  I 
am  not  sorry  to  hear  the  defence  of  the 
grocers,  and  I  admit  their  difficulties ; 
still  I  hof)e  tlie  observations  of  tlie 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchecjner  will  he 
appreciated,  and  that  their  effect  will  be 
to  assist  the  consumerg  to  obtain  the 
benefit  of  remiasioca  of  taxation. 

•(3.460  Mr.GOSCHEN:  As  to  the  time 
when  we  propose  this  reduction  shall  take 
effect  I  mentioned  J  at  an  earlier  period, 
that  I  am  making  every  inquiry  to  find 
what  won  hi  cause  the  least  disturbance 
in  the  tmde.  While,  on  the  one  hand,  I 
have  had  many  desires  express'.^d  that 
the  chauge  shall  not  take  place  at  a  very 
eally  period,  on  the  other  hand  I  have 
had  remonstninc'S  against  delay.  My 
answer  to  either  must  be  the  same,  that 
1  hope  to  give  the  information  within  the 
next  couple  of  days.  In  reply  to  what 
ban  been  said  by  the  hon*  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr,  Halley  Stewart)  I  have  to 
that  I  did  not  intend  t^)  make  any 
^rge  against  grocers  and  others.  I 
have  been  chargt^d  with  exaggeniting 
the  difference  between  the  cost  price  of 
tea  and  the  price  at  which  it  m  m\d  to 
thw  consume  re,  and  1  prod  wood  the 
figures  to  show  that,  from  wliatever 
cause  it  may  arise,  I  attached  no  blame 
to  anybody  ;  the  difference  ia  extremely 
wide  ;  it  is  for  the  Committee  and  for 
the  public  to  judge  if  they  consider  the 
difference  was  exaggerated  at  all. 

Mr.  PICTON  :  Ther.?  seems  to  be  an 
impression  that  I  have  an  objection  to 
the  reduction  of  the  Inhabited  House 
Duty,  but  that  is  not  so.  As  between 
the  two  1  prefer  the  abolition  of  the  Tea 
Duty. 

Me.  CRAIG  :  The  right  hon.  Gentle* 
mft^  has  overlooked  the  question  I 
addressed  to  him,  whether  it  is  within 
the  power  of  the  Government  to  provide 
for  the  sale  of  tea  by  weight  in  the  same 


way  as  the  retail  sale  of  coal    la  regu- 
lated ? 

*Mb.  GOSCHEN:  That  is  a  matter 
upon  which  I  cannot  answer  off-hand  ;  it 
requires  some  consideration,  and  is  not 
without  difficulty.  There  is  the  con- 
venience of  the  small  consumers  to  be 
considered  J  and  the  question  of  inter- 
fering with  the  progress  of  the  trade.  It 
is,  however^  a  matter  worthy  of  atteu- 
tioD,  and  this  it  shall  have. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

FN  COME     TAX. 

2.  Eesolved  that,  toMrnrda  raising  the  Supply 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  there  shall  be  charge  1, 
collected,  and  paid  for  the  year  which  com- 
menced on  the  sixth  daj' of  April,  one  thousand 
eiiuj-ht  hundred  and  ninety,  in  ro^pect  of  all 
Property,  Profits,  ami  Gains  mentioned  or  de- 
scribed as  chnjrgeable  in  the  Act  of  the  six- 
teenth and  seventeenth  years  of  Her  Majeaty^a 
rei^n,  chapter  thirty-four,  the  following  Dutieit 
of  Income  Tax  (that  is  to  say):  — 

For  every  Twenty  Shilh'ngs  of  the  anoual 
value  or  amount  of  Propnrty,  Profits, 
and  Gains  ohargeable  under  Hohedulea 
(A),  (C),  (D},  or  (E)  of  the  said  Act,  tho 
Duty  of  Six  Pence ; 
And  for  every  Twenty  Shillinjgra  of  the 
anmml  value  of  tho  ♦jccupation  of  Lands, 
TenetiieotH,  Hereditamenta,  iind  Herit- 
ages chargeable  under  iSchediile  (B)  of 
the  same  Act, — 

In    England,    the     Duty    of    Three 

Pence ; 
In  Scotland  and  Ireland  reipeofively, 
the  Duty  of  Two  Pence  Farthing  ; 
Subject  to  the  proviidona  contained  in  section 
one  hundred  and  sixty-three  of  the  Act  of  the 
fifth  and  sixth  years  of  Her  Majesty's  reign, 
chapter  lhirty-five»  for  the  exemption  of 
persona  whose  income  ia  less  than  Due  Hundred 
tiiul  Fifty  Pounds,  and  in  section  eight  of  "The 
Cufltomsand  Inland  Revenue  Act^  1876,*"  for 
the  relief  of  persons  whoB€  income  is  less  than 
Four  Hundred  Pounds. 

CURRANTS. 
Motion  made,  and  QQestion  proposed, 

3.  *'  That  in  lieu  of  I  he  Duty  of  Customs  now 
chargeable  upon  Currants  there  shall,  on  and 
after  the  first  day  of  May,  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  ninety,  be  charged  and  paid  upon 
Currants  imported  into  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland  the  duty  following  (that  is  to  gayj  : — 

£     S.  d. 
Currantfl     .     .     .     the  cwt.     0     2     0 

*(3.500  Sir  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derby, 
Ilkeston  \ :  Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
now  make  some  sta-tement  as  to  the  time 
when  the  alteration  mnst  take  effect? 
The  curnint  trade  is  a  season  trnde.  I 
am  informed  that  importa  take  place 
between  September  and  December.     So 
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that  large  stocks  are  now  held  by  grocers 
and  others  in  this  country,  and,  unless 
some  dmwback  is  allowed,  ihe  taking  oS 
of  the  duty  at  once  will  cauae  great  dis- 
turbance to  trade.  I  congratulate  the 
right,  hon.  Gentleman  on  having  made 
ti  very  useful  remission,  especially  to  the 
poorer  clasBes,  but  I  would  suggtst  that 
he  should  allow  a  drawback  ujion  stocks 
if  the  change  is  enforced  at  once,  or  that 
he  should  postpone  the  remission  until, 
giy,  September  1st. 

*Mr.  WINTERBOTHAM  (Gloucester, 
Cirencester)  ;  I  was  about  to  make  the 
same  suggestion.  I  have  received  letters 
pointing  out  that  the  currant  trade  ia 
entirely  a  season  trade,  and  tliat  poi^t- 
ponement  to  the  Ist  of  August  would  be 
a  convenience  to  allow  dealers  to  disiwse 
of  last  season's  stock.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  consult  the  ti-ade,  I  am 
assured  he  will  find  that  there  is  a 
general  view  in  favour  of  fixing  the  date 
a€  August  or  September  let,,  but  I 
merely  give  utterance  to  the  views  of 
correspondents,  and  pi  of  ess  no  know- 
edge  on  the  subjects 

♦Captain  VERNEY  (Bucks.  N.) :  I 
also  have  received  communications 
from  Co*operative  Societies,  strongly 
urging  that  the  Chancellor  of  Uie  Ex- 
chequer should  make  this  concession  to 
the  requirements  of  the  trade, 

Mr.  CRAIG  :  Before  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  answers,  there  is  one  question 
I  should  like  to  put.  He  has  told  us 
that,  as  a  compensation  for  this  large 
concession,  Greece  has  agreed  to  make 
reductions  in  the  import  duties  upon 
cotton  yarns  and  other  productions  of 
tbis  country.  I  wxiuld  ask,  lias  not 
Greece  commercial  treaties  wutli  other 
countries  in  which  the  **  most  favoured 
nation  clause  "  ia  operative,  and  under 
which  those  nations  will  claim  similar 
reductions,  unless  the  Undsr  Sacretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  in  making  the  bar- 
gain, has  provided  that  the  reductions  of 
import  duties  by  Greece  shall  ha  given 
exclusively  to  thi??  Kingdom  ? 

(3.35.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN'  :  I  have  re- 
ceived  a  large  numl:>er  of  communications 
asking  for  further  time  before  the  re- 
mission of  the  duty  on  currants  shall 
como  into  foiTe,  and,  on  the  other  hand» 
I  have  received  remonstrances  against 
delay.  My  answer  iiiUBt  be  as  before,  that 
I  am  making  inquiries  through  the  olhcers 
of  Customs,  aud  I  hope  to  be  in  a  posi- 
6'ir  Walter  Fouler 


tion  in  a  day  or  two  to  declare  tb©  decision 

fo  the  Government,  Of  conrse,  as  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  I  have  no 
objection  to  the  slightly  -  increased 
receipts  which  a  postponement  of  the 
remission  would  afEord,  but  my  desire  is  to 
meet  the  views  of  all  classes  engaged  in 
the  trade.  Of  course  a  drawback  is  out  of 
the  question,  it  is  only  a  question  of  post- 
poning the  date.  As  to  the  question  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Craig)  no 
doubt  Greece  ha«  *'  most  favoured  nation 
clauses  "in  her  commercial  treaties,  but 
providing  we  get  the  advantage  of  the 
im|X)rtation  of  our  manufactures  into 
Greece  upon  a  reduced  tariff,  I  presume 
the  hon.  Gentleman^  as  a  Free  Trader, 
would  not  claim  that  we  should  have  the 
protection  of  Greece  against  the  imports 
of  other  countries.  That  would  be  a 
fair  condition  to  make  if  we  reduced  a 
duty  we  otherwise  had  no  inclination  to 
reduce,  but  we  reduce  the  Currant  Duty 
quite  as  much  upon  ita  own  merits  as  on 
Uie  desire  of  the  producing  country. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  :  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequ<er  is  put  under 
pressure  to  postpone  tbe  relief  from  t!»e 
Currant  Duty  in  the  interest  of  tfie 
traders,  but  I  think  we  have  primarily  to 
think  of  the  interest  of  the  public 
generally,  I  do  not  think  it  iss  of  any 
advantage  to  the  pubbc  to  postpone  the 
remission  until  August  or  September.  I 
should  imagine  that  the  public  desire  to 
have  their  currantji  cheap  at  the  earliest 
moment.  I  hope  that  will  bt^  taken  into 
consideration,  as  well  as  the  interest  4>f 
traders.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
must  not  think  himself  u  ider  any 
pressure  from  this  side  of  the  House  to 
continue  the  duty  longer  than  he  thinks 
right. 

•Mr.  HOYLE  (Lancashire,  S.E.,  Hey- 
wood)  :  Is  it  not  the  fact  that  between 
August  and  September  the  importations 
are  small  in  amount  ? 

♦Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  Yes,  that  is  so.  It 
is  not  a  question  of  cheapening  the  cost 
to  consumers  ;  it  is  a  question  whether 
those  traders  who  have  their  Bt<x*ks 
should  lose  the  amount  of  the  duty  they 
have  i>aid,  aud  it  is  their  contention  that 
tliis  will  not  be  affected  by  importations 
until  September.  A  great  deal  dejienda 
upon  the  amount  of  st<x--k  necessary  to 
keep  in  the  trade.  In  the  tea  trade,  he 
it  iMBmembered,  the   amount  of  stock  is 
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much  smaller  than  in  other  trades.     But        Clause  3. 
I  am  examining  the  whole  question. 

Commander  BETHELL  (York,  E.R., 
Holderness)  :  I  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  if  the  traders  who  have  stocks 
in  hand  have  it  not  in  their  power  to 
keep  up  the  price  until  thej  resume 
importations  under  the  reduced  duty  ? 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN:  Yes,  that  is  an 
argument  that  has  been  put  to  myself, 
and  there  is  force  in  it. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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SPARKLING  WINE. 
4.  Resolved,  That  from  and  after  the  date  of 
the  pasiing  of  an  Act  embodyiog  this  Resolu- 
tioD,  there  shall,  upon  Wine  rendered  sparkling 
or  effervesceDt  nnd  bottled  in  a  warehouse,  be 
charged  and  paid  the  sime  duty  as  is  imposed 
by  the  **  Customs  (Wine  Duty)  Act,  1888,'* 
upon  Sparkling  Wine  imported  iu  bottle  (that 
is  to  say)  : 

£    s.     d. 
The  Gallon  ..         ..         0     2    6 

This  duty  is  to  be  paid  in  addition  to  the 
duty  in  respect  of  alcoholic  .strength  under 
''  ihe  Customs  Amendment  Act,  1886." 

AMENDMENT   OF   LAW. 

6.  Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  amend 
the  LaV  Pdlating  to  the  Customs  and  Inland 
Keveoue. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow  ; 
Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow . 

SOUTH  INDIAN   RAILWAY  PURCHASE 
BILL.— (No.  195.) 

Considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
[Mr.  Courtney  in  the  Chair.] 

Clause  2. 

(4.3.)  Sib  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, ifec.) :  Beforj  the  2nd  clause  is 
passed  I  should  just  like  to  ask  the 
representative  of  the  India  Ufiici 
whether  it  is  usual,  instead  of  saying  in 
each  cas3  *'  The  Secretary  for  India  in 
Council,"  to  insert  a  provision  to  the 
effect  that  wherever  the  term  *'The 
Sacretary  of  State  "  is  ussd,  it  shall  mean 
"  The  Secretary  for  India  in  Council." 
It  seems  to  me  very  misleading,  and  I 
think  it  would  be  better  in  every  case  to 
say  "  The  Secretary  for  India  in  Council." 
I  should  like  to  know  what  is  the  usual 
practice. 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  have  no  doubt 
that  the  usual  practice  has  been  adhered 
to.  All  these  Acts  are  drawn  by  one 
draftsman,  and  there  is  a  common  form. 


Clause  agreed  to. 
yOI^.  CCCXLIII. 


[third  sertes.] 


Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  wish  to  remind 
the  Committee  that  this  Bill  was  closured 
after    10    minutes'    discussion   on    the 
Motion  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  and  in  tho  absence  of 
the  representative  of  the  India  Office.     I 
am  anxious  for  an  explanation  on  several 
important    points    with    regard  to  this 
clause,  and,  *  hitherto,   we  have   had   nu 
proper    opportunity   for    dificussing  the 
matter,  or  for  obtaining  an  explanation. 
I  wish  to  give  the  Under-Secretary  for 
India  (Sir  J.   Gorst)  an  opportunity  of 
giving  us  some  explanation,  and,    with 
that  view,   I  propose  to  move  to  amend 
this  clause  by  reducing  the  amount  pro- 
posed  to   be    granted   by    the   sum   of 
£500,000.     There  are  many  questions  on 
which  I  should  like  to  obtain  informa- 
tion.    It   seems   to   me    that  this   is  a 
notable  instance  of  that  which  I   have 
several  times  drawn  the  attention  of  the 
House  to,  namely,  the  abuse,  as  I  regard 
it,  of  the  system  of  guaranteeing  Indian 
Railway  Companies.     I   am  very    much 
disposed     to     sympathise      with    what, 
judging  from  his  action,  appears  to  bo 
the    view   of    the  Under   Secretary  for 
India,  namely,  that  the  less  the  House  cf 
Commons  interferes  with  Indian  affairs 
the  better.     An    exception  ought,  how- 
ever, in   my  opinion,   to  be  made  with 
regard  to  financial  matters.      When  it  is 
nccess.ry     to    come   to    Parliament  for 
powers  to  deal  with  financial  matters,  it 
is   well   that   some  attention  should  be 
paid  to  the  demand,  and  that  the  debate 
should  not  be  closured  after  a  10  minutes' 
interval,     i    think    this    is    a    iictible 
example    of    the    extent   to    which   the 
system    of    Government    guarantees   is 
carried.     I   am  told  that  there  are  hon. 
Members   who    intend    to    oppose    this 
clause      altogether.     I      do     not     quite 
sympathise  with  them,  because  I  am  very 
much  in  favour  of  Indian  railways  being 
acquired  by  the  State.     Therefore,  I  am 
afraid  1  cannot  vote  with  my  hon.  Friends. 
My  opposition  is  not  directed  against  the 
purchase  of  this  railway,  but  is  confined 
to  the  extravagant  terms  on  which  the 
projected  purchjase  is  based.    I  am  afraid 
that  we  are  bound  to  these  extra vagai  t 
terms,  but  I  object  to  the  vicious  system 
under      which      we      are.    continually 
guaranteeing      new      Indian      railways. 
2  R 
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When  the  construction  of  railways 
in  India  was  in  iU  infancy  it  was  wise 
and  just  that  considerable  guarantees 
should  be  given,  and  the  profit  paid  t<i 
the  pmmotera  o£  the  early  lines  was 
legitimate.  This  South  ludian  Railway 
is  not  one  of  those  old  railways,  but  is  a 
modern  line.  I  tkink  the  Under  Secre- 
tary mentioned  1873  as  the  date  at  which 
the  railway  was  guaranteed.  It  lias  never 
approached  paying  the  guarantee.  It  has 
been  a  continual  loss  to  the  Government 
of  India,  and  now  they  want  to  buy  at  a 
very  large  premium— I  believe  a 
premium  of  about  30  per  cent.  It  must 
have  been  a  very  unprofitable  contract  ; 
and  if  the  people  of  India  have  had  to 
pay  a  very  heavy  fine  on  account  of  the 
improvidence  of  such  transactions,  we 
certainly  ought  uot  to  go  on  giving  fresh 
guarantees,  as  has  been  dime  in  tlie 
course  of  the  last  few  years.  I  under- 
etood  the  other  day  that  it  was  not  pn> 
poaed  to  give  any  more  guarantees.  I 
hope  my  impression  on  that  point  will  be 
confirmed,  and  that  we  shall  avoid  such 
jobs  in  the  future  by  having  no  more 
guarantees.  I  cannot  understand  how 
there  is  to  be  a  profit  out  of  the  trans* 
action  which  this  Bill  is  intended  to 
authorise.  I  should  like  the  Under 
Secretary  for  India  to  tell  us  what  is 
how  proposed,  I  observe  a  very  peculiar 
provision  in  the  Bill,  namely,  that  the 
Grovernment  sliotild  raise  money  by  loan 
or  by  Debentures,  or  in  the  shape  of 
Capital  Stock.  I  know  that  in  several 
cases  these  railways  have  been  bought  up 
by  the  Government  of  India— I  think  to 
the  advanti*ge  Of  the  Sttitu.  The 
Bombay  and  Baroda  Railway  has  not 
yet  been  bought  up  l>y  the  Government 
of  India  ;  but  the  Government  have  leased 
the  railway  on  certaiin  term?*,  and  the 
result  is  that  a  vtry  large  addition  has 
been  made  to  the  profits  of  tiie  line^ 
profits  which  are,  to  a  great  extent, 
earned  by  the  leased  line.  I  think  that 
the  £100  shares  of  that  line  now  stand 
at  something  like  £185,  I  am,  however, 
as  I  have  said,  nob  opposed  t^  the  pur- 
chase of  this  railway.  I  only  want  to 
know  that  the  terms  are  not  extravagant, 
and  that  nothing  is  conCv-ded  to  the  rail- 
way beyond  what,  in  the  strictest  terms 
of  our  bargain,  we  are  bound  to  concede, 
1  beg  to  move  that  tlio  sum  mentioned  in 
the  clause  be  reduced  by  ,£f)00/JOO. 
Sir  G,  Campbell 


Amendment  proposed,  Clause  2,  page 
:2,  line  15,  to  leave  out  £5,200,000,  to 
insert  £4,700,000.— (6"iV  G.  Campbell:) 

Question  proposed,  *'That  the  words 
» £5,200,000  *  stand  part  of  the  Clause. " 

•(4.12.)  The  UNDER  SECRETAET 
OF  STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Sir  J.  GoRsi; 
Chatham) :  I  do  not  think  I  should  be  in 
order  in  following  the  hon.  Gentleman  in 
all  the  remarks  on  Indian  railway  policy 
which  he  has  engrafted  on  his  Am  end  menL 
But  it  will,  perhaps,  shorten  the  debate 
if  I  so  far  follow  the  hon.  Member  as  to 
explain  what  is  meant  by  this  clause  of 
the  Bill.  In  this  case  it  is  not  for  the 
Committee  to  sanction  any  guarantee. 
That  was  done  long  ago.  It  is  an  in- 
*"erit.ance  which  we  have  obtained  from 
our  furefathers.  1  believe  that  if  it  were  in 
order  to  discuss  the  past  with  the  hon, 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy,  I  could  show  that 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  in  former 
days  in  guantn teeing  these  railways  was 
not  so  extravagant  and  foolish  as  he 
seems  to  think.  That  is,  however,  neces- 
sarily a  matter  of  ancient  history  with 
which  we  have  at  the  present  moment 
notliing  to  do.  We  came  into  an  inheri- 
tance utrder  which  the  Government  of 
India  was  bound  to  pay  the  guaranteed 
interest  on  this  railway,  and  we  shall 
have  to  go  on  paving  it. 

Sm  G.  CAMPBELL  :  WUl  you  men- 
tion the  date  at  which  the  guarantee  was 
given  ? 

•Sir  J.  GORST :  It  was  long  before 
the  year  1873;  because  in  that  year 
two  railways  then  guaranteed  were 
amalgamated  under  the  name  of  the 
South  Indian  Railway.  Since  that  time 
the  Government  have  had  to  pay  the 
guaranteed  interest.  They  have  to  pay 
5  per  cent,  on  upwards  of  £3,000,000 
of  Stock.  The  hon.  Member  for  Donegal 
^Mr.  A.  O^Connor)  shakes  his  head. 
Perhaps  he  will  allow  me  first  to  make 
my  statt?ment,  and  then  he  can  make  his. 
This  was  the  state  of  things  before  the 
purchase  was  effected.  The  Indian  Go- 
vernment had  to  pay  5  per  cent,  on 
£3,066,344  of  Stock.  That  amount'*  to 
a  sum  of  £153,317  a  year.  It  also  hod 
til  p;iy  4  j  per  cent,  on  a  further  sum  of 
£142,164  of  Stock,  That  amounts  to 
£6,753.  The  amount  of  guaranteed  in* 
terest  which  the  Government,  theref  re, 
had  ti»  pay  on   the  Stock    of   the  Rail- 
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way  Company  was  XI  60,070.  They 
had,  besides  that,  to  pay  a  goaranteed 
interest  on  Debentures.  Thej  had  to  pay 
3^  per  cent  on  the  £756,300  of 
Debentures,  amounting  to  £26,4  7  0* 
and  3 J  per  cent  upon  £313,700  6f 
Debentures,  amounting  to  £10,195, 
The  total  guaranteed  interest  which 
the  Government  had  to  pay  on 
Debentures,  therefore,  amounted  to 
£36,665,  making  a  grand  total  which  the 
Government  of  India  had  to  pay  to  the 
company  of  £190,735,  That  was  the 
state  of  things  on  the  let  of  March  of 
the  present  year.  On  that  date  the 
Secretary  for  India  had  the  right  to 
purchase  the  railway.  Of  course,  it  Wfis 
his  duty  to  consider  wUetlier  it  was  to  the 
interest  of  the  taxpayers  of  India  tliat  he 
should  exercise  that  right  or  not.  The 
price  he  was  to  give  was  not  a  matter  of 
discretion,  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  seems  to  think.  The  bargain 
was  made  in  the  year  1873,  and,  if 
purchased  at  all,  the  railway  had  to  be 
purchased  at  a  certain  specified  rate. 
The  iSecretary  of  State  had  no  choice  in 
the  matter.  He  could  buy  it  at  tliat  rate 
or  conid  let  it  alone.  The  price  was 
settled  by  the  contract  made  in  1873. 
It  was  a  sum  equal  in  amount  to  the 
value  of  all  the  shares  and  Stock  of  the 
company,  calculated  according  to  the 
mean  market  value  during  the  three 
years  immediately  preceding  the  expira- 
tion of  the  year  during  the  six  mouths 
after  the  expiration  of  which  notice  was 
given.  The  notice  was  given  in  March. 
The  Secretary  of  State  considered 
whether  it  would  be  for  the  benefit  of 
the  taxpayer  i)f  India  tliat  he  should  buy 
the  railway  at  this  price.  He  assumed 
he  would  be  able  to  Ixirrow  the  money 
in  the  English  Money  Market  at  the  rate 
of  3  per  cent, ;  at  par.  That  is  the 
assumption^  and  if  the  Committee  will 
pass  the  Bill  and  allow  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  o{^«irate  upon  the  London  Market 
no  doubt  that  can  be  done.  If  the  Com- 
in  it  tee  choose  to  stop  the  Bill  until 
advantageous  terms  are  not  available,  the 
blame  of  imposing  an  additi<jmil  burden 
upon  the  tkix payers  of  India  will  rest 
with  the  Committee  and  not  with  the 
Secretary  of  State.  If  fhe  money  can  be 
borrovs^ed,  the  amount  required  is  th© 
amount  stated  in  this  clause  of  the  Bill. 
Sib  G.  CAMPBELL:  What  is  the 
premium  to  be  paid  ? 


♦Sia  J,  GORST:  No  premium  is  to 
be  paid,  but  the  price  is  settled  in  the 
contract. 

Sir  G.   CAMPBELL:    What    is    the 
price  'i 

*SiR  J,  GORST :  I  have  read  it  once. 
The  price  to  be  paid  is  to  be  equal  to 
the  amount  of  the  value  of  the  shares. 

Sir    G.  CAMPBELL:    What    is    the 
value  according  to  the  ca-lculation  t 

♦Sir  J.  GORST:  I  will  tell  the  hon. 
Member  if  he  will  not  interrupt  me. 
According  to  the  calculation,  the  sum 
of  money  which  is  to  be  paid  is 
£5,267,557. 

Sir   G.   CAMPBELL:    What  is   the 
percentage  on  the  original  capital  ? 

♦Sir  J.  GORST:  That  is  the  price 
which  is  to  be  paid.  1  hope  the  rest  of 
the  Committee  will  understand  the 
pcMnt.  There  is  a  contract  fixing  a 
certain  sum  of  money.  That  sum  of 
money  is  paid  by  the  Secretary  of  State, 
and  thereupon  the  line  becomes  th© 
property  of  the  Government.  That 
being  the  sum,  the  interest,  at  3  per 
cent,  upon  that  sum,  is  £158,026,  and 
there  is  a  payment  to  be  made 
tci  the  Bank  of  England  for  carry- 
ing out  the  transaction,  which  amounts 
to  £360  per  £1,000,000  of  Stock.  That 
^>ayment  amounts,  therefore,  to  £1,896. 
That  is  the  cost  of  carrying  out  the 
ti-tinsaction,  making  the  total  auriual 
charge  in  the  future,  £159,922,  Well 
then,  inasmuch  i\&  the  charge  in  question 
is  £197,000,  it  is  obvious  that  it  is  to 
the  interest  of  the  taxpayer  of  India  that 
you  should  free  India  of  tliat  charge  of 
£196,000  by  incurring  the  liability  for  a 
future  charge  of  £160,000.  The  annual 
saving  to  be  effected  to  the  taxpayer  of 
India  from  the  time  that  the 
trans:iction  is  completed  will  be 
£36,813.  Now,  that  is  the  whole  history 
of  the  transaction.  The  Secretary  of 
State,  having  found  that  he  could  effect 
a  saving  of  that  amount  to  the  taxpayer 
of  India,  gave  notice  to  the  Railway 
Company.  The  Government  is  now 
liable  to  l>ay  that  sum  to  the  Railway 
Company.  It  only  requires  the  sanction 
of  the  House  to  enable  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  raise  the  money  in  the  most 
convenient  way — iu  the  wny  in  which' it 
would  be  the  least  burdensome  to  the 
taxpayer  of  India  to  fulfil  the  obligati<m 
which  is  already  incurred,  and  which  the 
Secretary  »'f  State  is  legally  bound  to 
2  li  2 
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carry  out.  This  explanation  has  been  as 
short  as  I  could  make  it,  but  I  hope  it 
has  been  satisfactory  to  the  Committee. 
All  that  is  really  now  required  is  that 
the  House  should  sanction  the  Secretary 
of  Sbate  borrowing  in  the  London  Money 
Market  the  sum  of  money  which  he  has 
contracted  to  pay,  because  by  doing  it  he 
will  relieve  the  taxpayers  of  India  from 
the  obligation  to  which  they  would  have 
been  otherwis3  subjected. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  :  I  really  do  not 
know  why  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  should  have  such  an  extreme  ob- 
jection to  explain  to  us  the  exact  terms 
in  which  this  railway  is  to  be  taken 
over.  The  bargain  was  not  that  the 
railway  should  be  taken  over  at  a  fixed 
sum,  but  that  it  should  be  taken  over 
at  a  price  equal  to  the  average  price 
for  three  years  succeeding  the  date  of 
the  notice.  That  involves  *a  very  con- 
siderable premium  upon  the  original 
capital.  T  want  to  know  what  the  price 
was  at  which  each  JBIOO  of  the  railway 
was  taken  over  ?  The  market  price,  I 
gather,  was  JB130,  but  I  wish  the  Under 
Secretary  to  tell  us  exactly  what  the 
sum  was. 
•Sir  J.  GORST:  I  misunderstood 
the  hon.  Member's  question.  If  he 
merely  asks  what  was  the  mean  market 
value  1  may  tell  him  that  is  13M 16279. 
Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  Now  I  under- 
stand it  has  been  taken  over  at  a  pre- 
mium of  a  little  over  31  per  cent.  The 
result  is  that  the  railway,  which  has 
never  approached  paying  the  sum  re- 
quired to  meet  the  guarantee,  is  to  be 
taken  over  at  a  premium  of  31  per  cent. 
Such  being  the  case,  the  calculation  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  is  that  he  can 
borrow  money  at  3  per  cant.,  and  that 
the  result  will  be  a  large  gain  to  the 
taxpayers  of  India.  1  want  to  know 
whether  the  Under  Secretary  can  tell  us 
deliberately  whether  there  is  any  reason 
for  believing  that  he  can  borrow  in  the 
English  Money  Market  at  par  at  3  per 
cent.  A  further  point  I  want  to  know 
is  whether  this  £196,753  is  payable 
annually — whether  it  is  a  permanent  or 
a  terminal  annuity?  If  it  is  a  terminal 
annuity  is  there  not  something  which 
ought  to  be  deducted  ? 

♦Sir   J.    GORST:    ITie    payment    on 

one  line  is  for  999  years,  and  on  the 

other  for  99  years.     With  regard  to  the 

price  at  which  the  Indii^n  Government 

Sir  J.  Gorst 


can  borrow  money,  the  hon.  Member 
would  do  well  to  study  the  Money 
Market  and  the  Times.  My  impression 
is  that  the  Stock  is  above  par. 

(4.26.)     Mr.   a.  0  CONNOR    (Done- 
gal,   E.)  :    The    right    hon.    Gentleman 
the      Under    Secretary    for    India  has 
had  the   very  great  advantage  of  being 
able  to  lay   before  the   House   a   satis- 
factory   and    complete    answer  to    the 
questions  addressed  to  him  from  above 
the  Gangway  ;  but  those  questions  were 
of  so  elementary  a  kind  that  one  might 
almost    have    been  spared   them.      My 
objection  to    this    clause   is  of   a  very 
different  character.      If    hon.   Members 
had     the     time     and     convenience,     I 
should    invite     them     to    examine    for 
themselves     the     figures     which     bear 
on   this   matter  in   the   account   which 
has  been  furnished  to  us  by  the  Indian 
Authorities.     They  will  find  that  no  two 
of  the  statements  furnished  to  the  House 
of    Commons   are    in  accord  with  each 
other.     The  Indian  Financial  Statement 
with  regard  to  railways,  the  statement 
of    the     moral    and    material   progress 
of  India,  and  Blue  Books  which  relate 
to   railways,   the    annual   Report    with 
regard    to     administration     of     railway 
work   and    other    things,    are    all    dif- 
ferent.     It   is   perfectly    impossible    to 
make  any  two  of  them  agree.     The  same 
observation  applies   with   respect  to  the 
figures    of   Indian    finance ;     they    are 
absolutely   misleading.      With  regard  to 
the    loss    by    exchange,    those   railway 
accounts   are   so   manipulated  that  it  is 
almost  possible  to  produce  any  result  you 
set  yourself  to   produce  with  respect  to 
the  railways.       But  we  have  had  lately, 
during  the  last  two  years,  some  further 
and  better  light  in  regard  to  their  condi- 
tion than  we  had  previously.     I   mean  a 
Report  by  an  oflBcer — I  think  his  name 
is  Colonel  Conway  tjroi*don — in  which  he 
deals  at  very  much  greater  length  and 
more  clearly  than  any  of  his  predecessors 
with  these  railway  accounts.      What  do 
we  learn  ?       I  ventured  to  say  in   the 
House  some  months  ago  that  the  accounts 
of  these    railways    were    cooked.     The 
Under  Secretary  of   State   for  Foreign 
Affairs  was  very  much  shocked,  and  he 
said  it  was  an  unworthy  suggestion ;  but 
I  will  quote  an  authority,  which  I  think 
the      Government      cannot     reasonably 
object  to,  and  that  is  the  authority  of  the 
Times  newspaper,  in  ^h  article  reviewing 
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this  verj  matter  of  the  Gutiranteed 
Railways,  including  tbe  South  Indian 
Railways.     It  says — 

**That  from  flr«t  to  laflt  the  g^tand  total 
lo88— actual  and  proapective  —  from  th« 
GuaraoteeJ  Unilwaya  is  set  down  ttt 
£34,84l,0OO/' 

"The  Stato  lines,'*  the  writer  of  the 
article  says, 

**  Havebet^D  alwnyfl  kDowntobe  improfiUble 
as  d  commereiul  UQdortiikiag:,[howevcr  ddoti^^ible 
for  military  reasons  ;'* 

but  there  is  an  incorrect  impression  ns  to 
the  Guar.mtt?ed  Lines.  They  have  been 
looked  on  in  the  past  as  yielding  a  steady 
revenue  to  the  State,  bat  now  we  are 
told  the  state  of  things  is  tbe  very 
opposite .  The  explanation  is  that  a 
sort  of  j aggie  has  been  practised  over 
the  ahifting  value  of  the  rupee.  The 
liabilities  of  the  Guaranteed  Lines  have 
been  incarred  in  sterling,  and  in  sterling 
must  be  paid,  while  the  receipts  have 
b.^en  ctiunted  in  rupees  at  an  advancing 
rate  of  exchange,  thus  making  the  rail- 
ways to  appear  what  in  reality  they  are  not, 
TLit  is  a  [perfectly  fair  criticism,  though 
[J  (|aote  it  fr(*m  the  Times,  and  I  think  it 
Applies  to  every  branch  of  Indian  ad- 
'luinistratinn,  as  well  as  the  railways. 
Bat  in  order  tcv  show  how  impossible  it 
is  to  arrive  at  an  exact  financial  estimate 
in  connection  with  this  projwj^ed  tran- 
saction, T  find  from  the  Revenue  Account, 
that  from  the  opening  cif  the  railway  to 
the  31st  March,  1888,  the  line  has  cost 
the  Government  1,917,313  tens  of 
rupees.  The  Railway  Report  gives  the 
loi?is  down  to  the  13th  June,  1888,  as 
;£  1,948,000.  These  two  accounts  are 
absolutely  irreconcilable,  because  the 
ae  wliioh  gives  the  loss  in  sterling 
shows  a  total  which  is  niuch  greater 
than  that  which  gives  the  loss  in 
rupees,  whatever  rate  of  exchange  you 
mny  take,  ^iccording  to  the  Act  of 
1874,  the  rate  of  exchange  was  to  bo 
Is,  lid.,  so  that  on  this  item  alone  there 
is  an  error  of  nearly  £250,000.  Under 
thesa  circumstances,  it  is  not  unnatural 
that  inquiries  should  be  made  as  to  the 
exact  figures,  whether  in  rupees  or  in 
sterling,  that  the  Government  bases  its 
proposal  upon  when  it  asks  us  to  agree 
to  thi.B  Vote.  The  Government  say  that 
the  adoption  of  this  scheme  will  enable 
them  to  economise  to  the  extent  of 
£36,000  a  year.  Well,  I  dcmar  to  that 
statement,     I  think  it  proceeds   upon  a 


fallacy — the  fallacy  that  because  a  certain 
half-year  s  accounts  of  the  company 
showed  so  small  a  margin  of  receipts  over 
working  expenses  that  the  Government 
had  tcj  pay  fur  that  half-year  a  large  sum 
of  money  to  meet  the  guarantee  interest, 
therefore  that  liability  is  certain  to  recur 
annually  for  999  yeiirs.  I  say  that  this 
is  a  fallacy,  and  I  base  my  objection  to  it 
on  the  accutintii  of  the  railw^ay  itself, 
from  which  I  find  that  so  far  from  such  an 
amount  of'nioney  heiug  required  in  a  nor- 
mal half-year,  no  such  sum  has  ever  been 
required  before,  and  it  often  happens  that 
the  earnings  of  the  railway  have  proved 
nearly  sufficient  to  meet  the  liability. 
Now,  Sir,  the  capital  expended  to  the 
3  Ist  December,  1888,  was  £4,695,000. 
For  that  year»  the  net  revenue^  after 
ptiying  working  expenses,  wa«  £160,000. 
The  amount  required  to  meet  the  guar- 
anteed ifitercsfc  on  the  capital  paid 
up  and  expended  was,  I  think,  £213,604. 
If  you  deduct  the  net  revenue  for  the 
3'ear  at  £160,000  from  the  total  guamn- 
teed  interest,  the  balance  for  which  the 
Government  is  really  I'esponsible  is  only 
£53,345.  I  do  not  know  the  rate  at 
which  the  Government  of  India  can 
borrow  money  in  the  London  Money 
Alarket  at  the  present  time  ;  but  taking 
the  account  for  the  year  1888 — the  last 
year  for  which  I,  at  any  mte,  have  been 
enabled  to  obtain  a  c<imp1ete  licconnt — 
it  is  perfectly  clear  that  it  reqxiires 
nothing  like  £5,000,000  to  meet  the 
liabilities.  I  think  the  sum  of  £1,700,000 
at  the  very  outside  would  amply  and 
adequat^idy  provide  any  funds  neces.sary 
to  secure  the  annual  income  fc^r  meeting 
any  liabilities  on  the  part  of  the  com- 
pany. If  the  Indian  Government  are 
able  to  raise  money  at  3  per  cent.,  you 
do  not  want  more  than  £1,750,000  to 
meet  this  liability.  Kow,  the  Govern- 
ment, for  some  reason  or  other,  have  ap- 
parently jumped  at  the  opportunity  of 
acting  under  the  terms  of  the  contract 
with  the  company,  and  have  givun 
notice  of  their  intention  to  }  urchase  the 
railway,  and  to  purchase  it  under  cir- 
cumstances which  are  abnormally  nn- 
favoumblc.  If  they  had  connidered  the 
amount  which  they  had  been  called  upon 
to  pay  ovev  and  above  the  n^t  I te venue 
during  the  last  10  years,  they  would  have 
found  that  they  did  not  require  anything 
like  the  amount  of  money  they  now  ask 
fur.     The  arrangement  as  to  price  wu3 
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entered  into  in  the  original  contract  in 
1874,  and  it  was  practically  the  same  as 
was  embodied  in  the  contract  with  the 
Carnatic  Company  16  or  18  years  before 
that.  When  the  Government  chooses,  at 
a  certain  period,  to  give  notice  to  buy  up 
the  line  on  the  average  of  three  years' 
price  of  the  share  capital,  is  it  not  perfectly 
plain  that  the  market  value  of  the  share 
capital  has  absolutely  nothing  whatsoever 
to  do  with  the  financial  history  of  the  line  ? 
Whether  the  line  is  m«s|cing  an  enor- 
mous fortune  or  whether  it  is  a  hopeless 
failure,  the  Government  guarantee  of  5 
per  cent,  will  always  keep  the  Stock  up  to 
the  figures  at  which  it  now  stands,  namely, 
131,  and  that  is  the  price  which  is  secured 
by  the  shareholders  whenever  they  wish 
to  part  with  their  shares.  In  the  case 
of  a  railway  which,  as  a  going  concern, 
pays  such  a  dividend  as  to  justify  a 
premium,  the  shareholder  gets  credit  for 
that.  Suppose  the  Indian  Government 
purchases  a  line,  which  is  very  successful 
as  a  business  concern,  you  will  be  in  the 
position  in  which,  if  you  had  not  pur- 
chased, and  the  company  had  gone  on 
working  the  line,  you,  as  a  Government, 
would  not  have  been  called  upon  to  pay 
a  single  farthing  in  respect  of  the 
guarantee  of  5  per  cent.;  and  in  such  a 
case  there  could  be  no  reason  for  asking 
the  House  to  make  an  advance  for  that 
purpose.  But  take  the  other  side  of 
the  question.  Suppose  the  line  is  in  a 
bad  commercial  condition.  Do  you  not 
see  that  you  los3  by  making  the  purchase, 
because  at  present  you  are  bound  only 
to  pay  the  5  per  cent.,  which  you  have 
guaranteed,  whereas  under  this  Bill  you 
are  not  only  going  to  make  a  capital 
payment  which  represents  a  liability  equal 
to  5  per  cent.,  but  you  are  also  taking 
upon  yourself  the  responsibility  of  work- 
ing a  commercial  concern  which  is  hope- 
lessly unsuccessful.  On  either  horn  of 
this  dilemma,  then,  it  appears  that  this 
proposal  of  the  Government  is  an  unwisa 
one.  So  far  as  the  shareholders  of  the  line 
are  concerned,  it  is  a  matter  of  supreme 
indifference  to  them  whether  or  not 
the  Government  buy  up  the  undertaking, 
for  they,  at  any  rate,  are  secure  of  5  per 
cent,  on  their  investment.  It  appears 
to  me,  on  tlte  grounds  I  have  stated,  that 
the  Government  are  making  u  very  great 
mistake,  and  I  invite  the  House  to  con- 
sider the  arguments  I  have  put  before  it. 
Those  arguments  have  not  been  met  by 
Mr.  A.  O'Connor 


any  statement  we  have  heard  from  the 
Under  Secretary  for  India.  I  agree  with 
the  observations  which  have  been  made 
with  regard  to  Guaranteed  Lines,  and  that 
to  continue  our  old  policy  as  to  them 
under  the  present  circumstances  would 
be  a  very  great  mistake.  It  may  have 
had  some  justification  for  the  past,  but 
there  is  no  doubt  that  the  real 
secret  of  success  in  railway  management 
is  the  incentive  to  personal  gain  and  to 
dividend  earning.  Only  the  other  day,  at 
the  meeting  of  the  Legislative  Council, 
the  Public  Works  Minister,  in  a  discussion 
on  the  Budget,  spoke  of  the  admirable 
example  set  by  certain  Indian  Railway 
Companies  which  did  not  ask  for 
guarantees  from  the  State.  I  believe  if 
the  Government  had  refused  to  buy  this 
line,  and  had  left  the  company  to  work 
it  under  the  strict  supervision  which  the 
State  is  authorised  to  exercise,  they  would 
have  caused  this  line,  which  has  been 
increasing  its  traflBc  (both  goods  and 
passengers)  for  the  last  five  or  six  years, 
to  have  earned  the  dividend  of  5  per 
cent,  for  itself ;  and*  if  the  company 
liad  failed  to  keep  the  line  in  repair,  if  it 
had  failed  in  any  way  to  do  its  duty,  the 
Government  would  have  had  it  in  their 
power,  under  the  Act  of  1874,  to  do  what 
repairs  wera  necessary  and  to  deduct  the 
cost  of  those  repairs  from  the  guaranteed 
interest.  I  very  much  doubt  whether 
the  Government  have  exercised  such  a 
power  in  any  case.  If  they  had,  I  am 
inclined  to  think  that  this  question  of 
buying  up  lines  would  never  have  arisen. 
I  invite  the  Committee  to  observe  this 
fact,  that  we  have  not  had  a  single  word 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the 
amount  or  condition  of  the  rolling  stock, 
as  to  the  condition  of  the  line,  or  as  to 
the  repairs  which  are  likely  to  be  required 
immediately  after  the  Government  takes 
over  the  concern.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  too,  has  not  mentioned  that 
there  is  to  remain  an  undischarged 
liability  of  ^£420,000  on  account  of  the 
Debenture  Bonds. 
♦Sir  J.  GORST  :  That  is  so.  The 
Debenture  Stock  is  irredeemable. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  :  There  are  De- 
bantu  re  Bonds  and  there  is  Debenttii^ 
Stock.  As  I  understand  it,  the  sum  of 
money  provided  for  in  the  Bill  will 
include  the  purchase  money  and  a 
capital  sum  of  £1,700,000  for  Deben- 
tures, which   are   to   be   paid  o£E  wheai 
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they  mature.  But  over  and  above  all, 
there  is  a  sum  of  JB420,000  which  is  to 
remain  as  a  charge  on  the  undertaking. 
Indeed,  it  is  very  difficult  to  make  out 
what  is  the  exact  liability  this  Bill 
rep  reseats.  We  do  not  know  the  amount 
of  liabilities  ahead,  or  the  condition  of 
the  line,  or  the  amount  and  condition  of 
the  rolling  stock.  Yet  these  are  points 
oil  which  the  Committee  might  reasonably 
hive  expected  information. 

*C4.48.)  Sib  J.  GORST :  I  think  the 
hoQ.  Member  is  mistaken  in  his  ideas  as 
to  the  supposad  disastrous  results  of 
this  proposal.  He  supposed  that  the 
railway  might  turn  out  to  be  an  ex- 
tremely bad  concern,  and  would  not  pay 
working  expenses.  Well,  the  Govern- 
ment in  such  a  case  would  not  be 
obliged  to  go  on  with  it.  But,  in  regard 
to  ttiis  particular  line,  there  is  no  pros- 
pjct  that  it  will  get  worse  than  it  is. 
What  is  the  state  of  things  now  ?  The 
Government  is  liable  to  pay  j£197,G00. 
Under  the  Bill  it  will  be  liable  to  pay 
£160,000,  or  a  saving  of  £36,800,  so 
that,  even  if  the  line  only  just  pays 
its  working  expenses,  £36,800  will  be 
saved  to  the  Indian  taxpayer.  But,  sup- 
posing the  line  turns  out  to  be  an  ex- 
tremely good  enterprise,  and  itself  pays 
not  only  the  guaranteed  interest,  but  has 
a  large  surplus  of  over  £200,000  beyond 
that  at  present,  the  Government,  under 
such  a  state  of  things,  would  be  relieved 
of  the  payment  of  the  guarantee,  but 
would  not  share  in  the  surplus. 

Mb.  a.  O  CONNOR :  Yet  the  Govern- 
ment is  entitled  to  a  half  share. 

*SiB  J.  GORST :  Yes ;  I  am  wrong  in 
that.  Bat  if  this  Bill  is  carried,  the 
Government  will  not  only  be  relieved  of 
the  payment  of  the  interest,  but  the 
£200,000  will  go  into  the  pockets  of  the 
taxpayers,  so  tbat  on  either  horn  of  the 
dilemma  the  Government  would  have 
been  a  gainer  by  the  transaction.  The 
hon.  Member  has  complained  that  I  have 
given  no  information  to  him  about  the 
condition  of  the  railway.  My  reason  for 
not  giving  it  to  him  is  that  such  in- 
formation is  not  relevant  to  the  ques- 
tion before  the  Committee.  If  it 
had  been  a  discretion  as  to  purchasing 
the  railway,  such  information  would  have 
been  extremely  relevant  and  would  have 
had  to  be  taken  into  consideration ;  but 
this  is  a  case  in  which  the  price  was  fixed 
many  years  since,  and  we  are  bound  to 


buy  at  that  price  or  not  to  buy  at  all.  It 
is  because  it  will  be  a  profitable  thing 
for  the  Indian  Revenue  to  purchase  the 
line  at  this  price  that  this  transaction  is 
submitted  to  the  Committee  for  approval, 
and  I  hope  that  this  Bill  will  now  be 
allowed  to  pass. 

(4.53.)  Mb.  a.  O'CONNOR :  I  thinlf: 
the  real  answer  of  the  Government 
to  the  criticisms  which  have  been 
advanced  is  to  be  found  in  the  closing 
words  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
The  Secretary  of  State  has  apparently 
gone  to  the  company  and  said,  "I  will  buy 
the  line."  He  has  entered  into  an  agree- 
ment, which  is  now  of  some  months 
standing,  for  the  purchase  of  the  line,  and 
whether  that  agreement  is  reasonable  or 
not — I  think  it  is  fatuously  foolish 
and  extravagant,  although  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  thinks  it  wise  and 
judicious — the  House  has  no  option  but 
to  pass  the  Bill,  and  is  merely  going 
through  a  pure  formality  in  doing  so. 
It  is  all  a  foregone  conclusion.  True,  it 
is  scarcely  a  dignified  position  for  this 
Committee  to  be  placed  in;  and  I  must 
complain  of  the  power  which  enables  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  enter  into  a  large 
negotiation  involving  the  expenditure  of 
millions  of  money  without  first  obtaining 
the  sanction  of  the  House. 

(4.55.)  Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL : 
I  ask  leave  to  withdraw  the  Amendment, 
because  I  am  satisfied,  that  on  the 
whole,  the  proposal  of  the  Government 
will  be  an  advantage  to  India.  But  I 
hope  we  shall  take  warning  from  the 
result  of  this  transaction  and  not  enter 
into  such  imprudent  engagements  in 
the  future. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clauses  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported  to  the  House  without 
Amendment.  ^ 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

SUPPLY— CIVIL  SERVICE   ESTIMATES. 
Considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Class  V. 
Motion  made,  and  ^Question  proposed, 
**  That  a  sum,  ..not  exceeding   £17.610,   be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  saiu 
necessary  to   defray   the  Charge   which   will 
come   in  course  of  payment   during  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1891,  for  the 


1115         Supply — Civil 


{COMMONS} 


Service  Estimates. 


1116 


Expensed  of  Variouft  Services  (other  than  Con- 
sular) in  connection  with  the  Suppression  of 
the  Slave  Trade,  and  the  Expenses  of  the 
Liberated  African  Department.*' 

(4.59.)  Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston) : 
This  is,  I  think,  one  of  the  most  unsatis- 
factory Votes  which  comes  before  the 
Committee.  The  object  sought  to  b3 
attained  by  the  expenditure  of  money  in 
this  direction  is  no  doubt  good,  but  the 
means  employed  to  bring  about  the 
object  have  been  of  a  most  unsatisfactory 
character.  The  Vote,  too,  appears  on  the 
Paper  without  practically  any  information 
being  provided  as  to  the  results  achieved 
by  t'lis  large  expenditure  of  money. 
In  addition  to  this,  I  would  point  out 
that  this  Vote  does  not  represent  the 
expenditure  incurred  in  the  suppression 
of  the  Slave  Trade.  As  it  is,  the  results 
are  very  small  indeed  considering  the 
loss  we  annually  sustain  in  Slave  Trade 
hunting  in  Africa,  and  the  vast  amount 
of  life  sacrificed  in  this  miserable  busi- 
ness. The  fact  is,  that  the  result  of  our 
whole  expenditure  is  only  about  130  to 
150  slaves  liberated  from  year  to  year. 
This  is  very  unsatisfactory  when  we 
remember  that  the  number  of  slaves 
we  liberate  only  amount  to  l-20th 
or^  l-30th  of  the  miserable  creatures 
cajtared  in  the  interior  of  Africa.  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Traasury  what  is  the  total  cost  we  incur 
in  the  suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade  on 
the  liast  Coast  of  Africa.  Of  course,  the 
expenditure,  properly  so-called,  is  stated 
herj  ;  but  I  want  to  know  what  is  the 
additional  cost  incurred  by  our  Navy  ? 
There  is  no  doubt  it  is  a  very  unsatisfac- 
tory work  for  the  Navy  to  perform,  and 
it  is  also  to  a  certain  extent  demoralising 
to  cur  men,  there  baing  constant  com- 
plaints of  the  service  that  has  to  be 
carried  on  upon  the  East  Coast  of  Africa. 
Besides  the  cost  to  which  our  Navy  is 
put  on  this  servicef  I  want  to  know  what 
results  are  shown  for  the  continuance  of 
this  sjstem;  also  what  causes  are  in  opera- 
tain  on  the  African  Coast  to  prevent  its 
being  worked  effectually;  what  nations 
there  are  whose  flags  still  cover  the 
Slave  Trade  ;  whether  France  is  still 
offering  obstructions  to  its  suppression ; 
or  whether  there  is  any  other  country 
whose  flag  is  being  abu^ed  in  a  similar 
manner  ?  1  also  want  to  know  what  has 
been  the  result  of  the  suppression  of 
domestic  slavery  at  Pemba?     I    would 


further  ask  is  it  not  possible  to  go 
j^bout  the  suppression  of  this  trade 
in  a  totally  different  fashion  ?  The  pre- 
sent system  is  practically  obsolete.  It 
is  a  relic  of  the  old  days  of  sailing 
vessels,  when  the  best  way  of  suppress- 
ing the  trade  was  by  sea  ;  but  those  days 
have  gone  by.  We  have  now  penetrated 
the  interior  of  Africa,  and  we  know  how 
slave-hunting  is  managed.  From  all  that 
is  told  to  me  by  people  who  understand 
the  subject  we  shall  do  more  for  the 
suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade,  and  at  a 
much  less  cost,  if  we  take  up  a  position 
in  the  interior  and  stop  the  trade  at  its 
sourc3 — that  is  to  say,  if  we  were  to  take 
up  positions  on  the  main  caravan  routes, 
and  stop  the  trade  along  those  routes. 
The  advantage  of  this  plan  would  be 
that,  even  if  the  present  amount  of  the 
trade  continued,  we  should  save  the 
enormous  expenditure  of  life  which  is  at 
present  incurred  in  carrying  the  slaves 
from  the  interior  to  the  coast.  I  regard 
this  as  an  important  matter,  and  I  am 
confirmed  in  my  view  by  Commander 
Cameron,  who  states,  in  an  article  con- 
tributed to  one  of  the  Reviews,  that  it  is 
quite  possible,  by  establishing  military 
stations  along  the  lines  of  route  from 
the  Great  Lakes,  to  stop  the  caravans, 
whicli  he  says  could  be  done  for  from 
£50,000  to  £70,000  per  annum.  I  do 
hope  that  the  Foreign  Office,  looking  not 
so  much  at  the  importance  of  the  English 
trade  with  Africa  as  ft  the  importance 
of  effectually  suppressing  the  Slave  Trade, 
will  not  let  the  so-called  understanding 
between  ourselves  and  Germany  as  to 
the  sphere  of  action  of  the  two  Powers 
remain  in  its  present  unsatisfactory  state. 
The  Great  African  Lakes  are  of  the  first 
importance  in  the  consideration  of  this 
question.  Who  is  to  be  master  of  those 
lakes?  That  is  a  point  which  is  still 
undecided ;  and  although  we  are  told 
that  Germany  has  undertaken  not  to  do 
anything  outside  her  own  sphere  of 
interest,  which  is  almost  defined  with 
regard  to  the  Great  Lakes,  I  say  that  in 
the  interests  of  Africa,  which  is  being 
depopulated  at  the  rate  of  about 
2,000,000  a  year,  it  is  time  we  came 
to  some  understanding  with  Germany 
as  to  who  should  be  in  a  position  to 
go  to  those  lakes,  and  so  tap  and  destroy 
the  Slave  Trade  at  its  main  source.  Or, 
at  any  rate,  if  we  cannot  come  to  an 
understanding    as     to    who    should    be 
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master,  why  cannot  we  come  to  an  under- 
standing as  to  why  we  should  not  work 
with  Germany  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
the  Great  Lakes,  just  as  we  have  come  to 
an  understanding  with  Germany  as  to 
the  suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade  on 
the  ssa-coast  ?  If  something  is  not  done 
in  the  way  of  such  an  understanding 
with  the  great  Power  which,  with  our- 
selves, is  becoming  a  predominant  power 
in  that  part  of  the  world,  it  m^vy  happen 
that  if  the  Slave  Trade  is  allowed  to  go 
on,  when  we  come  to  deal  with  those 
lake  districts  we  may  find  that  instead 
of  a  trade  being  open  t  ^  us  there,  there 
will  be  nothing  but  a  desert,  which  will 
be  of  no  use  to  ?bnybody.  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  move  a  reduction  of  the  Vote  ; 
but  I  do  hope  that  the  Government  will 
take  up  this  question  in  a  more  masterly 
and  businesslike  way  than  has  hitherto 
b^en  the  case.  I  cannot  but  think  we 
are  muddling  away  a  great  deal  of 
money  with  but  little  or  no  result.  If 
the  Government  will  only  adopt  the 
suggestion  I  have  made  as  to  occupying 
stations  in  the  interior  along  the  route 
to  the  Great  Lakes,  I  believe  they  will 
do  away  with  at  least  nine-tenths  of  the 
horrors  which  are  constantly  occurring 
in  the  conveyance  of  slaves  to  the  coast. 

(5.10.)  Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL 
(Liverpool,  Kirkdale) :  Although  1  do 
not  believe  we  have  done  all  we 
could  in  the  suppression  of  the 
Slave  Trade,  I  believe  we  have  done 
a  great  deal  of  good,  and  I  trust 
that  the  Government  may  see  their 
way  to  support  any  operations  it  may 
be  seemed  desirable  to  take  in  the 
interior  of  Africa  for  the  suppression  of 
this  traffic  at  its  source.  I  venture 
to  think  that  it  is  beyond  the  power  of 
the  Government  to  establish  military 
stations  in  the  interior  of  Africa ;  never 
theless,  I  hope  they  will  support  the 
many  endeavours  now  being  made  to 
open  up  that  great  Continent  for  the 
introduction  of  commerce  and  other 
civilising  influences  which  will  tend  to 
stop  this  infamous  traflBc  at  its  source. 

(5.12.)  Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  Ide- 
sire  to  support  the  argument  urged  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Preston 
(Mr.  Hanbury),  and  in  doing  so  I  have  to 
state  that  I  was  about  the  first  Member 
of  this  House  to  attack  the  principle  on 
which  the  sup^jression  of  the  Slave  Trade 
wi\s  carried  on  by  this  country,  and  the 


mode  in  which  the  work  of  suppression 
was  administered.  Three  or  four  years 
ago  I  pointed  out  that,  in  my  judgment, 
as  far  as  I  could  gather  from  the  books 
I  had  studied  on  the  subject,  the  system 
carried  on  by  the  British  Government 
in  attempting  to  put  down  the  Slave 
Trade  by  the  employment  of  British 
cruisers  on  the  African  Coast,  instead  of 
being  the  means  of  suppressing  that 
trade,  had  only  had  the  effect  of  increas- 
ing and  intensifying  it.  On  that  occasion 
I  did  not  receive  the  support  of  a  single 
Member  of  the  Committee  of  this 
House,  and  the  consequence  has  been 
that  I  have  not  brought  the  subject 
forward  since.  It  is  now  more  than  15 
years  since  Dr.  Schweinfurth,  one  of  the 
greatest  travellers  in  the  slave  districts 
of  Africa,  pointed  out  that  the  efficiency 
of  tlie  British  cruisers  in  the  Ked  Sea 
for  the  suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade 
was  absolutely  illusory ;  and  he  also  gave 
fall  details  of  the  sufferings  to  which  the 
slaves  were  subjected,  and  the  methods 
by  which  they  were  captured  by  the 
Arab  traders.  The  result  of  his  informa- 
tion was  that,  so  far  from  our  diminishing 
the  evils  inflicted  on  the  slaves,  for 
every  slave  brought  down  to  the  coast 
and  captured  by  the  British  cruisers 
probably  two  or  tliree  slaves  were  cap- 
turedfrom  the  interior  of  Africa  to  supply 
the  places  of  those  who  were  thus  re- 
leased. It  is  manifest  that  there  are  only 
two  ways  of  interfering  with  the  Slave 
Trade  in  a  manner  likely  to  prove 
effectual  in  diminishing  the  sufferings 
the  slaves  have  now  to  undergo.  In  the 
first  place,  you  must  stop  the  supplies  of 
these  slaves  at  the  sources  whence  they 
are  obtained,  or,  in  the  next  place,  you 
must  stop  the  bringing  down  of  the  men 
en  route  ;  because  so  long  as  you  have  an 
increased  demand  for  slaves,  and  as  long 
as  the  Arab  traders  have  an  interior 
field  to  operate  on  in  providing  the 
supply,  the  only  result  of  our  interfer- 
ence in  the  conveyance  of  those  poor 
creatures  from  the  coast  will  be  that  for 
every  slave  we  intercept  and  set  at 
liberty  the  Arab  traders  will  obtain  an 
increased  number  to  supply  the  loss. 
Probably,  for  every  slave  delivered  in 
the  slave  markets  of  Arabia,  as  many  as 
10,  or  probably  15,  will  be  killed  or 
destroyed  on  their  way  down  from  the 
interior  ;  and  therefore  it  seems  useless 
to  expect  that  we  can  suppress  this  in- 
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famous  trade  by  dealing  with  it  in  the 
way  we  have  adopted.     It  is  a  perfectly 
illusory  and    useless  method,    and  I  go 
further,  and  say  it  is  mischievous.     You 
have  three  or  four  cruisers  in  the  Red 
Sea,  and  there  is  a  considerable  loss  of 
life,  even  to  British  sailors.     It  is  a  most 
unhealthy    region    in    which    to    keep 
British  sailors.     As  a  result  of  the  pre- 
sence of  these  cruisers,  you  have  nothing 
but  an  increased  loss  of  life  and  addi- 
tional  suffering  to  the  negroes  of  Cen- 
tral Africa.     It  has   been  said  by   the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  that  he  would 
desire   to   see  the  Government  support 
a     movement     by     the     German     and 
other  Governments  in  favour  of  stopping 
the  Slave  Trade.     In  my  judgment,  the 
first  step  towards  concerted  action  is  to 
get  rid  of  the  sham,  and  let  the  public 
know  that  no  honest  attempt  has  been 
made  to  put  down  the  trade.     After  15 
or  20  years  in  the   Red  Sea,  you  have 
not  made  the  smallest  impression  on  the 
trade,    nor  saved   the    life    of    a   single 
negro.     It  would  be  a  good  thing  to  drop 
this  Vote  out  of  the   Estimates,  on  the 
general   principle    that   it   is   wrong    to 
waste  money.     But   there  is  the  higher 
object  of  bringing  home  to  the  public  of 
England   that   no   serious    and    earnest 
effort  has  been  made  to  put  a  stop  to  this 
trade,  which  is  a  blot  and  disgrace  to  the 
whole  of  the  civilised  world.    Nothing 
is  more  certain  than  that  a  fourth  of  the 
cost  lavished  on  useless  wars  would  have 
sufficed  to  stamp  out  this   trade  in  six 
months.     Eastern  Africa  is  in  a  peculiar 
position.     The  hon.  Member  is  not  pre- 
pared   to   put    military   posts    into    the 
interior  of  Africa.     I  do  not  suppose  he 
is,  because  Prince  Bismarck  would  not 
allow  it.     We  are  informed  that  we  have 
got  one  of  the  greatest  Foreign  Ministers 
England  ever  possessed.     I  do  not  pre- 
tend to  be  very  well  versed  in  foreign 
affairs  ;  but  all  I  know  is  that,  wherever 
you  go  in  Africa  and  Australia,  the  people 
living  there  appear  to  think  that  we  cannot 
move  without  the  sanction  of  Germany. 
In  Samoa  it  was  so,  and  it  was  the  same 
thing  in  New  Guinea.     And  if  England 
stands  by  in  Eastern  Africa,  it  is  that  by 
some  mysterious  bargain,  the  details  of 
which   we   do   not  know,    that   part   of 
Africa  is  under  the   control   of   Prince 
Bismarck,     in      pursuance      of      what 
is    known  in  America  as   the    "  Deal." 
I      hope      the      German     people     will 
Mr.  Dillon 


make  a  better  use  of  their  power  than 
the  English  people  have  done,  and  that 
they  will  deal  with  this  trade,  having  the 
English  people,  if  it  be  necessary,  to  assist 
them  in  their  efforts.  Still,  I  think,  it 
would  be  the  best  way  to  open  the  eyes 
of  the  people  of  England  to  the  truth  of 
this  question,  if  this  Vote  were  removed 
from  the  Estimates,  letting  them  know 
frankly  that  the  day  has.  gone  by  for 
their  cruisers  in  the  Red  Sea.  If  you  do 
that,  you  will  take  a  great  step  towards 
inducing  the  English  people  to  take  up 
this  question  in  a  really  earnest  manner. 

*(5.22.)  The  UNDER  SECRETARY 
roR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J. 
Fergusson,  Manchester,  N.E.)  :  Sir,  I  will 
offer  some  considerations  to  the  House, 
why  it  is  undesirable  at  this  moment  to 
enter  upon  an  extended  debate  of  the 
policy  of  suppressing  the  Slave  Trade,  or 
upon  the  further  measures  which  may 
be  thought  desirable  to  give  effect  to 
that  object.  The  Committee  will 
remember  that  there  is  at  this  moment  ^ 
Conference  of  nearly  all  the  Powers  of  the 
world  sitting  at  Brussels,  on  the  initiation 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  to  con- 
sider this  very  matter.  Every  possible 
suggestion  that  experience  can  suggest 
for  more  effectively  suppressing  this 
devastating  trade  is  now  being  considered 
by  selected  experts  from  all  the  nations 
of  the  world.  Every  practicable  sugges- 
tion will  be  considered  with  the  greatest 
possible  advantage.  The  suggestion  of 
my  hon.  Friend  below  the  Gangway 
must  occur  to  persons  who  are  at  all  con- 
versant with  the  history,  and  especially 
the  recent  history,  of  the  Slave  Ti-ade. 
It  must  be  evident  that  you  only  palliate, 
if  in  some  respects  you  do  not  aggravate, 
the  horrors  of  the  Slave  Trade  if  you 
merely  cut  it  down  on  the  seaboard, 
leaving  almost' untouched  the  area  of  its 
origin.  Our  information  has  brought 
closely  to  our  knowledge  the  manner  in 
which  the  slaves  are  brought  to  the 
East  Coast  of  Africa.  They  are  used  as 
porters  for  the  conveyance  of  valuable 
merchandise  for  export.  It  is  only  the 
miserable  remnants  of  the  caravans,  ttiat 
have  traversed  hundreds  of  miles  to  the 
seaboard,  who,  if  opportunity  offers,  at^ 
put  on  board  some  vessel  and  transported 
to  the  markets  of  Zanzibar  and  different 
parts  of  Asia.  The  hon.  Member  hj6A 
said  that  we  do  no  good  by  onr  operationii 

to  put  down  the  maritime  Slave  Trade ; 
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but  it  is  a  fact  that  since  the  British  and 
German  s(|uadrons  have  been  operating 
m  these  seaa  the  Slave  Trade  ha^  there 
ceased*  Great  efforts  have  been  made,  for 
a  long  series  of  years,  by  Her  Majesty's 
Navy  U)  put  down  the  Slave  Trade,  bat  I 
have  always  admitted  that  we  do  not 
strike  the  evil  at  its  roots  in  employing 
these  measares.  But  I  cannot,  on  that 
k^rouud^  agree  that  those  measures  ought 
be  abandoned  ;  but,  undoubtedly,  it  is 
a  reason  why  we  ought  to  take  some 
further  measures,  if  possible,  t)  save  the 
remnant  of  the  people  who,  at  this 
moment,  are  b^ing  s:>  extensively^  scourged 
and  destroyed  by  this  iniquitous  trade 
that  thousands  of  square  miles  of  territory 
tare  abso I u te  ly  de  vtis tated .  As  to  t h  e  e  s tab- 
[lishment  of  military  Ports  on  the  Lakes, 
"the  Committee  will  at  once  recognise  the 
the  difficulty  of  establLahl ng  them  withnut 
a  bai^e,  while  for  their  rL4ief  you  might  ht^ 
led  into  undertaking  militiry  expeditions 
of  uuknown  magnitude.  It  is  exactly 
to  check  the  progress  of  the  Slave  Tratle 
in  Africa,  by  the  adoption  of  measures 
^additional  to  those  in  use  on  the  seaboard, 
that  this  Conference  in  Brussels  is 
sitting.  Therefore,  I  venture  to  think 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  in  promoting 
that  Conference,  have  taken  the  beet 
means  of  ascertaining  how  to  deal 
with  this  trade,  seeing  that,  hitherto, 
the  efforts  of  this  country  have  been 
applied  to  only  a  small  part  of  Africa. 
The  hon*  Member  asked  what  Powers 
permitted  the  Slave  Trade  to  be  carried 
on.  I  know  of  none.  The  French  have 
consistently  refused  to  allow  their  ships 
to  be  searclied  by  the  ships  of  other 
nations,  but^  in  recent  years,  the  extensive 
granting  of  licences  by  agenfa  abroad 
have  ,bv?en  stopped,  the  abuse  has 
been  rectified,  and  French  vessels  are 
not  now  Bailing,  under  cover  of  the  French 
tlag,  to  prosecute  the  Slave  Trade.  T  do 
not  think  there  are  any  other  remarks 
^  on  the  general  question  which  I  need 
f  offerto  the  Committee.  I  venture  to  think 
the  Committee  will  not  draw  back  from 
the  work  this  country  has  for  many 
years  pursued,  for  which  it  has  made 
such  great  sacrifices,  and  in  which  it  is 
now  honourably  engaged  in  concert  with 
the  other  nations  of  Europe. 

(5.3-2.)  Commander  BETHELL  (York, 
B,H»,  Holderness) :  I  should  have  thought 
that  some  discussion  on  this  Vote  would 
have  tended  to  strengthen  the  hands  of 


the  Government*  I  am  bound  to  say  I 
have  long  thought  that  our  present 
methods  of  suppressing  the  Slave  Trad*' 
on  the  East  Coast  of  Africa  have  done 
very  little  good.  On  the  West  Coast  we 
were  extremely  successful,  but  on  the 
East  Coast  the  circumstances  arc  quite 
different.  The  vessels  employed  in  the 
trade  are  small,  and  can  easily  escape  the 
observation  of  our  cruisers.  I  do  not 
desire  to  get  rid  of  the  cruisers,  however, 
because,  altliough  I  do  not  think  they 
do  much  good,  I  should  hardly  like  to 
say  that  th»^y  do  none.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  put  hie 
hand  on  the  sore  wlien  he  said  that  the 
large  amount  of  the  Slave  Trade  arose 
from  the  necessity  of  carrying  ivory  to  the 
coast.  If  roads  were  made  tor  the  traders 
you  would  get  rid  of  a  great  deal  of  the  ' 
Slave  Trade  in  East  Africa.  In  the  last 
few  years  part  of  Africa  has  been  very 
much  opened  up,  and  the  result  is  that 
what  I  may  call  the  centre  of  gmvity  of 
the  Slave  Tnvle  has  been  removed  very 
much  to  the  north^to  the  neighbour- 
hood of  the  Victoria  Nyanza.  I  do  not 
think  there  would  bo  any  serious  diffi- 
culty in  establishing  military  forts  on 
the  Lakes,  but  I  do  not  think  that  would 
bo  the  true  way  of  suppressing  the  trade.  I 
believe  the  true  way  is  to  encoui*age  the 
opening  out  of  the  country,  and  t4>  try 
and  get  animals  t»f  some  sort  that  will  do 
the  work  of  tranaprirt  more  cheaply  than 
the  8 hives  do  it.  No  doubt ^  in  Ituth  the 
German  and  British  spheres  of  intluencc, 
a  great  step  has  been  made  in  stopping 
the  trade  by  opening  up  the  country. 

{5M.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  quite 
accept  the  view  of  the  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  that  we  cannot  go  into 
this  most  difficult  question  of  the  Slave 
Trade  at  a  time  when  a  Conference  is 
sitting  on  the  subject.  I  may  say,  how- 
ever, I  do  not  think  the  establishment  of 
military  forts  in  the  interior  of  Africa  is 
so  easy  a  thing  aa  the  hon.  Member 
seems  to  think,  and  I  consider  that  the 
only  alternative  to  our  present  policy  is 
the  occupation  of  large  tracts  of  country. 
I  confess  I  notice  with  some  regret  that, 
iti  the  coui*8e  of  his  travels,  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Moyo  (Mr.  J.  Dillon) 
seems  to  have  inherited  a  large  amount 
of  Jingoism,  as  was  evidenced  by  his 
remarks  roBjiecting  the  Germans  in  East 
Africa.  I  wish  to  call  attention,  how- 
ever, to  a  more  pi-acticttl  subject  in  con- 
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nection  with  this  Vote.  £16,000  out  of 
the  £26,000  seem  to  me  to  have  no  con- 
nection with  slavery  whatever.  It  is  the 
amount  of  a  subsidy  to  the  British  India 
Steam  Navigation  Company  for  a  mail  ser- 
vice to  Zanzibar.  I  do  not  know  why  this 
is  put  in  the  Slave  Vote,  because  it  cer- 
tainly has  no  direct  connection  whatever 
with  the  Slave  Trade.  It  seems,  however, 
that  it  is  a  very  easy  way  of  getting  the 
item  through  by  putting  it  under  the 
Slave  Vote.  The  suppression  of  the  Slave 
Trade  is  an  object  which  will  justify  almost 
anything  in  the  eyes  of  the  people  of  this 
country.  I  observe  that  the  British 
India  Steam  Navigation  Company  is  very 
intimately  connected  with  the  East 
African  Company,  and  it  seems  to  me 
that  this  item  in  the  Vote  is  something 
very  like  an  indirect  subsidy  to  the  East 
African  Company.  I  want  to  understand 
why  tho  amount  appears  in  this  Vote, 
and  what  is  the  nature  of  the  subsidy. 
I  also  want  to  know  why  they  contracted 
so  much  with  the  British  India  Steam 
Navigation  Company  for  service  on  the 
East  Coast  of  Africa.  I  want  to  know  if 
the  East  African  Company,  or  any  other 
Companies,  are  to  pay  anything  towards 
this  Contract  Service  1 

*(5.41.)  The  SECRETARY  to  the 
TREASURY  (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.)  : 
The  reason  the  subsidy  paid  to  this  Com- 
pany appears  under  this  Vote  is,  because  it 
has,  for  many  years,  so  appeared.  I  admit 
the  justice  of  the  hon.  Member's  criticism, 
and  I  suppose  the  explanation  is  that 
wlien  the  contract  was  made  many  years 
ago  it  was  found  that  the  mail  service 
was  of  great  assistance  in  keeping  up 
regular  communications,  and  thereby 
checking  the  Slave  Trade.  The  contract 
has  been  presented  to  the  House,  and  an 
explanation  of  it  will  soon  be  made,  when 
hon.  Members  will  have  an  opportunity 
of  discussing  it.  The  companies  referred 
to  do  not  contribute  to  the  subsidy. 

*(5.43.)  Sir  JOHN  KENNAWAY 
(Devon,  Honiton)  :  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  behind  me  pointed  out  the 
great  benefit  of  communications  by  land 
for  the  putting  down  of  the  Slave  Trade. 
When  this  subsidy  was  first  granted 
there  was  no  question  whatever  of 
opening  up  Africa  by  land,  but  since 
that  time  we  have  made  a  considerable 
advance,  and  we  know  now  that  there  is 
a  fair  prospect,  through  the  "  spheres  of 
influence  "  and  the  German  and  English 
Sir  G.  Caynphdl 


Companies, of  opening  up  Africa  by  land. 
Formerly  there  was  no  regular  communi- 
ca'ion  with  Zanzibar  at  all,  and  one  of  the 
recommendations  of  the  Committee,  which 
sat  nearly  15  years  ago — and  which  I 
had  the  honour  of  serving  on — was  that 
the  best  way  of  putting  down  the  Slave 
Trade  was  by  encouraging  legitimate 
commerce,  and  that  commerce  along  that 
coast  would  be  encouraged  if  a  subsidy 
were  granted  to  a  steamship  company,  so 
that  there  might  be  a  regular  communi- 
cation. This  was  unanimously  agreed 
to,  and  thought  a  very  practical  measure 
at  that  time.  Whether  it  may  be 
necessary  any  longer  I  cannot  say.  I 
suppose  the  contract  is  entered  into  for  a 
considerable  time,  and  I  can  conceive  it 
possible  that  when  it  comes  to  an  end  it 
may  be  advisable  to  reconsider  its  con- 
tinuance. 
*(5.46.)  Sir  ROPER  LETHBRIDGE 
(Kensington,  N.)  :  I  quite  agree  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under 
Secretary  that  the  present  moment  is 
inopportune  for  the  discussion  of  any 
general  measures  for  the  suppression  of 
the  Slave  Trade,  as  the  Conference 
is  still  sitting.  But  since  such  a  strong 
expression  of  opinion  on  the  subject  has 
been  put  forward  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Mayo,  and  the  point  has  also  been 
dwelt  on  by  other  hon.  Members,  1  do 
think  it  is  only  right  that  thos3  who  think 
differently  should  put  forward  an  equally 
strong  expression  of  opinion.  I  do  not  at 
all  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  that  no 
honest  attempt  has  been  made  by  this 
country  to  suppress  the  Slave  Trade  on 
the  East  Coast  of  Africa  and  in  the  Red 
Sea.  I  think  a  considerable  amount  of 
success  has  attended  our  efforts,  and  I  am. 
quite  certain  of  this,  that  public  opinion 
in  this  country  will  never  sanction — at 
least  not  in  our  time — the  course  of 
policy  recommended  by  the  hon.  Member, 
that  of  abandoning  these  attempts  to 
put  down  the  Slave  Trade.  At  the  same 
time,  I  am  free  to  confess  that  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Preston  possibly  does  go  a  little  too  far. 
The  establishment  of  military  posts  up 
in  the  interior  of  Africa  would,  clearly, 
involve  this  country  in  very  serious  re- 
sponsibilities, to  an  extent  to  which  we 
cannot  quite  see  the  conclusion.  I  think 
our  true  policy  in  this  matter  is  to  support 
the  pioneers  of  civilisation  in  Africa — to 
give    our    moral    support    to    the  Mis- 
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sionaries,  and  the  commercial  companies 
and  traders  who  venture  into  these 
regions.  It  may  occasionally  be  ne- 
cessary for  that  moral  support  to  take 
the  form  of  military  expeditions.  It 
always,  of  course,  involves  naval  opera- 
tions. Beyond  that  I  do  not  think  the 
public  would  support  the  Government  in 
going.  But  I  am  quite  certain  that  public 
opinion  would  not  support  any  abandon- 
ment of  the  measures  now  taken. 

(5.47.)  Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (North- 
ampton)  :  The  Financial  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  seems  to  me  to  put  the  cart 
before  the  horse,  for  he  proposes  that  we 
should  first  vote  the  money  and  then 
take  into  consideration  the  terms  of  the 
contract.  I  apprehend  that  the  contract 
is  a  new  one,  under  fresh  terms,  for  I  see 
that  last  year  we  voted  £6,870,  with  a 
Supplementary  Vote  of  £3,000,  and  that 
this  year  we  are  to  vote  £16,000.  I  do 
hope  that  after,  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  that  this  contract  only  appears 
under  the  Slave  Trade  Vote  becausa  it 
always  has  done  so,  in  another  year  we 
shall  not  find  these  Estimates  arranged 
in  such  a  form  as  to  deceive  the  country, 
making  it  believe  that  this  money  is 
spent*  in  the  suppression  of  the  Slave 
Trade,  whereas  it  is  expended  for  other 
purposes.  The  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  said  it  was  undesir- 
able that  we  should  enter  into  a  discus- 
sion of  this  Vote  at  the  present  moment. 
Well,  I  never  yet  heard  any  proposal  to 
enter  into  a  debate  on  any  Estimate 
which  was  not  met  by  the  Minister  in 
charge  of  the  Estimate  explaining  that 
under  other  circumstances  the  debate 
would  be  desirable  and  legitimate,  but 
that  under  present  circumstances  it  was 
neither  the  one  nor  the  other.  Why 
does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  it  is 
undesirable  to  discuss  this  matter  now  ?  It 
is  because  there  is  at  the  present  moment 
a  Conference  sitting  on  he  question. 
I  should  have  thought  the  fact  that  a 
Conference  is  now  sitting  at  Brussels  on 
the  subject  of  the  Slave  Trade  would 
make  the  present  discussion  particularly 
appropriate,  as  Ministers  would  desire 
to  receive  suggestions  from  Members  for 
the  assistance  of  the  Conference.  I  do 
not  approve  of  the  suggestion  to  establish 
forts  in  Africa,  as  that  course  has  always 
been  followed  by  the  annexation  of  the 
surrounding  country,  and  I  have  always 


thought  that  King  Theodore  explained 
the  thing  pretty  clearly  when  he 
said — 

**  I  understand  your  civilised  countries.  You 
send  to  us  first  your  missionaries,  then  consuls 
to  look  after  the  missionaries,  and  then  armies 
to  look  after  your  consuls— and  what  becomes  of 
the  poor  African  ?" 

I  do  not  think  anything  would  be  gained, 
so  far  as  the  Africans  are  concerned,  by 
the  establishment  of  these  forts.  The 
specific  complaint  is  that  money  is  wasted 
by  the  attempt  to  put  down  slavery  in 
the  Red  Sea.  When  we  first  went  to 
Suakin  the  plea  was — though  we  have 
changed  it  a  dozen  times  since — that  it 
was  necessary  to  undertake  the  expe- 
dition in  order  to  suppress  the  transport 
cf  slaves  from  Africa  to  Arabia.  We 
expended  millions  then,  and  have 
expended  millions  since,  but  all  to 
no  purpose,  so  far  as  I  can  make  out. 
Where  on  earth  do  the  slaves  go  to  ?  A 
certain  number  come  down  to  the  coast  as 
porters,  and  then  go  back.  We  utilise 
their  labour.  The  fact  that  Stanley,  who 
was  sent  to  relieve  Emin  Pasha,  employed 
many  slaves  in  his  expedition  makes  it 
diflBcult  for  the  people  of  Africa  to  be- 
lieve that  we  really  wish  to  put  a  stop 
to  the  Slave  Trade.  If  we  did  away  with 
the  slave  markets  in  Turkey,  Asia 
Minor,  Arabia,  and  Egypt,  there  would 
be  no  profit  left  for  those  who  took  the 
slaves  across  the  Red  Sea.  It  is  im- 
possible to  prevent  slaves  from  being 
transported  across,  seeing  that  it  is  not 
like  a  wide  ocean  which  takes  days  or 
weeks  to  cross.  We  are  ready  to 
spend  money  for  the  suppression  of 
the  Slave  Trade,  but  we  want  to 
spend  it  to  the  best  advantage. 
It  is  impossible  to  prevent  it  by  the 
measures  we  at  present  adopt,  and  we 
ought  to  consider  whether  there  are  not 
some  practical  means  of  laying  out  our 
money  to  better  advantage  than  we  do  at 
present.  The  system  we  now  have  in 
practice,  it  seems  to  me,  has  proved,  to 
all  intents  and  purposes,  almost  entirely 
ineffectual  for  suppressing  the  trade  in 
slaves  across  the  Red  Sea. 

*(5.50.)  Mr.  J.  MACLEAN  (Oldham)  : 
I  was  glad  to  learn  from  the  statement  of 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  that  if  we 
pass  this  Vote  to-day  we  shall  have 
another  opportunity  of  discussing  the  en- 
larged expenditure  that  is  to  be  granted 
for  the  Mail  Service  of  the  British  Indian 
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Company.  My  recollection  is  that  this 
Service  was  first  suggested  by  Sir  Bartle 
Frere,  when  he  went  on  a  Mission  to 
Zanzibar.  He  said  it  would  be  one  of 
the  most  effectual  means  of  substituting 
legitimate  commerce  for  the  illegitimate 
commerce  known  as  the  Slave  Trade. 
The  extension  of  this  expenditure  raises 
a  serious  question  of  policy,  because  it  is 
pretty  well-known  that  the  leading  men 
of  the  British  Indian  Company  are  also 
the  principal  directors  of  the  East 
African  Company  that  has  obtained  the 
Charter  giving  it  such  large  powers  in 
Eastern  Africa.  I  think  the  House 
OJght  to  know  a  good  deal  more  about 
the  working  of  these  Chartered  Com- 
panies, and  the  powers  they  possess,  and 
the  extent  to  which  this  House  is  pre- 
pared to  back  them  up,  than  we  have  yet 
had  an  opportunity  of  learning.  We 
know  there  is  not  only  the  East  African 
Company,  but  the  South  African  Com- 
pany, who  have  obtained  a  Charter.  Are 
these  Companies  formed  merely  for  the 
purpose  of  putting  down  the  Slave  Trade, 
or  to  what  extent  do  their  powers  go  ? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Preston  has 
suggested  that  England  should  establish 
a  chain  of  military  posts  from  Zanzibar 
right  up  to  the  Nile,  but  I  do  not  think 
that  a  country  which  a  very  few  years 
ago  abandoned  Khartoum  would  be  likely 
to  approve  a  policy  of  that  kind.  But  it 
seems  to  me  that  if  these  chartered  com- 
panies are  allowed  to  go  on  with  their 
operations  we  may  be  committed  to 
serious  responsibilities  in  both  East  and 
South  Africa  before  we  realise  fairly 
what  we  are  doing.  It  is  the  tendency 
of  this  country  to  commit  these  large 
powers  to  these  companies,  in  order  to 
avoid  fixing  responsibility  on  the 
Government  itsdlf,  and  having  to  undergo 
the  ordeal  of  criticism  in  this  House.  But 
we  know  from  the  history  of  our  diffi- 
culties in  the  past  how  conflicts  have 
arisen. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber  is  getting  astray  very  wide  of  the 
Vote. 

*Mr.  J.  MACLEAN  :  I  will  stray  no 
further.  Sir,  and  was  only  led  so  far  by 
remarks  made  in  debate.  I  will  only 
say  that  I  think  it  is  desirable  we  should 
clearly  understand  what  powers  these 
companies  possess,  and  the  position  in 
which  they  may  ultimately  land  this 
country. 

Mr.  J,  Maclean 


*(6.2.)  Sib  R.  TEMPLE  (Worcester, 
Evesham)  :  In  a  very  few  words  I  ven- 
ture to  express  an  earnest  hope  that  the 
Government  will  not  relax  their  efforts 
in  the  slightest  degree  for  the  suppres- 
sion of  the  Slave  Trade  in  the  Red  Sea, 
notwithstanding  what  has  been  said  by 
some  hon.  Members  opposite.  It  may  be 
true  that  those  efforts  have  not  yet  been 
successful  in  accomplishing  their  end, 
but  certainly  they  do  operate  as  a  check 
upon  that  most  inhuman  traffic.  I 
admit  that  the  faciUties  for  transporting 
slaves  from  Africa  to  Arabia  causes  our 
operations  to  be  evaded  and  eluded,  but  we 
ought  to  do  what  we  can,  even  though  our 
exertions  do  not  meet  with  all  the  success 
for  which  we  might  hope.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  was  quite  right 
when  he  said  it  was  to  the  markets  of  the 
Slave  Trade  that  we  must  look.  The 
market  in  Egypt,  I  am  glad  to  say,  is 
rapidly  closing,  and  I  trust  that  that  at 
Constantinople  will  soon  be  closed.  But 
there  is  one  very  prominent  market 
which,  I  am  afraid,  will  be  more 
difficult  to  deal  with,  namely,  Jeddah, 
which  is  the  seaport  in  the  Red  Sea 
for  Mecca,  and  the  point  at  which  pilgrims 
from  India  debark  when  they  go  to  Mecca. 
However,  we  have  a  Consul  at  Jeddah 
and  therefore  we  have  some  means 
of  supervision  and  of  acquiring  know- 
ledge as  •to  the  progress  of  the  Slave 
Trade  in  that  market.  I  remember 
once  taking  part  in  the  development  of 
that  Consulate.  Still,  I  must  remind 
the  House  that  too  much  must  not  be 
expected  from  any  supervision  of  that 
kind  by  us.  For  the  jurisdiction  there 
is  not  ours,  but  is  nominally  Turkish. 
If  we  had  the  authority  there  we  might 
strike  a  blow  at  the  Arabian.  Still,  we 
may  exercise  influence.  If  we  make 
the  most  of  our  opportunities  we  may 
do  something,  at  all  events,  to  bring 
the  moral  influencj  of  this  country,  of 
Europe,  and  of  the  world,  to  bear  on  this 
market,  which  really  forms  a  basis  for  a 
part  of  this  dreadful  trade. 

(6.5.)  Me.  PICTON  ;  The  hon.  Baro- 
net has  hardly  done  justice  to  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Dillon),  who 
urged  that  the  money  spent  on  this  object 
is  to  a  great  extent  wasted,  because  it  is 
not  supplemented  by  efforts  to  prevent 
the  Slave  Trade  on  land.  It  is  not  pos- 
sible to  do  this  by  a  chain  of  forts  across 
the  country ;  but  this  I  do  say,  that  no 
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procession  of  slaves,  whether  used  as 
porters  or  otherwise,  should  be  allowed 
without  interference  to  pass  anj  British 
post  or  through  any  district  where 
we  hold  influence. 

♦(6.6.)  Sib  J.  SWINBURNE  (Staf- 
fordshire,  Lichfield)  :  May  I  ask  whetJier 
the  East  Africa  Company  is  not 
identical  with  the  British  India  Company 
carrying  mails  to  Zanzibar  ?  Also  I  wish 
to  know  is  not  the  Company  in  the  habit 
of  using  forced  labour  for  the  carriage  of 
goods  into  the  interior  from  the  coast  ?  I 
believe  it  is  intended  that  the  East 
Africa  Company  shall  make  a  railway 
into  the  interior,  and  that  is  all  very  well ; 
but  we  have  it  on  record  that  Mr.  Stan- 
ley's expedi  tion  was  supported  by  slave  por- 
ters, and  I  should  like  to  know  whether  this 
Company  to  whom  we  are  voting  this 
sum  follows  that  practice — hiring  slave 
labour  ? 

*(6.8.)  Sib  J.  FERGUSSON  :  The 
point  to  which  the  hon.  Baronet  re- 
ferred is  a  very  important  one.  In  a 
place  where  all,  or  nearly  all,  servants  are 
in  the  position  of  slaves,  and  slave  labour 
is  the  only  labour  to  be  got,  it  is  a  very 
difficult  point  to  deal  with,  but  I  believe 
that  everything  is  done  to  see  that  those 
employed  do  get  fair  wages  for  their 
work,  and  strict  regulations  have  been 
laid  down  by  which  that  object  was 
secured.  But  the  East  Africa  Company 
has  done  a  very  great  deal  to  establish 
free  labour  in  their  sphere  of  influence, 
and  havd  made  great  sacrifices  in  ob- 
taining the  freedom  of  large  numbers  of 
slaves  who  have  taken  refuge  in  their 
s  'iitions,  or  in  mission  stations  ;  they  have 
always  relieved  them  from  the  necessity 
of  returning  to  their  masters.  More 
than  that,  they  have  enabled  many 
slaves  engaged  in  the  labour  to 
obtain  their  freedom,  and  it  has 
been  their  main  object  to  e^tablish 
free  labour  in  their  sphere  of  influence  to 
a  great  extent,  and  thus  gradually 
to  substitute  it  for  the  services  of 
slaves.  .  With  regard  to  what  has  been 
said  as  to  the  identity  of  the  British 
India  Company  and  the  East  Africa 
Company,  it  is  quite  a  mistake  to 
suppose  that  they  are  the  same ; 
though  they  have  the  same  Chair- 
man, the  Board  of  Directors  and 
shareholders  are  different. 

(6.12.)     Mb.  DILLON:   From   whom 
are    these     slaves    purchased?    I    have 


always  understood  that  the  British 
Government  refuse  any  recognition  to 
slavery,  but  if  this  East  Africa  Com- 
pany has  been  in  the  habit  of  giving  a 
price  for  the  purchase  of  a  slave's 
freedom,  that  is  an  evil  practice  that 
should  cease  at  once,  for  it  really  is  an 
encouragement  to  Slave  Trade. 

*(6.15.)  Sib  JAMES  FERGUSSON: 
I  stated  the  reverse  of  what  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  has  alleged.  I 
did  not  say  that  the  company  purchased 
slaves,  but  only  that  a  sum  was 
advanced  to  them  after  their  libera- 
tion. It  must  be  remembered,  moreover, 
that  this  is  in  foreign  territory,  and 
that  it  is  impossible  for  the  British 
Government  to  abolish  slavery  there  by 
a  stroke  of  the  pen.  These  territories 
are  under  the  dominion  of  the  Sultan  of 
Zanzibar,  or  of  native  chiefs,  and  we  can- 
not abolish  slavery  which  throughout 
nearly  the  whole  Continent  is  habitual. 
What  I  said  was  that  the  Company  used 
their  utmost  efforts  to  promote  free 
labour,  and  took  opportunity  to  obtain 
the  freedom  of  slaves,  allowing  these 
last  to  work  out  a  certain  portion  of  the 
money  paid  by  them  in  compensation. 

(6.18.).  Mb.  DILLON:  I  did  not 
mean  to  suggest  that  slaves  were 
purchased  for  employment  as  slaves  by 
the  company,  but  I  do  consider  it  is 
highly  objectionable  that  English  money 
should,  though  indirectly,  act  as  an 
encouragement  to  the  Slave  Trade.  The 
motive  may  be  a  good  one,  but  still  the 
action  of  the  company  does  to  a  degree 
encourage  the  Trade. 

*(6.20.)  Sir  J.  SWINBURNE :  After 
what  has  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  I  do  not  think  we  ought  to 
allow  the  Vote  to  pass  without  an 
assurance  that  the  charter  of  these  com- 
panies shall  be  withdrawn  unless  they 
give  an  undertaking  not  to  use  forced 
labour. 

The  chairman  :  Chartered  Com- 
panies do  not  come  within  this  Vote  at 
all. 

♦Sir  J.  SWINBURNE:  I  may  say 
that  we  have  no  assurance  that  this 
East  Africa  Company  does  not  employ 
slave  labour  or  forced  labour,  and  I 
do  not  think  we  ought  to  pass  this  Vote 
without  such  an  assurance. 

*(6.21.)  Mb.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen, 
E.) :  We  are  told  that  the  slaves  have 
their  freedom  purchased,  and  that  a  bar- 
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gain  is  made  with  them  as  to  working 
out  a  part  of  the  cost  of  that  freedom  ; 
now  I  want  to  know,  while  that  is  being 
.  worked  out,  who  is  the  owner  of  a  slave 
in  this  position?  The  more  we  look 
into  this  subject  the  more  unsatisfactory- 
it  appears.  It  is  difficult  to  move  a 
reduction  of  this  Vote,  because  one  is  so 
liable  to  be  misunderstood.  I  am  sure 
we  all  agree  in  voting  money  for  the 
suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade;  but, 
as  the  bon.  Member  for  Majo  has 
said,  the  system  is  so  bad  that  I  very 
much  doubt  if  our  action  in  the  Red  Sea 
does  not  cause  more  suffering  than  we 
prevent. 

Mr.  de  lisle  (Leicestershire,  Mid)  : 
I  should  like  to  have  from  the  Under 
Secretary  some  assurance  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  really  put 
pressure  upon  the  Sublime  Porte  to  put 
an  end  to  that  great  scandal,  the  slave 
market  at  Jeddah.  The  Turkish  Empire 
is  tolerated  in  Europe  only  by  the  good- 
will of  the  great  Powers,  and  if  they 
would  bring  their  pressure  to  bear  this 
scandal  to  civilisation  might  be  put  an 
end  to.  I  am  not  sure  that  a  bombard- 
ment of  Jeddah  every  few  years  would 
not  be  more  effectual  than  the  mainten- 
ance of  our  cruisers  in  the  Red  Sea. 

(6.25.)  Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  : 
In  former  times  a  good  deal  of  slave  traffic 
went  by  way  of  the  Persian  Gulf.  Has 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  any  information 
on  that  point?  As  to  the  point  just 
referred  to,  I  think  the  Porte  has  not 
much  more  than  nominal  authority  at 
Jeddfih. 
*(6.-27.)  Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON: 
In  reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Leices- 
tershire, I  may  sny  the  Porte  two 
months  since  issued  stringent  orders  to 
tlieir  officers  to  put  down  the  Slave  Trade 
by  every  means,  and  I  hope  these  orders 
will  be crirried  out  successfully.  Inanswer 
to  the  question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Aberdeen,  I  believe  that  the  operations 
of  the  combined  squadrons  on  the  Coast  of 
Africa  have  had  the  effectof  almost  entirely 
stopping  the  over-sea  transit  of  slaves  in 
the  Persian  Gulf,  and  that  the  Trade  has 
been  reduced  to  the  smallest  proportions. 

Mr.  STOREY  (Sunderland)  :  I  think  it 
my  duty  to  move  a  reduction  of  the  Vote, 
for  it  seems  to  me  that  our  boasted  efforts  to 
abolish  the  Slave  Trade  are  really  a  sham. 
For  example,  apparently,  it  is  proposed 
to  spend  £26,000  a  year  on  the  work, 
Mr.  Esslemont 


but  when  we  inquire  into  the  matter  i 
is  found  that  .£16,000  of  this  sum  i 
given  as  a  subsidy  to  a  company  to  carr 
mails,  and  to  open  up  a  trade  for  its  owi 
benefit,  and  this  company  itself  is  in  th 
possession  of  slaves  who  are  not  reall; 
working  for  their  wages,  but  for  thei 
freedom.  The  company  buy  the  slavet 
and  thereby  encourage  the  slave-owner 
to  produce  the  slaves,  and  then  it  keep 
those  slaves  as  free  labourers  until  the; 
have  paid  the  purchase-money. 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  No ;  they  firs 
obtain  their  liberation  ;  and  then  advanc 
sums  in  compensation  to  their  forme 
owners  which  they,  in  a  short  time 
work  out. 

Mr.  storey  :  I  understood  the  righ 
hon.  Gentleman  to  say  they  were  pai< 
for,  and  that  they  remained  with  th 
company  until  they  worked  out  thei 
price. 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  Under  contraci 
They  are  free  labourers. 

Mr.  storey  :  But  they  work  out 
portion  of  their  price,  therefore  they  ar 
not  only  working  for  wages,  but  fo 
fteedom.  In  other  words,  the  compan; 
buys  the  slaves,  and  thereby  encourage 
slave-owners  to  produce  slaves,  an( 
then  the  company  us3  the  slaves  ai 
what  the  right  hon.  Baronet  calls  fre 
labourers  until  they  have  paid  for  th 
purchase -money.  Many  of  us  hav 
been  in  districts  where  slaves  are,  an< 
we  know  that  for  all  practical  purjiose 
the  position  of  a  free  labourer  who  ha 
to  pay  for  his  freedom  is  no  better  tha: 
the  position  of  a  slave.'  I,  therefore 
propose  to  re-move  the  reduction  of  th 
Vote.  But  I  was  saying  what  a  sham  th 
whole  business  is  after  all.  What  shan 
philanthropists  we  are  in  the  matter 
If  you  subtnujt  the  £16,000,  it  appear 
we  spend  £10,000  ostsnsibly  for  th< 
suppreKsion  of  the  Slave  Trade,  whicl 
extends  over  hundreds  of  miles  of  sea 
[An  hon.  Member  :  There  are  the  men 
of-war.]  Yes,  they  are  used,  but  thi 
point  of  my  observations  is  this  :  that  t 
the  £10,000  a  year  which  we  are  suf 
posed  to  spend  for  the  suppression  o 
the  Slave  Trade,  yre  must  add  supei 
annuation  allowances  which  amount  t 
nearly  £2,000  a  year,  and  which  ar 
given  to  those  who  have  done  nothin] 
in  the  suppression  of  this  abominabl 
traffic.  In  this,  and  other  matters,  W( 
pretend    to    do    great    things,    and  w< 
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are  really  doing  little.  The  LTnder 
Secretary  of  State  said  he  Has  made 
ropreseatationg  to  the  Porte.  What 
nonsense  it  \&  to  make  representations  to 
the  Portd  such  as  he  makes.  The  Porte 
knows  we  really  meaa  m^thing  in  the 
matter,  and  the  Porte  takes  no  notice 
eiccept  in  language  and  writings  of  our 
representations.  Is  the  Porte  the  only 
sinner  1  The  Porte  has  next  to  no 
influence  in  Arabia.  It  has  no  influence 
in  Egypt.  But  we  have.  What  is  the 
Government  doing  to  prevent  the  Slave 
Trade  there  1  Last  year  we  fought  the 
Arabs.  We  killed  many  of  them,  but  a 
certain  number  of  them  were  loft,  and 
these  were  brought  down  into  Egypt, 
We  do  not  c*ll  tht?m  slaves,  but  for  all 
practical  purposes  they  are  slaves,  since 
they  do  not  know  their  own  rights.  But 
the  worst  case  remains.  If  these  African 
companies  wish  to  carry  on  their 
business  they  must  employ  slave  labour 
in  one  form  or  another.  If  you  are  to 
trade  there  you  must  in  one  form  or 
another  employ  labour  under  the  con- 
ditions of  the  country,  and,  ttierefor^,  a 
man  who  hatea  slave-owning  will  not 
touch  the  dirty  busitiess  in  order  tti  make 
money;  he  will  leave  it  to  other  less 
philanthropic  souls.  But  we  encourage 
slavery  by  our  charters,  and  assist  it  by 
our  forces,  and^  therL^fore,  it  is  a  sham  to 
spend  this  paltry  £10,000  or  £20,000  a 
year  in  the  suppression  of  the  traflic.  In 
order  to  express  my  great  dissatisffu'tion 
with  the  explanation  which  the  Li^nder 
Secretary  has  giv<?n  us,  I  beg  to  move  th* 
reduction  of  the  Vot.^  lu^  th^^  siini  of 
£16,000. 

Motion  mud^\  and   Qucxstiuii  jK'opDsetl, 

"That    Item    B,    £16,000,    Aden    and 

Zanzibar    Steam    Si^rvice    vSubsidy,     be 

J' omitted  from  the  proposed  Vote/' — (J/r. 

Stare]/,) 

Sra  G.  CAMPBELL  :  I  trust  the 
Committee  will  not  assent  to  the  Vftte 
without  some  further  explanation  on  the 
subject  of  the  so-ca?led  contract  labour. 
My  own  impression  is  that  what  the 
Chartered  Company  did  was  quite  justifi- 
able. I  understood  that  a  large  number 
of  slaves  took  refuge  with  our  people,  their 
owners  demanded  their  restitution,  but 
the  Chartered  Company  compromised 
the  matter  by  paying  a  considerable  sum 
for  the  liberation  of  the  slaves.  On  the 
whole.    1  think  that  a  wise   proceeding. 

VOL.   CCCXLIIT.      [tutrd  kichibs.] 


But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  hu**  just 
made  a  most  awkward  and  regrtit table 
admission,  namely,  that  r.he  slaves  are 
now  working  »iut  the  price  of  their  free^ 
dom.  The  Government  contributed  £800 
towards  tlie  libei'ation  of  these  slaves, 
and,  therefore,  1  hope  we  shail  I'eceive 
some  further  ex]ilanation. 

*Sm  J,  FERGUSSON  :  The  hon.'Gentle- 
man  is  mixing  up  two  different  cases. 
The  statiment  I  made  with  reference  to 
certain  fugitive  slaves  having  their  free- 
dom granted,  and  making  free  contiacts 
with  tbe  company  on  somewhat  lower 
wages^  so  that  in  a  short  time  the  price 
of  their  freedom  is  supposed  to  be  worked 
out,  did  not  refer  to  the  slaves  who  were 
found  at  the  Mission  Stations,  and  freed 
partly  by  the  Missions,  partly  by  the 
company,  and  partly  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government. 

(6.43.)  Mr.  DILLON  :  I  think  the 
Committee  are  entitlal  to  know  what  is 
the  natare  of  these  contracts.  We  are  in- 
formed that  a  British  Conipativ,  cliart<.^rcd 
by  the  Crown,  is  in  the  habit  of  pur- 
chasing  slaves,  and  allowing  them  to  enter 
into  free  contracts  at  reduced  images. 
Wliat  is  the  meaning  of  that  ?  It  is  a 
most  extraordinary  term,  and  I  think 
the  meml^ers  of  the  Committee  will  like 
to  know,  before  thta  Vote  is  jiassed,  what 
is  the  nature  of  these  contra(*tB,  and  how 
the  men  are  compelled  to  observe  the 
contracts,  because  if  the  Coiitriiets  iire 
frer,  the  men  are  free  tt>  go  away  any 
time  ihey  like  and  get  higher  w:  gen. 
If  they  are  not  at  liberty  t^j  do  this,  1 
raaintaiii  that  they  are  slaves.  I  am  not 
entirely  n!mc(|uainted  with  the  doctrine 
uf  free  contm^jtH.  We  have  all  heard 
sninething  abtrnt  the  sugjir  plantatijns. 
We  were  told  there  was  no  slavery  tittilL 
I  know  quite  well  that  great  reforms 
have  been  introduced  by  the  Queensland 
Government,  and  that,  in  consequence 
of  the  exertions  of  public  men  in  that 
country,  the  abuses  uf  the  system  have 
been  largely  done  away  with.  But 
when  public  attention  waa  fii'st  directed 
to  the  matter  men  were  engagi^d  in  the 
most  nefarious  system  of  slavery  ever 
practised  in  the  world.  I  have  no  duubt 
that  that  system  was  more  cruel  than  that 
which  now  exists  in  Arabiu,  yet  we  were 
told  it  was  a  sjstem  of  contract.  The 
men  were  under  contract  to  woik  for 
three  years,  at  £6  a  year,  and  if  they  did 
not  do  any  wi  rk  tht^v  were  compelled  to 
•J  <:  ^  • 
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do  it>  and  not  allowed  to  go  a  way — not 
allowed  to  enter  into  the  serrico  of  any 
one  els:*,  and  get  liigher  wages.  I  saj 
that  if  a  man  is  not  at  liberty  to  go  where 
he  likes,  and  receive  higher  wages,  or 
live  without  working,  if  he  can,  you  hare 
not  free  contract,  but  slavery.  My  expe- 
rience has  led  me  to  believe  that  where 
you  have  a  great  commercial  company 
carrying  on  thia  system  of  contract  labour, 
ilie  gr*jatest  possible  abuse  will  arise. 
[Cruss  f/"  Divide."]  I  will  not  divide. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  who  cry  "divide  '* 
belong  to  the  same  class  of  men  who 
tried  to  shout  down  every  discussion  in 
reference  to  the  atrocities  committed  on 
the  sugar  plantations.  They  talk  about 
their  British  philanthropy,  and  yet  want 
to  rush  this  Vote,  this  preposterous  and 
delusive  Vote  for  the  suppression  of  the 
Slave  Trade,  through  the  House  without 
adequate  discussion  !  T  do  not  believe 
this  Vote  will  prevent  the  suffering  of  a 
single  negro  in  Africa.  Wo  are  entitled 
to  know  whether  a  British  Company  is 
so  conducting  itstjlf  as  to  throw  disgrace 
upon  the  name  of  this  country.  We  have 
Heard  that  there  is  a  sy.stem  of  contract 
in  force  which  is  condemned  by  the 
public  opinion  of  this  country.  We  are 
entitled  to  know  what  are  the  rules  and 
regulations  of  the  system ;  hut  I  go 
further,  and  say,  that  even  if  the  system 
of  contract  labour  is  carried  out  satisfac- 
torily, I  protest  against  the  buying  of 
slaves  for  any  purpose  whatever. 

(6.47.)  Mk.  JjiCKSON  :  I  sympathise 
very  much  wit  h  the  object  the  hoii ,  G  entle- 
man  has  in  view,  but  let  me  point  out 
that  there  is  nothing  whatever  in  this 
Vote  dealing  with  contract  labour.  [Mr. 
Dillon  :  1  did  not  say  there  was.]  Two 
questions  are  mixed  up.  One  question  is 
that  of  the  British  Indian  Steam  Naviga* 
tion  Comjmny,  which  is  a  mail  company, 
and  the  other  is  the  question  of  the  East 
African  Com^mny.  The  remarks  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  have  no  reference  to  any 
item  of  the  Vote. 

•(6.48.)  Sir  J.  SWINBURNE  :  I  have 
had  considerable  experience  ("f  the  in- 
terior of  South  Africa^  and  1  can  inform 
the  Committee  that  there  is  ntjt  the 
slightest  tnmble  t»r  difficulty  in  getting 
any  amount  of  free  lalwur  there.  That 
is  proved  every  day  by  the  thousands  of 
natives  who  come  to  work  at  the  diamond 
fields.  Yet  the  Government  tell  us  they 
Ctinnot  get  labour  in  PX^t  Africa  with- 
Mr.  DiiloH 


out  they  employ  forced  labour,  or  men 
who  are  working  out  their  freedom  under 
compulsory  contracts.  Before  this  Vote 
is  passed  we  ought  to  have  some  assurance 
from  the  Government  that  they  "wid  not 
continue  their  i^upport  to  this  East  African 
Company  as  long  as  the  company  employ 
forced  labour. 

The  chairman  :  Let  me  point  out 
that  there  is  nothing  in  the  Vote  con- 
nected with  the  East  African  Company. 

Db.  TANNER  (Cork,  Co.,  Mid):  There 
are  two  points  to  which  1  wish  to  chU 
attention,  Wlien  these  Estimates  wer« 
framed  w©  were  told  we  should  have 
them  in  a  better  form  than  previouslyj 
The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  must 
aware  of  the  fact  that  in  the  Comniittee 
upstairs 

It  being  ten  minutes  to  Seven  of  the 
clock,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to 
make  his  report  to  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  to-morrow. 

MKKAI   BRIDGK. 
Copy  ordered — 

'*  Of  the  Rnport  made  in  \  &8S  by  Mr.  B«ker 
on  thd  condilion  of  the  Ueoai  Biidge." — 
[Vi^ptam  Ventey.) 

C0NTAQI0D8  DISEASED  (ANIMALS) 
(PLEURO- PNEUMONIA)  [EXPENSES 
BILL]. 

Comanttee  to  coDsider  of  autbotiaing  tht 
payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  b^^ 
Parliumeut,  of  sums  tu^&rdi  defraying  the 
coHta  of  the  execution  of  ony  Act  of  the  pi^tent 
Sesfiion  for  confening  further  powers  ander 
ihe  Contugiuua  Iiine^sea  |AnimRl»)  Acts^  1878 
to  lt^86,  with  respect  to  pleuro-pneumonitt 
(Queen's  Recommeadation  aigQificdf),  upon 
Thurftday. 

EXCHEQUER  BONDS  <CAPE  RAILWAY) 

(1800-91), 

Copy  ordered — 

**  Of  Mticount    uf  Exchequer  Borda  pHynbie 
in  the  year  eodingthe  Slsi  day  of  March,  1891 
unprovided  for/*— (J/r.  /ue^son.) 

Copy  presented  accordingly  ;  to  lio 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed  [Na 
Ul], 

Tbe  House  suspending  its  Sitting 
Seven  of  the  clock. 


The    House   resumed    its    Sitting 
Nine  of  the  clock, 
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LABOUR  AND  CAPITAL. 

•(9.0.)  Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islingtou,  K)  i 
It  ia  not  necessary  to  apologise  for  bring- 
ing forward  tbe  great  subject  of  tlie 
relation  of  capital  and  labour,  because  we 
know  that  it  is  of  enormous  importance, 
and  one  which,  at  this  time,  espjciallj 
deserves  the  attention  of  the  House  of 
Coramona.  We  have  gone  through  con- 
siderable agitation  on  the  question,  and 
^it  is  desirable  that  it  should  be  diseiissed 
less  from  a  Party  poiutof  view  than  with 
common  concern  for  the  welfarLt  of  the 
country.  The  future  of  this  country 
depends  upon  its  trade.  We  are  a  nation 
[.dI  traders,  and  on  tnule  we  must  depend 
[for  prosperity,  and  even  for  the  contiun- 
Imnce  of  the  Empire.  But  trade  cannot 
prosper  in  the  face  of  foreign  compotitinn 
unless  there  is  harmonious  co-operation 
between  capital  and  labour  ;  and  in  many 
directions  the  effort  of  each  to  obtsiiin  all 
that  it  can  for  itself  is  leading  to  strikes 
and  difficulties.  The  only  way  in  which 
we  can  retain  tho  position  w^e  now  hold 
is  by  capital,  labour,  and  enterprise  work- 
ing iogether  in  the  most  completely 
harmonious  manner,  and  it  is  not  pre- 
tended that  our  trade  and  commerce  can 
extend  unless  these  functions  work 
in  unison.  At  present,  in  many  cases, 
they  are  not  so  working  ;  on  the  contrtiry, 
they  appsar  as  enemies  and  opposed  to 
one  another*  This  may  have  been 
brought  about,  to  a  certain  extent^  by  the 
changes  which  have  been  going  on  during 
the  past  50  ^^ears.  We  have,  in  this 
country,  beun  doing  our  bes^,  by  eclucition 
and  otlier  means,  to  improve  all  classes ; 
we  have  done  our  best  to  level  up — if  I 
may  aay  so — from  tbe  lowest  stratum 
of  60^'iety,  That  Ls  a  titate  of  things  at 
which  we  must  all  rejoice,  and  we  may 
hope  that  this  levelling  up  of  all  classes 
of  tbe  community,  and  this  placing  of 
all  classes  more  on  a  par  as  regards  their 
ijiabita  and  their  id^as,  will  continue* 
*'Bmt  the  natuml  corollary  of  this  is  that 
all  classes,  frum  the  highest  to  the  lowest, 
desire  to  get  as  much  as  they  tmn  for  their 
labour*  All  class.^s  now  have  better 
food,  better  clothing,  and  better 
housing ;  they  all  look  for  more  com- 
forts and  luxuries,  which  are  indeed  now 
almost  necessaries  of  life,  and   i\\r  only 


way  in  which  the  nation  can  secure  a 
larger  amount  of  these  things  is  by  more 
of  them  being  produced.  However 
much  we  may  increase  the  wages,  unless 
we  also  increase  those  things  which 
wages  buy,  we  do  not  imjirove  tlie  well- 
being  of  tho  people.  Again,  a  greater 
production  implies  greater  industry  or 
greater  economy  in  production,  or,  in 
other  words,  greater  enterprise,  a  better 
use  of  capital,  and  the  more  harmonious 
working  of  capital  and  labour.  The  l^est 
results  can  only  be  obtained  by  capital, 
labour,  and  enterprise  working  in  com- 
plete harmony.  The  question  to  be 
asked  is,  do  labour,  capital,  and  enter- 
prise each  receive  a  fair  share  of  the 
eernings  of  the  country?  The  claims  of 
enterprise  are  often  overlooked  ;  but  it 
is  an  essential  part  of  our  social  progress, 
and  it  will  be  an  evil  day  for  this  country 
if  by  any  possibility  a  system  is  adopted 
of  remunerating  capital  and  labour  and 
ignoring  the  claims  of  enterprise.  A 
man  who  simply  invests  .£20,000  in 
Consols  or  Colonial  Bonds  is  not  doing 
as  much  for  the  country  as  the 
man  who  embarks  in  commerce,  and 
he  who  embarks  in  commerce — with 
all  its  risks  —  naturally  expects  a 
larger  return  than  be  who  simply 
invests  in  securities.  It  is,  therefore, 
essential  that  enterprise  shall  receive  its 
fair  rew^ard.  Again,  I  ask,  does  each  of 
the  tliree  bnmches  receive  a  fair  share  1 
That  is  a  difficult  and  complicated  ques- 
tion, iliere  is  one  thing  quite  certain, 
and  that  is,  that  there  has,  during  the 
last  +0  or  50  years,  been  a  great  change 
in  the  distribution  of  the  results  of 
industry.  Stiitisticians  divide  the  com- 
munity intc}  three  classes — rich,  middle, 
and  working  class.  From  1840  to  1877 
the  number  of  rich  families  is  estimated 
to  have  increased  from  8G,000  to  222,000 ; 
the  aggregate  amount  they  hold 
has  increast^d  from  £2,507,000,000  to 
£5,728,000,000,  but  the  amount  held  per 
family  has  decreased  from  £28,800  to 
£25,800.  The  number  of  middle  class 
families  Jias  increased  from  780,000  to 
1,824,000  families,  but  their  holdings 
per  family  luive  decreased  fiv>ra  £1,400 
to  £1,000,  The  working  class  have 
only  increased  from  4,300,000  fami- 
lies to  4,6J0,000  families,  but  their 
holdings  have  risen  from  £44  per 
family  in  1840  to  £86  per  family  in 
1877.  So  that  while  the  holdings  of  the 
2  S  2 
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rich  and  middle  classes  have   decreased 
in  amount,  those  of  the  working  classes 
proper  have  largely  increased.     No  doubt 
if  the   figures  for  the   past  year  were 
available  they  would  show  a  proportionate 
movement  in  the  same  direction.     These 
figures  are  obtained   from  the  Returns 
of  the    Legacy    and    Succession    Duty. 
Again,  the  same  fact   is  shown  by  the 
number  who   pay   Income  Tax   on  the 
lowest    incomes,  which  has  risen  from 
39,000    in    1843    to   130,000  in  1879. 
According  to  Mr.  Giffen,  during  the  same 
40  years  the  income  from  capital  has  in- 
creased a  little  over  100  per  cent.,  from 
£190,000,000  to  £400,000,000,  and  the 
working  income  paying  Income  Tax   by 
about  100  per  cent.,  from  £90,000,000  to 
£180,000,000,  while  the  income  of  the 
working   classes     has     increased     from 
£235,000,000   to  £620,000,000,  an   in- 
crease of  163  per  cent.     These  figures 
show  that   30   or  40  years  ago  capital 
received  too  large  a  share  of  the  results 
of  industry,  and  the  tendency  has  been 
to  considerably  reduce  the  amount  which 
capital  receives,   and   to  plac9  the  sum 
so  deducted   to  the    credit   of    labour. 
I  now  come  to  the  question,  what  does 
capital  receive  at  the  present  time  ?    Mr. 
Giffen  estimates  the  income  of  the  coun- 
try at  £1,200,000,000,  and  the  proportion 
received  by  capital  at  £400,000,000,  or 
one-third.     At  4  per  cent,  this  represents 
an  earning  income  of  £10,000,000,000. 
But  this  is  too  large  an  amount  to  be 
considered    as    earning     income.       Mr. 
Giffen  puts  it  at  £8,500,000,000,  yielding 
an  income  of  about  £550,000,000,  thus 
producing  a  return  to  6J  per  cent.     The 
capital   of     the    country    is,    however, 
probably  producing  a  still  larger  amount, 
which,  though    I  do   not   go    into  this 
large     question    at    the    present   time, 
may    be    taken    as    something    like    7 
per    cent.       I    think    we    must    agree 
that   capital   at   the   present  time    still 
continues  to  receive  too  large  a  share  of 
the  results  of  industry.     1  say  this  not 
from  the  view  of  one  side  or  the  other, 
but  as  a  matter  of  purely  abstract  reason- 
ing.    Some  hon.  Members  dissent  from 
that   view.     Well,    I   have    not    much 
capital   myself — I   wish  I   had — but    1 
should  be  extremely  satisfied  if  what  little 
I  am  likely  to  possess  returned  me  a  good 
deal  less  than  7  per  cent.   This  calculation 
is  entirely  apart  from  the  remuneration 
for  labour  and  enterprise,  wbich  between 
Mr.  BartUy 


them  receive   about  £800,000,000    per 
annum.   During  the  last  50  years  labour, 
no  doubt,  has  obtained  great  advances  in 
wages,  and  what  is  of  more  importance, the 
same  amount  of  money  produces  a  larger 
quantity  of  the  comforts  of  life ;  but  have 
the  advances  been  sufficient,  considering 
the  enormous  increase  in  the  country's 
capital  1     If  it  is  true  that  capital  does 
receive  too  large  a  share  ;  if  it  is  true  that 
capital  does  receive  nearly  7  percent.,  then 
I  think  we  may  fairly  say  that  3  per 
cent,   of  that  is  an  excessive   amount; 
that  4  per  cent,  would  be  a  fairer  amount 
for  it  to  receive,  and  if  labour  were  to 
receive  this  3  per  cent  it  would  make  a 
difiFerence  to  its  earnings  of  £150,000,000 
a  year,  or  8s.  a  week  per  head—  a  very 
considerable  addition  to  its  present  earn- 
ings.    There  is  also  no  doubt  that  capital 
has  an  advantage  in  the  amount  it  pays 
to  taxation.     While  capital  receives  one- 
third  of  the  national  income  it  only  pays 
about  one-seventh  or  one-eighth  of  the 
national    taxation,   and    the   remainder 
has  to   be  paid    by    two- thirds  of   the 
national     income,     the      proportion    so 
paid    in    excess    being    about    Is.    per 
week      per      family      throughout     the 
country.      And  now  I  come  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  share  of  enterprise.     Let  me 
make  this  as  clear  as  I  can.     We  have  a 
national    income     of     £1,200,000,000  ; 
one-third    of     that     is     the     result    of 
capital ;  and  £800,000,000  is  the  pay- 
ment for  labour  and  enterprise.     Tak- 
ing  various   statistics,   it  may   be    said 
that  300,000  persons — or  1   in  20 — are 
entitled  to  remuneration  for  enterprise, 
and  allowing  each  £10  a  week — a  very 
liberal      estimate — this      would       give 
£150,000,000     between      the     300,000 
families,   leaving    £650,000,000    to    be 
divided  among   the   6,200,000  working 
families     proper.      Working     this    out 
would  leave    an    annual    remuneration 
of    £100   per    head  for  simple   labour 
alone,    and    that,    as    we    know,    is    a 
much   larger  sum  than  labour  actually 
receives.      It    is,    therefore,  clear   that 
labour  does  not  at  the  present  time  re- 
ceive the  amount  it  is  entitled  to.    Taxa- 
tion, we  must  all  acknowledge,  pinches 
most  the  lowest  stratum  of  society,  and 
unless    a  man   be  a   most  remarkable 
character — almost  a  John   the   Baptist 
living  on  locusts  and  wild  honey — ^he 
pays  a  larger  amount  per  £1  of  income 
than  a  man  who  reoeives  a  larger  wage. 
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It  may,  however,  be  said  tUat  labaiir  is 
ittCPeMing  largely  in  wealth  by  tbe 
iftmount  of  ite  accumulated  savings^  There 
.  is  no  phnfie  of  our  aocial  existence  more 
satisfactory  than  this  accumulation  of 
savings  by  t!ie  working  classes  ;  but,  ofter 
all,  the  total  savings  only  amount  to 
400,000,000,  and  that  total  is  insignificant 
as  compared  with  the  wages  that  labour 
,  is  entitled  to  receive.  Four  per  cent,  on 
^th©  total  savings  of  the  mosses  would 
only  produce  £16,000.000  a  year,  or  2 
per  cent,  of  the  wage  bill  of  the  country ; 
and,  therefore,  it  cannot,  because  of  those 
savings,  be  said  that  labour  gtts  its 
proper  share  of  the  national  income^  nor 
ean  these  Ravings  be  niado  a  set-off 
against  unfairness  of  division  of  the 
results  of  industry,  I  think,  therefore, 
we  must  agree  that  there  Is  some- 
thing to  be  said  for  the  contention 
that  labour,  as  compired  with  capital, 
does  not  get  all  it  is  entitUd  to.  Of 
course,  we  know  that  with  so  many 
persons  interested  in  tlie  working  classes, 
with  so  many  pandering  to  those  classes 
with  the  object  of  getting  votes,  these 
things  are  becoming  widely  known, 
and  are  often  exaggerated  for  class 
and  party  purposes.  But  what  we 
want  to  get  is  an  absolutely  correct 
and  just  estimate  of  the  relative 
position  of  labour  and  capitej.  Whether 
I  am  right  or  wrong  in  the  concluBion  I 
have  drawn,  that  laix>ur  does  not  receive 
a  fair  amount,  we  all  know  tbat  it  thinks 
it  does  not  receive  its  fair  share.  When 
trade  revives  there  in  a  continual  agita- 
tion for  increase  of  wages  ;  and  I  believe 
that  the  depression  which  often  follows 
good  years  is  due  to  the  fact  that  trade 
expansion  is  retarded  by  the  agitation  of 
labour  for  more  wages.  The  movements 
of  markets  are  quickly  mad^  known  now 
by  means  of  the  Press.  Fifty  yeai*s  ago 
that  was  not  so.  Nowadays,  if  profits 
are  seen  by  the  condition  of  the  markets 
to  increase,  hibour  at  once  demands  a 
share  of  the  increase,  and  threatens  to 
strike  if  it  does  not  get  it.  The  result 
is  an  agitation,  and  after  a  certain  amount 
of  fi^nessing  between  employers  and  em- 
ployed, a  strike.  It  is  exactly  similar  to 
the  positon  of  the  governors  of  a  steam 
engine <  When  the  steam  gets  a  little 
stronger  the  balls  fly  up  and  the  steam  is 
shut  off.  So,  also,  when  trade  prospers 
labour  demands  a  larger  and  a  larger 


share  of  the  profits,  and  the  agitation 
and  uncertainty  thus  produced  tends  to 
shut  off  the  st-eam  of  prosperity.  We 
h'vve  had  no  end  of  strikes  in  recent 
times,  and  we  find  from  the  Returns  of 
the  Budget  that  a  reaction  has  already 
8?t  in  that  certainly  these  strikes  have 
affected  the  country  in  many  ways. 
Surely  it  is  a  most  barbarous  system 
which  recognises  that  there  is  a  doubt  as 
to  whether  the  labourer  gets  his  full 
share  uf  profit,  and  to  allow  things  to  go 
on  in  such  a  way  as  t<:*  bring  about 
strikes  in  order  to  produce  the  results  I 
have  indicated.  W^e  know  that  increased 
pi^sperity  leads  to  increased  demand, 
and  yet  we  take  no  means  to  secure  an 
automatic  system  by  which  a  better 
state  of  things  may  be  introduced.  I 
desire  to  press  on  the  House  this  second 
point,  that  lalx»ur  does  really  get  a 
share  of  the  pi-ofit,  but  that  that  share 
is  but  too  often  only  obtained  liy  strikes, 
which  are  a  costly  and  suicidal  policy, 
and  which  maims,  if  it  does  not  kill, 
the  goose  that  lays  the  golden  eggs.  I 
will  here  say  a  few  words  about  strikes, 
but  will  not  enter  fully  into  th© 
subject  at  this  late  hour.  No  one  can 
doubt  for  a  moment  that  strikes  have 
increased  wages  in  many  cases,  but 
there  are  enormous  ditficnlties  in  getting 
at  all  the  facts  Mr.  Bevan,  whom  I 
knew  very  well,  tixik  the  trouble  t<i 
ascertain  the  statistics  of  strikes  between 
1870  and  1879,  and  he  found  that  during 
those  10  years  there  had  been  2,352 
strikes  in  connection  with  what  I  may 
practically  term  every  conceivable  trade 
in  the  United  Kingdom.  From  the 
figures  he  obtained  us  the  cost  of  those 
strikes,  ho  found  that  110  strikes  had 
lasted  together  577  weeks,  and  cost  the 
men  no  less  than  £4,500,000.  If  the 
2,352  strikes  had  cost  the  same  rate  all 
round  the  loss  that  would  have  ensued 
would  been  something  enormous,  not 
much  less  than  £100,000,000,  The 
statistics  as  to  the  strikes  from  1880  to 
1890  I  have  not  got,  but  during  the 
last  two  or  three  years  strikes  have 
been  numerous.  In  1888  there  were 
509,  in  three  quarters  uf  them  the  men 
gained,  while  lu  one  quarter  they  lost. 
1  think,  if  we  take  the  strikes 
for  the  last  20  years,  it  will  not  be 
too  much  to  say  that  the  loss  to  the 
men    has    amounted   to    not   less   than 
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X200,000,000.  Of  course,  the  loss  to  the 
employers  from  those?  strikes  must  have 
heeii  also  very  large  indeed.  I  would 
point  out  that  even  had  all  those  strikes 
been  successfnl  in  raising  wages,  the 
fact  remains  that  they  could  not  have 
increased  the  real  earnings  of  the 
people.  They  may  have  increased  the 
money  payiuents,  but  not  the  commodi- 
ties which  the  people  consume  and 
which  are  really  the  wages  they  need. 
Suppose,  for  instance,  there  were  a  strike 
in  the  boot  trade,  although  it  might 
double  or  treble  the  wages,  the  numter 
of  boots  mad^  and  used  must  be  less^ 
and  the  shoeing  of  the  people  would  not 
be  80  good.  The  same  remark  applies 
to  the  agricultural '  labourers,  if  a  great 
strike  were  carried  out  among  that  claa^, 
a8  no  doubt  many  persons  would  desire, 
it  would  not  increase  the  amount  oi  corn 
grown.  On  the  contrary,  tlie  quantity 
would  be  decreased.  Tliis  being  so,  I 
ask  who  is  it  that  sufipL^rs  most  by  the 
loss ;  for  although  the  employer  must 
los^^  enormously,  the  greatest  amount  of 
Buffering  and  privation  must  be  borne 
by  the  people  themselves  1  These  being 
the  result  of  strikes,  namely,  so  large 
a  capital  loss,  and  so  serious  a  reduction 
in  the  articles  of  comfort  for  the  people, 
surely  almost  anything  which  can  be 
devised  to  put  a  stop  to  thera 
ought  to  be  tried.  Many  of  the 
Trades  Unionists  are  determined  that 
strikes  should  l>e  done  away  with  ;  and 
when  we  see  that  they  come  intermit- 
tently with  every  advance  in  the  pro- 
gress and  development  of  trade,  surely 
we  ought  to  arninge  some  system  by 
which  we  may  divide  the  profits  of  the 
labourer  and  employer  in  some  way  that 
would  operate  less  disastrously  to  the 
men  themselves.  1  therefore  submit  to 
the  House  my  next  point  as  to  how  we 
may  bring  about  some  better  mode. 
Supposing  it  tj  be  true  that  capital  only 
gets  its  fair  sharo  and  that  labour  gets  a 
fair  share  also,  surely  it  would  pay  the 
capitalists  so  to  remunerate  labour  tliat 
it  should  become  a  partner  in  the  work 
done  and  not  a  rival.  I  think  it  would 
pay  to  make  the  interests  of  the  capi- 
tiiists  and  the  labourer  identical,  so  that 
the  two  might  work  together  as  friends 
rather  than  as  enemies.  This  leads  me 
to  the  great  question  of  protit-sharing. 
Profit-sharing  is  an  arttingement  by 
Mr.  Martley 


which,  after  a  fixed  profit  is  paid  on  capi' 
tal,  thi  balance  of  the  profit  should  be 
divided  on  some  arranged  syst^sm  in 
certain  proportions  to  the  wages  earned. 
This  should  apply  t^i  all  labour  and  not 
to  that  of  the  artizan  only.  If  labour 
now  gets  its  full  share  of  profit,  it  would, 
under  tliis  profit-sharing  system,  get 
nothing  more  ;  but  if  it  does  not  get 
its  full  share,  this  is  a  system  by 
which  the  existing  irregularity  and  un- 
fairness would  be  done  away  with,  and  an 
automatic  method  substituted  in  its  place. 
It  is  like  the  case  of  the  mercury  in  the 
thermometer.  If  you  put  the  mercury 
in  the  tube  and  allow  it  full  expansion 
the  column  will  aacend,  but  if  yon  shut 
it  in  the  column  the  result  will  be  that 
before  long  the  tube  will  burst.  That  is 
what  happens  in  the  caSL'  we  are  dis* 
cussing.  No  doubt  sliding  scales  in 
respect  of  wages  are  a  stop  in  the 
right  direction,  while  arbitration  has 
already  done  something  ;  but  arbitration 
is  an  unsatisfactory  and  clumsy  arrange- 
ment, leading  to  dissatisfaction  on  both 
sides.  I  feel  convinced  that  where  we 
can  make  the  motive  power  of  Btrikes, 
which  is  self-interest,  available  fur  pre- 
venting strikes,  strikes  maybe  prevented, 
by  the  vl^tj  fact  that  the  labourer  will, 
a.s  a  matter  of  c^iurse,  receive  a  fair 
shsre  of  the  profit.  The  danger  of 
strikes  will  be  done  away  with,  and  the 
power  now  employed  in  a  false  direction 
would  be  utihsed  in  ensuring  the 
greater  prosperity  of  the  trade  of  the 
country,  and,  consequently,  of  the 
working  classes.  But  it  is  said  tliat 
profit-sharing  is  the  idea  of  enthusiasts 
and  Utopians.  It  is  said  to  have  been 
tried  and  failed.  I  acknowledge  that 
any  alterations  of  the  system  of  wages 
is  not  an  easy  subject.  I  know  that 
in  many  cases  these  attempts  have 
failed  and  have  led  to  disappointment  ; 
but  I  shall  also  be  able  to  show  that  profit- 
sharing  has  been,  and  ii  at  the  present 
time,  successfully  worked.  Let  me  take 
the  recent  case  of  the  Gas  Company. 
Some  may  sxy  that  the  gas  strike  of  last 
winter  was  a  clear  indication  that  the 
profit-sharing  system  m  ust  fail  [**  Hear, 
hear  !  **]  I  hear  hon.  Members  cheer 
that  observation,  but  I  believe  that  10 
yearns  hence  the  gaa  strike  will 
he  looked  hack  up:in  as  a  grand 
new      departure      for      labour    gener- 
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ally,  that  their  system  will  be  better 
liked,  aud  that  under  it  ]abc»ur  will,  to  a 
hkvgii  extent,  be  rogulated.  The  gaa  pro 
p^sal  waa  that  the  labourers  should 
receive  for  every  penny  by  which  they 
could  reduce  the  price  of  gas  1  percent,  in 
their  wages  ;  and  owing  to  that  arrange* 
ment,  gas  having  been  reduced  from 
2s.  8d.  to  2a.  3d.,  the  naen  are  to  receive 
at  once  5  per  cent,  on  their  earnings. 
That  is,  I  say,  a  system  that  must  ulti- 
mately tend  to  the  great  benefit  of  the 
workmen  ;  and  the  fact  remains  that  in 
spite  of  the  pressure  put  on  the  Gas 
Company,  that  company  were  successful, 
being  supported  by  an  overwhelming 
number  of  their  men,  who  are  now 
deriving  the  benefit  of  the  new  system. 
Take  another  case,  that  of  Messrs.  Peto, 
which  Is  a  more  disappointing  casj?.  They 
undertook  to  build  a  large  asylum  at  a 
cost  of  some  hundi^eds  of  thousands  of 
pounds  J  and  they  said  to  their  workpeople 
we  will  pay  you  the  oiniinary  full  ratii  of 
wages,  but  at  the  end  of  the  job,  what^ 
ever  the  profit  may  have  been*  those  men 
who  have  been  with  us  all  the  time  and 
have  had  no  strike  shall  receive  a 
quarter  of  the  whole  profit.  That, 
I  say,  was  a  most  liberal  proposal, 
and  although,  unfortunately,  owing  ta 
the  ignorance  of  those  by  whom  the  men 
were  guided  it  led  to  difficulty  and 
trouble,  it  is  nevertheless  a  system 
by  w*hich  the  men,  as  well  as  the 
employers,  would  have  been  largely 
benefited,  and  which  I  think  will 
ultimately  prove  to  be  successful  It  is 
true  Trades  Unions  have  opposed  profit- 
sharing,  but  I  c^innot  think  that  this  is  a 
fatal  objection  to  the  proposal.  Some 
people  bestow  unlimited  praise  on  Trades 
Unions,  and  I  do  not  say  that  Trades 
Unionism  has  not  done  a  great  deal  for 
the  men  ;  it  has  taught  them  to  combine 
and  has  helped  to  raise  them  in  the 
position  thoy  hold,  and  has  contributed 
to  their  general  well-being.  It  has 
taught  them  to  give  up  a  monetary 
gratification  in  anticipation  of  future 
benefits,  and  has  induced  among  them  a 
spirit  which  tends  to  make  men  better 
and  nobler.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  on 
many  great  questions  there  can  be 
no  doubt  that  Trades  Unionisms 
have  often  proved  to  be  ssriously 
wrong.  Trades  Unions  opposed  the 
introduction    of    machinery     in     every 


possible  way.  ["No,  no.^']  An  hon. 
Member  says  **  No,  no,"  bui;  he  cannot 
have  read  the  history  of  this  country 
for  the  last  70  or  80  years  without 
having  recognised  the  fact  that  the 
Trades  Unions  did  pursue  that  course. 
Trades  Unions  have  also  done  their  beat 
to  put  men  all  uptm  one  level,  and  I  may 
say  of  Trades  Unionists  that  they  are  the 
extreme  Tories  of  the  working  people — 
the  absolute  Tories  of  trade  and  labour. 
The  rawon  ditre  of  Trades  Unions  is  no 
doubt  the  improvement  of  the  condition 
of  the  working  people  ;  but  when  they 
see  that  the  sharing  of  profits,  althongh 
it  may  tend  to  that  improvement,  wUl 
have  the  effect  of  reducing  their  influ- 
ence, it  is  not  perhaps  unreasonable  that 
they  should  be  found  opposing  what  is 
likely  to  lessen  their  influence.  But  the 
opposition  of  the  Trades  Unions  in  no 
way  afFects  my  case  or  proves  that  profit- 
sharing  is  wrong.  Indeed,  it  seems 
to  me  to  show  that  profit-sharing 
is  right,  and  here  I  will  ask  per- 
mission to  give  the  House  a  few  cases 
pertinent  to  this  point.  The  system  waa 
begun,  I  beUeve,  in  France  by  the  house 
of  Le  Claire,  but  I  will  not  go  into  that 
part  of  the  subject.  I  prefer  to  give  you 
cases  now  in  operation  in  this  country. 
Messrs,  Goodall  and  Suddiek,  stationers, 
of  Leeds,  employing  300  hands,  have  had 
profit-sharing  since  1868.  They  pay  5 
per  cent  on  capital,  and  of  the  balance, 
18  per  cent,  goes  to  the  men  in  proper- 
tion  to  their  wages.  They  say  the 
result  is 

**  E60our>Qd  by  our  having  no  troubli*  wlrh 
our  trnployhf  and  by  our  havinjj  vury  fo# 
changes.* ' 

Their  men  work  52 1  hours,  as  against  54 
and  55  in  Leeds  generally.  Messrs. 
Fiddler,  seed  stores,  Reading,  employ 
70  persons  ;  had  prufit-sharing  for  seven 
years.  After  fixed  amount  on  capital 
a  percentage  paid  according  to  wages. 
They  say — 

"  Found  it  attonded  with  the  most  satisfac- 
tory retulu,  botli  in  a  pecuniary  eeoflo  and  as 
regards  ihe  bolter  developmeat  of  the  differeDt 
brunches  of  the  buaineas." 

Bluudell,  Spence  k  Co.,  Hull,  employ 
300  hands  ;  colour  and  varnish  works  ; 
profit-sharing  since  1884  ;  pay  5 
per  cent,  on  preferred  sliares  and 
6      per    cent,      on      ordinary     shares; 
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and  of  the  remainder,  10  per  cent,  is 
divided  among  men.  Thomson  and  Son, 
Huddersfield,  Woollen  Cloth,  employ 
150  hands  ;  after  5  per  cent,  on  capital, 
10  per  cent,  goes  to  reserve;  5-lOths  goes 
to  workers  according  to  wages;  and 
4-lOths  for  promoting  business,  paying 
anyone  for  any  improvements  in  manu- 
facture. The  plans  tried  two  years — the 
first  year  a  small  profit,  but  the  second 
year  a  loss  of  £800,  £200  of  which  was 
made  up  by  workmen,  by  8d.  in  the  £1 
on  wages.     The  company  say — 

'*  Improved  tone  of  workers,  fihowiog  not 
wages  only,  bat  feeling  of  juf lice.'! 

Co-operative  Builders,  Limited.  The  profits 
are  added  to  the  capital,  and  go  .  to  the 
credit  of  eaeh  man,  according  to  wages, 
t )  provide  for  old  age.  The  first  year's 
wages  £83  5s.  8d.,  and  profit,  Is.  6d.  in 
the  £1  on  wages,  after  writing  off  plant, 
and  providing  for  reserve  fund.  Coventry 
Gas  Fitting  Company,  Limiited.  A  small 
company  with  but  27  hands,  but 
have  had  profit-sharing  for  two 
years.  After  15  per  cent  is  paid  on 
ca^)itjil,  half  the  balance  to  men,  partly 
in  cash,  and  partly  to  the  Provident 
Fund.  First  year  three  week's  wages 
added,  and  this  year  will  be  more. 
Djirien  Press,  Limited,  Edinburgh; 
empby  70  hands,  had  profit-sharing  for 
four  years  ;  aftir  10  per  cent,  on  capital, 
half  r.o  labour  and  half  to  capital.  The 
firm  writ?,  dated  April  8,  1890 — 

**  We  did  not  anticipate  ;that  its  adoption 
would  effect  any  sudden  change  in  the  attitude 
of  the  employ^  towards  the  firm ;  nor  did  it. 
But  an  time  went  on,  and  they  saw  their  money 
iiiterodi  in  the  business  increasing,  the  output 
perceptibly  improved.  The  saving  thus  effected, 
togplher  vith  other  economies,  is  now  sufficient 
to  me«t  the  expenditure,  so  that,  practically,  the 
firm  has  lost  nothiog  by  the  scheme,  while  it 
lias  gained  largely  from  the  improvement  which 
has  taken  place  in  the  whole  tone  and  spirit  of 
the  workpeople.  In  proof  of  the  self-sup- 
porting character  of  the  scheme,  I  may  mention 
1  hat  whereas  before  its  adoption  our  dividend 
was  at  the  rate  of  15  per  cent.,  it  is  now  14  per 
cent.  The  sum  allocated  half  yearly-represents 
an  ad<lition  of  Is.  4d.  per  £1  on  wages.*' 

Thes3  seem  to  me  thoroughly  bond  fide 
cases,  which  it  is  difficult  to  get  over,  and 
they  prove,  I  think,  that  profit-sharing  is 
a  possible  system.  There  is  some  difiiculty 
in  citing  as  illustrations  private  firms, 
which  do  not  usually  publish  balance- 
sheets.  But  there  are  the  cases  of 
Messrs.  Bushill  k  Sons,  Messrs.  Robinson 
Mr.  Bartley 


and  Brothers,  of  West  Bromwich,.  and 
Messrs.  Arrow  smith,  of  Bristol,  and  others 
whos3  profits  are  certified  by  a  chartered 
accountant,  and  the  employes  accept  his 
statement  of  the  figures  and  leceivo 
their  profit  share  of  the  balance.  There 
is  another  experiment  going  on,  namely, 
that  of  the  New  Welsh  Slate  CJom- 
pany,  who  employ  300  people.  It 
is  in  their  Articles  of  Association  that 
a  tenth  of  the  amount  which  annually 
goes  for  dividend  shall  be  paid. to  the 
workmen.  That  shows  that  the  idea 
is  growing,  and  the  fact  that  it  is  grow- 
ing is  a  substantial  indication .  of  the 
success  of  the  system.  Of  course,  there 
is  a  great  number  of  firms  who  are 
only  beginning  this  system  in  a  tentative 
sort  of  way.  A  great  number  of  them 
give  a  share  in  the  profit  as  a  bonus,  or 
on  condition  that  it  is  paid  to  some 
Friendly  Society  or  Benevolent  Fund. 
The  motive  is  good;  but  I  prefer 
that  the  workman  should  have  the 
spending  of  his  own  cash,  and  that 
he  should  pay  it  into  a  Friendly  Society 
if  he  chooses,  rather  than  that  any  in- 
direct pressure  should  be.  put  upon  him. 
Let  me  give  one"  or  two  other  instances 
of  how  this  system  would  work  where 
it  has  not  yet  been  adopted.  The  Great 
Western  Railway  has  a  capital  of 
£81,000,000.  Of  that  £60,000,000  is 
money  borrowed  at  a  low  rate  of  interest 
and  bearing  a  lixed  dividend.  I  propose 
to  leave  that  alone.  But  if  you  take  the 
remaining  £21, 000,0 wO,  upon  which  the 
success  of  the  institution  influences 
directly  the  dividend,  the  interest  at  5  per 
cent,  on  that  sum  would  amount  to 
£1,050,000.  The  profits  divided  among 
the  holders  of  the  £21,000,000  last  year 
was  £1 ,742,000.  The  salaries  and  wages 
amounted  to  £2,088,000.  If  you  adopted 
the  system  of  giving  a  share  of  the 
profits,  after  paying  5  per  cent.,  if  2  per 
cent,  was  added  to  them  for  ev  ery  ^  per 
cent,  extra  demand  on  capital  over  5  per 
cent,  labour,  wages  would  have  10  per 
cent,  added  to  them,  and  the  dividend 
on  capital  would  be  reduced  from  8  to  7j^ 
per  cent.  The  Great  Western  employs  be- 
tween 20,000  and  30,000  people,  and  if 
each  cm;>Zot/^ saved  the  company  2d.  a  day, 
or  worked  2d.  per  day  better  during 
the  year,  that  would  mean  a  saving  suffi- 
cient to  pay.  half  the  extra  amount  under 
the  profit-sharing  system.     It  is  not  un- 
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reisonable  tci  say  that  euob  man  might 
easily  save  h's  employers  2d.  par  day,  if 
he  really  hatl  his  lieart  and  soul  in  his 
work.  The  late  Mr.  TyiTjll,  Manager  of 
the  Great  Weafceru,  told  me  that  the 
company  had  saved  enough  ia  waste 
at  the  various  stitiona  to  pay 
the  first  dividend,  If  such  an  economy 
could  be  effected  in  the  saving  of  wastt% 
ia  it  not  r^?asonable  to  suppose  that 
20,000  or  30,000  men  interjsf.ed  in  the 
success  of  the  institution  would  be  al>le  Uy 
effc^ct  savings  which  wnuld  atld  not  only 
to  their  employers',  but  ti>  their  ovvu, 
profit?  With  the  Greiit  Northern  the 
system  would  have  a  similar,  thouofh  not 
BO  large^  a  result,  and  so  with  the  Royal 
Mail  Steam  Ship  Company,  with  Tnim- 
way  Companies,  and  the  London 
General  Omnibus  Company.  The  latter 
company  pays  nearly  10  per  cent.  We 
have  heard  a  great  deal  about  the  con- 
dition of  their  emploi/es.  Now,  if  they 
gave  their  men  1  per  cent,  above  every 
5  per  cent,  they  receive  as  dividend,  it 
would  be  an  arrangement  satisfactory  to 
all  concerned.  The  ca.pitalist  would  get 
8  per  cent,,  and  3  per  cent,  would  be 
added  to  the  w^i^^es,  and  that  nould  be 
met  by  Id.  pjr  journey  extra  bein^j  earned 
by  each  omnibus,  an  amount,  I  should 
think,  it  is  not  unre:isouable  to  suppose, 
with  such  a  stimulus,  be  obia'ucjd  by 
extra  energy  and  attention  on  the  jmrt 
of  the  attendants  of  the  omnibus.  Of 
course,  under  such  a  system,  the  best 
basin  esse  a  won  Id  get  the  pick  of  the 
workpeople,  but  the  unsuccessful 
businesses  do  not  now  have  their  choice 
of  the  beat  hands.  I  may  fairly  say 
thnt  the  result  of  this  system  of  profit- 
sharing  would  be  to  induce  the  work- 
man to  throw  life  and  energy  into  his 
work.  I  explained  to  a  friend  who 
was  engaged  in  getting  up  a 
Union  to  advocate  more  wages  the  result 
of  this  profit-sharing  system.  What  did 
ho  say  1  '*  Why,  if  that  was  adopted  in 
our  shop,  we  should  then  work  with  all 
our  might. *^  I  venture  to  say  if  you 
could  get  that  spirit  to  pervade  working 
men  under  such  a  system  of  profit- 
sharing,  it  would  lead  to  great  results, 
and  the  loss  paid  as  extni  wages 
would  be  made  up  ten- fold.  The 
result  of  profit-sharing  is  one  which 
must  benefit  the  workmen,  because  it 
makes   them    more    interested    in    the 


business  of  their  employers.  What  I 
ask  for  this  evening  is  an  inquiry  into 
this  system  which  has  been  adopted  by 
a  large  number  of  finns  in  England  and 
ot^her  parts  of  Europe.  I  hopa  the 
House  will  not  think  it  possible  that  I 
for  a  moment  suggest  that  legislation 
can  bring  this  ab^ut.  I  strongly  object 
to  any  interference  by  legislation.  The 
fact  remains  that  all  schemes  for  putting 
an  end  to  strikes  have  failed.  We  see 
them  taking  place  in  all  directions.  The 
proposal  I  make  does  seem  to  suggest 
some  possible  palliation  for  the  existing 
evils,  if  not  an  actual  remedy,  Then, 
let  us  have  the  facets  before  us— let  us 
bave  them  gone  into  by  a  Committee 
and  tabulated.  The  Stat^  is  u  large 
employer  of  labour.  We  have  agitations 
for  a  Union,  and  for  other  purposes, 
amongst  the  st^rvants  •of  the  Post 
Office  and  the  workmen  in  thfi  Koyal 
Ars-tnals,  and  in  all  directions  we 
see  these  things  growing*  Surely, 
under  these  circumstances,  it  is  re»asoi:- 
able  that  we  should  look  inttj  tie 
matter  and  see  if  something  caimot 
lie  dtmo.  LcM'al  Bodies  are  large  em- 
ployers uf  hiliour  as  well  as  the  State; 
and  if  we  can  induce  them  to  adopt  this 
system  and  get  it  put  in  foix*e  in  con- 
nection with  some  of  our  Government 
Depart  mentis,  .some  gooil  result  may  be 
brought  aliout.  The  present  position  of 
capital  and  labour  seems  like  trying  to 
make  water  flow  uphill  ;  it  is  like  trying 
to  mil  two  things  whicli  will  not  mix,  or 
ti  melt  flint  into  ghiss  without  flux.  The 
flu.K  I  would  suggest  in  the  case  of  capital 
and  labour  is  the  self-interest  thatprofit- 
sh^iring  would  soem  to  supply  ;  and  if  we 
could  establish  a  system  by  which  the 
capitalist  and  the  labourer  would  Imve 
the  same  interest,  we  should  secure 
co-operation.  In  our  great  industries, 
whenever  we  find  a  mechanical  obstruc- 
tion or  difliculty  in  unr  way,  we  invent 
some  improved  machine  to  get  over  it ; 
and  it  does  Siem  to  me  that  in  the 
matter  of  capital  and  labour  when  we 
have  to  acknowledge  that  the  latter  has 
some  canse  to  complain,  we  should  look 
around  in  the  same  way  for  some 
improved  method  of  getting  over  the 
difficulty.  Labour  does  not  get  a  fair 
share  in  the  operations  of  trade.  It 
gets  a  share^  no  doubt,  but  only 
by  strife  and  strikes  ;  and  it  seems  to  mo 
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that  we  nhould  eudearour  to  esfcablifih  a 
H^'stem  whereby,  throngli  the  operation 
of  natural  laws,  labour  should  derive  an 
iiicpcasing  share  of  the  profits  which 
capital  and  labour  combine  to  create. 
I  be^  to  move  the  Motion  which  stands 
in  inj  name. 

Motion  madej  and  Question  pi-oposed, 
*'  That,  in  the  opiDion  of  this  House,  it  h 
iloairabl©  that  a  Committee  bo  ftppointed  to 
iuqiiire  into  and  report  on  tho  various  plaos  lit 
prLBc*nt  in  operatioo  by  which  labour,  m  addi* 
tioD  to  wages  earned,  shares  in  the  profit  of  the 
onterpmes  ia  which  it  ie  eog^aged, — {Mr. 
BariUy,) 

•(10.5.)  Sir  J.  COLOMB  (To^er 
Hamlets,  Bow,  kc.)  :  In  seconding  this 
Hea  )lution,  I  desire  to  say  that,  though 
I  am  in  entire  sympathy  with  it  and 
heartily  sympathise  with  the  main  pro- 
jK>sition  of  mj  hon.  Friend,  I  cannot 
endorse  all  hia  arguments.  I  do  not 
agree  with  him,  for  instance,  in  thinking 
that  there  are  any  possible  means 
of  establishing  an  automatic  system 
fhich  will  regulate  in  all  cases 
tie  differences  arising  between  capital 
and  labour.  I  do  think,  however,  that 
it  is  very  desirable,  when  the  minds 
of  b^th  employers  and  employed  are 
turning  towards  co-operation  as  a  possible 
aolutiiin  of  thfSL*  difficulties,  that  some 
means  should  be  t  iken  to  obtain  authen- 
tic information  with  regard  to  schemes 
of  the  kind  that  have  been  practically 
tried  or  arj  actually  in  opL^ ration.  Thiit, 
I  understand,  is  the  chief  aim  of  the 
Mover  of  the  R^fSijlution,  and  I  certainly 
think  he  has  acted  wisely,  in  the 
interests  of  capital  and  labour  alike,  by 
suggesting  that  such  an  inquiry  should 
be  made  by  a  Committee  and  the  result 
reported  to  the  House.  But  I  should 
liave  preferred  the  Resolution  if 
it  had  read  *'  by  which  labour,  in 
addition  to  wagts  earned,  shares  c/i- 
recth/  in  the  profit,"  &c.  It  is  a 
small  point,  but  I  cordially  agree 
with  tho  dictum  of  my  lion.  Friend  when 
he  said  that  the  most  successful  firms 
c  )mmand  the  best  labour — which  is  the 
result  of  au  indirect  and  net  a  direct 
cause.  I  submit  that  the  reason  tho 
most  successful  firms  command  the  beat 
labour,  i^s  the  certainty  of  continuous 
employment.  I  certainly  think  a  Com- 
mittee of  this  House  a  most  powerful 
Mr,  hartley 


engine  for  collecting  authentic  facts.  I 
do  not  in  the  least  underatand — or  1 
would  not  second  the  Mution~my  hon. 
Friend  to  do  more  than  suggest  that  the 
House  should  appoint  a  Committee  to 
gather  information  and  statistics — not  to 
go  into  speculative  theories  on  thia 
subject.  There  are  doubtless  many  case 
throughout  the  country  in  which 
scheme  of  profit-sharing  is  being  carrie 
on  quietly  and  unobserved,  and  it  is  of 
great  importance  that  trustworthy  in- 
formation should  be  obtained  and  made 
known  as  to  the  results  of  the  operation 
of  the  system.  I  may  mention  that,  in 
my  own  constituency,  there  is  a  vei^ 
interesting  experiment  going  on  at  the 
present  time.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that 
it  has  been  long  enough  in  existence  to 
fall  int-ij  the  category  of  those  schemes 
which  should  be  examined  ;  but  I  thitik  it 
would  be  useful  to  other  firms,  who  are 
tending  in  that  direction,  to  have 
authentic  information  aa  to  the  results  of 
schemes  which  have  been  tried  with  various 
different  systems  up  and  down  the 
country.  I  do  not  agree  with  my  hon. 
Friend — if  1  understood  him  aright 
— that  capital  iti  getting  more  than 
the  average  of  profit  at  7  per 
cent,  at  the  present  moment.  I 
doubt  if  capital,  pliis  brains  and  entet^ 
prise,  can  make  c«Tck-8ure  of  even  5 
per  cent,  profit*  But  I  express  that 
doubt  with  very  great  diffidence,  and 
it  really  dues  not  concern  the  argument 
fur  or  against  the  Motion*  But  what  I 
firmly  believe  is  that  labour  very  often 
fails  to  recognis?  the  sacrifices  tliat  enter- 
prise, which  has  built  up  the  eorhmercial 
reputation  of  the  country,  has  to  make, 
and  the  risks  it  has  to  run.  In  order 
that  enterprise  may  secure  the  results 
at  which  it  aims  it  must  be  backed  by 
capital,  and  capital  in  turn  relies  upon 
friendly,  secure,  and  co-operative  relationa 
with  labour.  1  mention  that,  because  the 
problem  is  so  complex  that  it  is  not 
merely  a  question  of  capital  and  labour, 
but  a  question  of  the  brains  that  lead 
capital  and  the  brains  that  lead  labour* 
The  more  information  the  working 
classes  of  the  country  can  have  with  re- 
gard to  actual  practical  matters  concern* 
xng  the  operations  of  capital  and  labour 
the  better  it  will  be  for  them  and 
capi talis tc;  also.  When  differences  arise 
between  them  it  is  often   because    the 
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working  claases^  in  wlxos.»  common- 
sensy  I  have  full  confidence^  have  not- 
the  whole  of  the  ficts  before  thorn. 
When,  on  a  rise  of  prices^  strikes  take 
place  for  an  immediate  increase  of  wages, 
the  fact  is  of  ton  overlooked  that  perhaps 
bad  times  have  gone  before,  and  thiifc 
capital  has  Imd  to  work  on  at  a  loss 
eimplj  to  keep  the  bnstnesa  going,  I 
believe,  however,  that  if  the  whole 
matter  can  be  approached  from  a  busi- 
ness |Hjint  of  view  by  the  leaders  of  the 
working  cUiases  on  the  one  sid.^  and  the 
capitalists  on  the  other,  with  full  and 
authentic  information  before  them,  it 
may  be  possible  to  arrive  at  a  solution 
which  will  obviate  many  of  the  difficul- 
ties that  now  exist.  There  is  one  thing 
I  strongly  condemn  in  these  matters^ 
the  action  of  the  amateur  conciliatoTj 
who  often  steps  in  to  meddle  with  thini^s 
he  does  not  understand,  in  order  to  reap 
political  capital  or  personal  pipuhirity. 
There  are  Labour  Reprv'sontntives  in  this 
Housa  and  men  throughout  the  country 
who  well  know  the  difficulties  of  the 
question,  and  who  desire  to  arrivo  at 
satisfactory  solutions  of  them  if  possible. 
It  is  with  the  view,  therefore,  of  eecaring 
informatioa  in  the  beat  and  most  prac- 
tical way  on  the  experiments  that  have 
been  tried  in  co-operation  between  labour 
and  capital  that  I  a  'cond  the  Motion. 
•(10.24.)  Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRA* 
HAH  (Lanark,  N.W.):  I  tliink  the  House 
owes  a  deep  debt  of  gratitude  to  the  hon- 
MembL*r  for  Xortli  Islington  for  having 
brought  this  matter  before  the  House, 
because  it  is  seldom  enough  that  we  dis- 
cuss Resolutions  dealing  with  such  social 
questions  as  the  relations  of  capital  and 
labour.  We  discuss  many  things,  such 
aa  the  governors  and  the  governed  in 
other  countries,  and  the  cultivation  of 
asparagus  in  New  Zealand  ;  but  discus- 
sions such  aa  the  present  do  not  occupy 
much  of  our  time.  In  most  of  the 
interesting  matters  which  the  hou* 
Member  has  laid  before  the  Iluuse  I 
concur  most  heartily,  though  with  the 
conclusion  drawn  I  am  somewhat  at 
variance.  I  cannot  quite  agree  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the  remedy 
he  would  wish  us  to  adopt.  Indeed,  I 
consider  it  as  efficacious  as  would  be 
the  remedy  of  him  who  would  phice  a 
pieofe  of  6ticking-plaater  upon  a  cancer. 
The  Seconder   of   the  Resolution  spoke 


of  those  amateur  conciliators  who  often 
mislead  working  classes  and  stir  up  strife 
when  they  seek  to  brmg  conciliation. 
Well,  although  I  have  often  intervened 
in  these  disputes  between  capital  and 
labour,  1  thank  God  that  I  have  never 
intervened  as  a  conciliator,  I  believe  it 
is  impossible  to  do  anything  of  a  con- 
ciliatory nature  between  capital  and 
labjur  as  we  now  see  them  ;  and  I  confess 
I  am  somewhat  disappointed  at  the 
small  Bcopo  of  the  mattt-r  which  the  hon» 
Gentleman  has  brought  before  the  House, 
The  hon.  Member  might,  on  this  Resi>ln- 
tion,  have  said  something  about  the  great 
misery  which  unduubtedly  exists  in 
almost  every  portion  uf  the  country  and 
in  almost  every  trade.  Ho  might, 
especially  as  he  represents  a  London 
constituency,  have  puintcd  out  that  so 
satisfactory  are  the  relations  between 
capital  and  labour  in  this  city  that  only 
last  week  we  had  a  case  of  death  from 
starvation  in  it^a  case  to  which  I  drew 
attention  at  the  time  by  means  of  a 
question*  I  must  dissent  from  much 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  said  when  he 
drew  a  picture  of  the  progress  which  be 
seemed  to  think  has  taken  place  among 
the  working  elates  during  the  last  40 
or  50  years.  I  do  not  say  that  no  pro- 
gress has  taken  place  ;  but  I  maintain 
that  the  condition  of  the  far  greater 
portion  of  the  unskilled  labourers  in  this 
country  is  boc<:»ming  more  prt^carious 
and  more  desperate  every  day,  as  is 
proved  by  the  existence  of  the  strikes 
which  have  been  referred  to  ;  and  the 
remedy  of  profit-sharing  would  have  but 
an  infinitesimal  effect  on  the  great  labour 
troubles  which  we  see  on  everv  side, 
I  would  like  to  deal  briefly  with  the 
three  elements  of  production  touched  on 
by  the  hon,  Memljer — enterprise,  capital, 
and  labour.  The  power  that  capital 
gives  to  men  of  enterprise  to  enter  into 
commercial  speculations  m  not  called  into 
existence,  as  I  read  political  ecouumy,  by 
the  effort  of  enterprise  alone.  It  is 
simply  the  power  conferred  on  these  men 
by  accumulated  labour,  which  places  cer- 
tain funds  in  their  hands  and  enables 
them,  for  their  own  purposes,  Uy  embark 
in  commercial  speculations.  The  hon. 
Member  deplored  the  fact  that  the  rela- 
tions between  capital  and  labour  were 
getting  more  strained  every  day.  I  deny 
now,  as  I  have  denied  50  times  in   this 
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House,  and  I  am  sure  many  hundreds  of 
times  outside  this  House,  that  the  in- 
terests of  capital  and  labour,  as  society  is 
now  constituted,  can  ever  be  identical. 
I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that  capital  and 
labour,  rightly  considered  and  appre- 
hended, would  of  themselves  be  antago- 
nistic. Capital  is  now,  however,  in  so 
few  hands  as  to  create  a  capitalistic  class, 
which  class,  from  the  very  nature  of  its 
being,  is  bound  to  find  itself  in  conflict 
with  labour  upon  every  occasion  on 
which  there  is  either  a  fall  in  prices  or 
on  which  labour  demands  greater  re- 
muneration for  its  services.  It  seems  to 
me  a  very  common-sense  and  common- 
place observation  that  if  the  capitalist 
wishes  to  increase  his  profits  he  has  only 
one  fund  on  which  he  can  draw,  and  that 
fund  is  the  wages  of  labour.  It  is  only 
possible  for  a  capitalist  to  make  a  fortune 
by  refusing  to  give  to  labour  the  full 
share  of  that  which  labour  itself  pro- 
duces. If  he  did  so,  he  must  for  ever 
remain  in  the  same  position  as  when  he 
started.  On  the  other  hand,  when  the 
great  bulk  of  our  working  classes  are 
practically  deprived  of  property,  when 
they  have  no  right  in  the  soil  of  their  native 
land  and  when  they  are  obliged  to  sell 
their  labour,  as  the  only  thing  in  the 
wide  world  they  have  to  dispose  of,  how 
can  their  interests  be  possibly  identical 
with  those  of  the  capitalists  to  whom 
tliey  sell  their  labour  ?  It  would  be  as 
reasonable  to  suppose  that  oil  and  vinegar 
would  mix.  It  is,  I  believe,  perfectly 
possible  that  the  interests  of  capital  and 
labour  can  be  made  identical,  but  not  by 
means  of  the  remedy  which  the  hon. 
Member  has  laid  before  the  House.  The 
hon.  Member  hopes  by  the  introduction 
of  profit-sharing  to  be  able  to  get  rid  of 
the  necessity  for  strikes — a  consumma- 
tion which  I,  for  one,  am  very  anxious 
to  see  brought  about — and  he  deplored 
the  fact  that  Trade  Unionism  in  its  in- 
ception opposed  the  introduction  of 
msKjhinery.  It  is  true  that  the  Trade 
Unionists  of  40  or  50  years  ago  did  oppose 
the  introduction  of  machinery,  but  they 
did  so  because  they  foresaw  that  large 
bodies  of  men  would  be  thrown  out  of 
work,  and  that  the  benefit  would  go,  not  to 
the  producer,  but  to  the  capitalist.  Then 
the  hon.  Member  drew  the  somewhat 
remarkable  conclusion  that  it  would 
banefit  the  working  classes  if,  in  these 
Mr.  Cuningliame  Graliam 


profit-sharing  concerns  which  he  sketched 
briefly,  after  a  certain  percentage  of 
profit  had  been  arrived  at,  further 
dividends  were  divided  between  the 
employers  or  shareholders  and  the 
labourers  themselves.  How  is  that 
percentage  to  be  arrived  at  ?  Is  a  line 
to  be  drawn  after  the  labourer,  by  his 
labour,  has  piled  up  a  certain  amount  of 
profit  for  the  employer,  and  are  sub- 
sequent profits  to  be  divided  betwten 
the  labourers  and  the  manufacturers  ? 
Surely,  Sir,  there  is  no  difference  between 
the  first  5  per  cent.,  and  the  subse- 
quent 10  or  15  per  cent.  If  employers 
are  willing,  after  5  or  10  per  cent, 
has  been  reached,  lo  divide  all  the 
surplus,  surely  that  is  a  tacit  confession 
that  the  whole  wage  system  as  we  know 
it  at  present  is  one  to  be  condemned.  I 
may  be  wrong,  but  I  cannot  think 
myself  that  5  per  cent,  is  a  law  of 
God.  It  seems  to  me  that  it  would  be 
as  reasonable  of  the  employers  to  com- 
mence from  the  beginning  to  divide  all 
their  profits  as  to  begin  after  a  certain 
limit  has  been  reached.  If  the  Com- 
mittee asked  for  is  merely  to  inquire 
into  the  relations  between  capital  and 
labour,  and  into  the  working  of  the 
various  schemes,  and  is  not  to  recommend 
anything  to  the  House,  all  I  have  to 
ask  is  why,  in  the  name  of  fortune,  he 
has  wasted  the  time  of  the  House 
by  this  discussion?  With  sccitty 
constituted  as  it  is  at  present, 
it  is  impossible  for  the  laboui-iiig 
classes  to  hold  their  own  against  the 
capitalists  by  any  co-operative  or  profit- 
sharing  schemes,  or  any  similar  quack 
expedients.  But  I  believe  the  working 
classes  are  now  finding  out  for  them- 
selves the  remedy  for  the  evils  frcm 
which  they  suffer.  I  trust  them,  and  I 
think  they  will  solve  this  question. 
Perhaps  they  will  solve  it  in  its  begin- 
ning without  the  help  of  the  House 
of  Commons ;  but  that  they  should 
have  the  help  of  the  House  of  Commons 
is  a  proposition  I  have  always  laid 
before  them  in  the  House.  The 
method  they  are  adopting  in  every 
country  in  the  world  is  that  of  obtain- 
ing a  reduction  of  the  hours  of 
labour.  They  have  agreed  to  hold 
demonstrations  in  every  country  in  the 
world  on  the  1st  of  May.  Though  I,  for 
one,  should  be  glad  to  welcome  anything 
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that  would  place  the  relations  of  capital 
aud  lal)our  on  a  more  satisfactory  footing, 
and  ease  the  misery,  the  horrors,  and  the 
starvation  to  which  the  working  classes 
ara  subjected  whenever  there  is  a  strike, 
I  rather  rely  on  the  practical  common- 
sense  of  the  working  classss,  and  the 
determination  they  have  expressed  to 
attack  this  question  by  the  reduction  of 
the  hours  of  labour  rather  ihan  by  means 
of  any  scheme  given  to  them  from  above 
on  a  subject  which,  as  far  as  I  can  see, 
does  not  occupy  their  attention  in  the 
smallest  degree. 

*(10.37.)  Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (North- 
ampton)  :  I  cannot  help  regretting  that 
this  discussion  has  taken  the  form 
of  a  general  discussion  of  the  various 
schemes  supposed  to  be  beneficial 
to  the  working  man,  and  have  not 
boen  directed  with  greater  particu- 
larity to  the  Motion  b3fore  the  House. 
That  Motion  has  hardly  bsen  alluded  to 
by  the  mover  himsalf,  and  has  not  been 
referred  to  at  all  by  the  Seconder  or  by 
the  hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down. 
The  Motion  states  that  a  Committee 
should  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  cer- 
tain matters ;  but  it  does  not  seem  to 
have  occurred  to  those  who  have  spoken 
that  as  far  back  as  1886  it  was  resolved 
that  means  should  be  taken  for  conduct- 
ing such  an  inquiry  as  is  -now  suggested, 
and  the  result  was  the  organisation 
under  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Brightside  Division,  of 
the  Labour  Statistical  Department.  Lord 
Stanley,  of  Preston,  and  the  present 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  have 
assisted  in  extending  that  Department 
from  small  beginnings,  but,  unfor- 
tunately, the  House  has  not  placed  at 
the  disposal  of  that  Department  the  funds 
required  for  making  full  inquiries.  In 
fact,  less  money  is  voted  for  that  Depart- 
ment than  is  granted  in  a  State  like 
Massachusstts  for  a  similar  office.  Many 
of  the  difficulties  that  arise  between 
employers  and  employed  could  be  pre- 
vented if  accurate  means  of  information 
were  given  to  both  classes,  and  therefore 
I   regret  that  the  Department  has   not 


been  able  to  Extend  its  inquiries,  and  to 
issue  fuller  and  more  frequent  Tlepi6rts'. 
I  w'ouLl  suggest  that  it  is  not  necessary 
to  appoint  any  Committee  to  denl  with 
this  subject.  All  that  is  necessary  is  to 
give  Mr.  Giffen  and  Mr.  Burnett,  and 
those  who  act  with  them,  the  meaiis  of  col- 
lecting all  the  information  that  is  required. 
I  do  not  believe  it  to  be  the  case  that  the 
relations  between  capital  and  labour  in 
this  country  are  more  strained  to-day 
than  they  were  50  years  ago.  The  Mover 
and  Seconder  of  the  Resolution  spoke  of 
the  fair  share  of  profit,  capital,  and  laboui* 
ought  to  have  respectively,  and  the  last 
speaker  spoke  of  the  full  share  labour 
ought  to  have,  but  not  one  of  them  has 
explained  what  those  shares  ought  to  be 
or  how  they  are  to  be  fixed.  I  know  that 
those  who  attempt  to  define  'in  this 
matter  will  at  once  find  themselves 
in  considerable  difficulties  ;  but  if 
hon.  Members  are  afraid  of  difficulties 
they  ougl^t  ;iot  to  raise  these  questions 
or  they  may  lay  themselves  open  to  the 
charge  of  pandering  to  the  working 
classes  without  endeavouring  really  to 
help  them.  I  do  not  know  what  view 
the  hon.  Member  for  Lanarkshire  (Mr. 
Graham)  takes  of  the  full  share  of  labour ; 
but  if  he  meant  anything — and  I  will  do 
him  the  justice  of  saying  I  do  not  think 
he  did^his  words  meant  the  full  value 
added  to  raw  material  by  labour. 

*Mr.  C.  GRAHAM :  That  was  exactly 
what  I  meant. 

*Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  Quite  so ;  and, 
therefore,  there ;  is  no  reason  for  inter- 
rupting me.'  Well,  that  is  a. phrase 
which  can  only  be  uttered  by  men  who 
are  utterly  ignorant  of  the  whole  con. 
ditions  of  the  working  classes  and 
utterly  hopeless  as  teachers  of  the  people. 
If  labour  '  takes  all,  who  will  risk 
skill  and  capital  in  manufacture  ?  I 
never  heard  any  more  regettable  phrase 
than  that  used  by  the  hon.  Member 
when  he  said  that  in  the  many  cases  of 
disputes  between  workers  and  employers 
in  which  he  has  interfered  he  has  never 
once  interfered  as  a  conciliator.  My  life 
has  been  longer  than  that  of  the  hon. 
Member,  and  I  suppose,  to  my  shame,  I 
must  say  that  I  have  never   mixed   in 
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labour  strifes  except  in  the  character  of 
conciliator,  and  I  have  known  more  than 
one  class  of  men  in  this  country  who 
have  been  trying  to  organise  and  some 
who,  misled  by  phrases  snch  as  the  hon. 
Member  has  nsed  to-night,  suffered  by 
not  following  the  advice,  of  those 
Trades  Union  Leaders  to  whom  they 
formerly  looked  for  guidance.  I  speak 
on  this  independently.  I  have  never 
attended  a  Congress  of  Trade  Unions, 
and  I  doubt  whether  they  would  accept 
my  couDsel.  But  men  who  act  with  the 
hon.  Member  himself  have  interfered 
in  labour  disputes  they  do  not  under- 
stand, in  industries  with  which  they  have 
no  connection,  and  have  led  poor  and 
hungpry  men  to  hope  for  redemption  where 
redemption  cannot  come,  and  to  waste 
the  m6ney  of  Trades  Unions  saved 
for  goo4  and  useful  purposes  in  main- 
taining a  hopeless  struggle.     [Cheers^ 

*Me.  C.  graham  :  I  rise  to  a  point 
of  order.  I  have  no  wish  to  interrupt 
the  hon.  Member,  but  I  think  I  am 
bound  on  account  of  the  cheer  which 
came  from  the  opposite  Benches  to 
vindicate  John  Burns  and  Tom  Mann, 
the  two  men  against  whom  I  consider 
the  accusations  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
are  levelled. 

*Mb.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER :  That  is 
not  a  point  of  order. 

Mr.  C.  graham  :  I  am  well  aware 
of  that.  Sir. 

*Mb.  BRADLAUGH:  I  am  afraid 
points  of  order  like  questions  of  labour 
are  beyond  the  immediate  comprehen- 
sion of  the  hon.  Member.  I  did  not 
refer  to  any  particular  men,  except  as 
being  associated  with  the  hon.  Member 
himself.  All  I  can  say  is,  I  am  sorry 
when  I  find  men  addressing  labourers  in 
great  meetings  and  telling  them  they  can 
rely  on  violence  for  the  redress  of  their 
wrongs.  It  is  because  I  believe  that  the 
condition  of  the  working  classes  in  this 
country  is  enormously  improved,  because 
I  believe  it  to  be  susceptible  of  greater 
improvement,  because  1  believe  in  the 
efforts  of  Trades  Unions,  and  because  I 
believe  that  co-operative  production  and 
schemes  of  profit-sharing  understood  by 
the  working  men  and  practised  by 
them  voluntarily,  may  help  them  even 
Mr.  Bradlaugh 


in  their  worse  misery,  that  I  regret 
that  we  should  be  told  that  any  scheme 
which  will  in  any  sort  of  fashion  bring 
food  where  food  is  not  is  like  putting 
sticking  plaster  on  a  cancer.  When  you 
irritate,  when  you  agitate  in  the  sense  of 
hostility  and  not  of  conciliation,  you  put 
caustic  to  the  cancer  and  make  the  sore 
intolerable.  I  said  I  would  put  before 
the  House  what  I  conceive  to  be  the 
share  of  labour.  I  say  that,  first  of  all, 
labour  must  be  paid  a  wage,  because  it 
has  not  the  means  of  existing  otherwise. 
Labour  is  entitled  to  get,  first  of  all,  for 
the  wage  earner  life,  and  in  life  I  include 
shortest  hours  possible  with  profitable 
enterprise,  leisure,  opportunities  for 
thrift,  means  of  providing  for  old  age, 
and  a  fair  average  standard  of  comfort. 
That  standard  of  comfort  varies  consider- 
ably. You  cannot  compare  the  condition 
of  the  Belgian  or  the  Austrian  coal  miner ; 
you  cannot  compare  the  condition  of  the 
textile  workers  in  the  countries  of 
Europe  where  textile  workers  prevail 
with  the  condition  of  our  labourers 
without  taking  into  account  the  general 
surroundings.  I  agree  that  labour  which 
labours  for  itself,  in  addition  to  labouring 
for  another,  is  better  labour,  that  is, 
more  productive  labour,  and  that  it 
would  be  wise  if  there  could  be 
encouragement  in  every  field  of  labour 
for  some  addition  to  the  mere  subsistence 
of  life — wage — which  I  claim  labour  is 
first  of  all  entitled  to.  I  believe 
the  more  labour  shares  in  this 
the  better  for  labour,  I  think  that 
schemes  for  co-operative  production,  as 
well  as  co-operative  distribution,  might 
be  put  before  the  labouring  classes  of  this 
country  as  enterprises  in  which  they 
might  well  engage.  The  hon.  Member 
cites  the  cases  of  the  big  Cities  of  London 
and  Liverpool,  where  there  are  very 
many  unskilled  labourers  with  casual 
employment :  and  he  puts  the  condition 
of  things  there  as  if  it  were  a  fair  example 
of  the  condition  of  things  affecting  the 
working  classes  in  the  country  generally. 
It  is  nothing  of  the  kind.  The  hon. 
Member  reproached  the  Government 
and  the  Liberal  Members,  and  the  Irish 
Nationalist  Members,  because  he  says 
they  have  not  done  anything  to  prevent 
the  starvation  of  the  men  whose  cause 
he  is  supposed  to  espouse.  What  has 
the   hon.   Member    done?      Made    men 
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which  they  for- 


I 


» 


I  did  not  saj  that 
Order, 


Btrike  in  industries 
merly  lived. 

♦Mb.  C.  GRAHAM 
at  all. 

mh,  depute  speaker 

order ! 

•Mr.  C.  graham  :  I  shall  speak  even 
if  I  am  suspended  for  it. 

Mb.  deputy  SPEAKER:  I  must 
call  oa  the  hon.  Member  to  resume  his 
seat* 

*Mh.  BRADLAUGH:  Mad©  strikes 
amongst  men  who  live  bj  casual  employ- 
ment — a  shocking  kind  of  employment  at 
the  beat — because  the  certaiuty  of  wage- 
coming,  if  the  wage  be  low»  is  better  than 
an  uncertain  wage.  Men  wbo^  not 
belonging  to  tho  particular  industry,  go 
amongst  it  fomenting  strikes  are  the 
men  who  are  responsible  for  the  condition 
of  starvation  that  ensues  upon  the  strikes, 
and  they  have  no  right  to  reproach  us 
in  tliis  House,  who  disagree  with  their 
action.  As  far  as  I  understand  Trades 
Unions,  they  have  never  in  any  case 
pretended  to  teach  that  strikes  are  what 
they  desire.  Strikes  in  trade  are  as  war 
between  nations.  I  am  one  of  those  wlio 
hcpe  for  peace  by-and-bye — it  is  a  long 
way  off — and  peace  amongst  peoples 
will  never  come  when  men*  without 
acquaintance  with  the  working  classes 
strive  in  moments  of  some  political 
agitation— wit li  good  motives  I  hope, 
with  honest  hearts  I  believe,  but  with 
wild  heads— to  scatter  Hame  instead  of 
comfort,.  Strikes  are  bad.  Why  are 
they  bad  ?  Because  the  labour  which  is 
lost  through  them  can  never  be  recovered. 
If  there  is  some  gain  in  point  of 
wage,  the  gainers  by  the  strike,  like  the 
surviving  soldiers  after  a  battle^  are 
called  upon  to  **  witness  the  maimed  and 
wounded,  tho  empty  cupboards,  the 
great  misery,  and  the  famished  homes"  as 
part  of  the  consequences.  lam  notspeak- 
in^  against  strikes  as  far  as  the  right 
of  tlie  men  to  cancel  his  laliour  contmct 
is  concerned,  but  a  better  way  for  men 
to  secure  their  ends,  whenever  it  is 
possible,   would  be    to  apply  in  industry 


their 


r  capital  which  exists  in  savings 
banks,  and  other  forms,  which  is  thus 
likely  to  increase  year  by  j'ear.  At 
present  they  cannot  do  this,  because 
it  is  seldom  they  have  one  man 
they  can  trust  to  go  in  and  conduct 
the  enterprise  for  them  more  than 
for  himself.  I  have  great  confidence, 
looking  to  the  short  time  Trades  Unions 
bave  been  legal  in  this  country,  as  to 
what  they  can  do.  I  do  not  believe 
that  Tra4ie8  Unions  are  any  more  perfect 
than  this  House  ;  but  they  are  about  as 
perfect  in  relation  to  the  class  they  havo 
to  represent.  This  House  is  not  as  bad  as 
the  hon.  Member  calls  it  when  he  is  away 
from  it.  It  is  not  as  good  as  it  should  be, 
but  it  may  be  made  better  if  hon. 
Gentlemen  will  help  to  prevent  the  irrita- 
tion of  the  sore.  Now,  1  am  not  against 
this  Committee.  The  more  men  inquire 
the  better;  but  if  the  Committee  is  not 
to  report  in  favour  of  something,  there 
13  not  much  use  in  its  sitting.  The 
machinery  is  already  in  the  hands  of  the 
President  of  the  B<jard  of  Trade.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  piven  a  little 
more  money  he  can  make  better  and  more 
exhaustive  inquiries  than  a  Coramittee 
can.  It  is  extremely  difficult  to  inquire 
into  working  men's  organisations,  before 
such  a  Committee  as  is  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Islington  (Mr. 
Hartley),  but  it  may  be  well  done  by  Mr. 
Burnett,  who  represents  the  majority  of 
the  organised  artistms  of  this  country.  All 
his  Reports  are  Reports  which  employers, 
as  well  as  employed,  may  look  at  \\ith 
gratification.  The  only  fault  I  have  t<:> 
find  with  them  is  that  they  are  not  full 
enough,  or  sufficiently  frequent.  But 
there  are  other  gentlemen  in  the 
Depa^rtment  at  the  dispo-sal  of  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  from 
all  the  sources  at  his  command  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  could  get  all  the  in- 
formation that  is  wanted.  You  cannot  get 
it  by  means  of  a  Select  Committee  alone. 
A  considerable  amount  of  money  might 
be  well  spent  in  putting  that  information 
before  the  public.  But  I  fear  that  when 
the  hon.  Member  talked  of  "  establish 
ing  **  these  things  he  meant  more  than 
mere  reporting. 

♦Mr.  BARTLEY  :  I  do  not  think  I 
used  the  worti  '*  esteblished.'*  If  I  did 
so  it  was  through  inadvertence^ 
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•Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  quite  accept  it 
as  a  slip,  thotigli  it '  certainly  occurred 
in  the  hon.  Member's  speech  three  times. 
I  think  the  President  of  the  *  Board  of 
Trade  has  in  his  hands  the  machinery  for 
making  such  an  inquiry, '  and  a  Salect 
Committee  caiinot  make  a  Continental 
inquiry,  as  the  Department  cm,  through 
Consular  agents.  I  am  glad  that  labour 
questions  are  raised  for  discussion  in 
this  House  ;  but  it  would  be  a  bad  thing 
if  the  impression  were  to  go  forth  to  the 
country,  as  it  has  gone  forth  in  some 
parts  of  the  world,  that  it  is  possible  for 
ftny  rapid  change  in  the  relations  between 
capital  and  labour  to  take  place — for  any 
improvement  which  could  be  measured  by 
days,  weeks,  or  months  to  be  effected  in 
the  condition  of  any  one  class.  The  im- 
provement in  this  country  •  has  :  been 
marvellous.  The  dwellings  •  of '  the  great 
mass  of  workers,  the  education  and  the 
general  tone  of  the  people,  are,  as  com- 
pared with  the  time  when  I  was  a  lad, 
something  of  which  every  inhabitant  of 
this  Kingdom  may  be  proud.  Except  in 
regard  to  the  agricultural  population, 
we  are  in  advance  of  every  country  in 
Europe  in  respect  of  the  standai-d  of 
comfort  for  the  workmen  and  the  con- 
ditions of  work.  Trade  Unions  have 
done  much  ;  but  it  has  only  been  within 
the  last  15  or  20  years  that  they  have 
had  the  opportunity  of  acting  with  legal 
means.  I  was  astounded — or  I  should 
have  been  but  for  the  s^>eaker — to  hear 
the  doctrine  enunciated  that  machinery 
has  injured  the  workmsu-of  this  country. 
It  has  done  nothing  of  the  sort. 

*Mr.  C.  GRAHAM  :  I  said  that 
machinery,  through  the  action  of 
the  capitaUst  class,  had  been  made 
rather  a  wage-saving  appliance  than 
a  labour-saving  appliance. 

*Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  That  is  precisely 
what  is  not  true.  It  is  incapable  of 
proof.  The  hon.  Member  should  read  a 
Report  emanating  from  the  Statistical 
Department  of  the  Board  of  Trade  in 
relation  to  the  textile  industries,  arid  S3e 
the  hours  worked  and  the  wages  earned 
now  as  compared  with  the  statistics  of 


50  years  ago.  The  hon.  Member  will  see 
that  in  the  industries  where  machinery 
has  multiplied  niore'  than  in  any  others 
the  number  of  workers  has  increased, 
the  standard  of  comfort  has  increased, 
and  the  condition  of  misery  and  squalor 
in  -which  the  workers  lived  50  years  ag^ 
has  quite  changed.  The  lion.  Member 
does  not  know  of  yesterday  ;  but  he  has 
no  right  to  speak  as  if  tcniay  is  worse 
without  that  knowledge.  Without 
machinery  the  bulk  of  the  savings  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Korth 
Islington  has  referred  would  not  have 
existed  for  the  working  classes. 

*Mr.  C.  graham  interposed  a  remark. 

•Me.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  am  opposed  to 
constant  interruptions.  I  regret  that  it  is 
not  possible  to  discuss  a  question  of  this 
kind  with  each  speaker  .relying  merely 
on  the  solidity  of  his  argument  "  If  it 
is  only  possible  to  meet  here  what  I  hope 
has  some  claim  to  airgument  by  constant 
interruption,  what  as  to  be  said  of  the 
gatherings  outside  Parliament  for  dealing 
with  questions  between  employer  and 
employed  ?  It  is  the  duty  of  those  who 
obtain  influence  with  the  people  to  err, 
if  they  err  at  all,  on  the  side  of  keeping 
the  people  peaceful  instead  of  making 
them  mischievous.  .  The  people  hold  the 
vote  to  elect  Representatives,  and  there 
are  men  near  me  who  represent  labour, 
and  who,  against  the  most  powerful 
capitalists  in  the  world,  have  won  what 
they  think  labour  is  entitled  to. .  1  agree 
that  labour  wins  too  little  and  bears  too 
much,  and  the  House  might  do  much  in 
redressing  the  incidence  of  taxation 
pressing  now  upon  labour.  But  that  is 
not  the  subject  before  the  House ;  and  I 
wo  aid  submit  that  while  there  is  no 
reason  against  the  appointment  of  a 
Committee,  there  is  a  better  and  more 
impartial  means  of  getting  the  same 
information  now  at  the  disposition  of  the 
Government  .if-  the  House  would  only 
vote  a  few.  hundred  pounds — a  sum  pro- 
bably .  less  than  the  cost  of  witnesses 
before  a  Committee. 

*Mb.  G.  GRAHAM:  I  ask  leave  to 
make  a  -  personal  explanation ;  it  is 
the  firist'  time  I  have  done  so.  I 
will  hot  follow  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  in  his  personal '  reroanrktf.  - 
I  was  discussing  principles,  but  the  hoAji 
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Member  has  turned  aside  to  discues 
persons.  It  is,  however,  mtlier  a  seriouB 
allegation  against  a  Member  of  the  House 
of  Commons  to  accuse  him  of  having 
incited  to  violence.  I  have  spoken  at 
many  meetings  where  considerable  ex- 
citement has  been  exhibited  ;  but  I  have 
never  incited  to  violence,  because  I 
knew  that  rioleace  would  recoil  on  the 
heads  of  the  working  classes,  Gkgainst 
whom  all  society,  as  I  conceive  it^  is  a 
vast  organised  conspiracy.  I  have  never 
incited  to  violence. 

Au  hon.  Member  :  Trafalgar  Square  ? 

*M».  a  GRAHAM:  I  have  never 
incited  to  violence,  because  I  believe 
that  it  would  do  the  working  classes  no 
good*  But  the  very  moment  that  the 
power  was  in  their  hands  and  can  be 
effectively  used  without  injury  to  them- 
selves, I  should  then  incite  to  violettce. 

♦(ILIO.)  The  PKESIDEKT  or  thb 
BOARD  OF  TRADE  (Sir  Michabl  Hicks 
BlACH,  Bristol,  W,) :  I  do  not  think  the 
hon.  Member  has  improved  his  position 
by  his  explanation.  I  am  not  going  into 
the  general  question — I  rise  only  with  a 
view  to  respond  to  the  appeal  which  has 
been  addressed  to  me  as  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton.  1  confess  I  am  n«>t  as 
sanguino  with  regard  to  the  advantages 
to  be  derived  from  profit-sharing  as  my 
hon.  Friend.  I  think  the  system  is  open 
to  a  great  many  objections.  ProHt_ 
sharing  is  all  very  well  from  a  philan_ 
thropic  point  of  view  ;  but  I  fail  to  aee 
why,  if  it  be  attempted  to  be  practised 
from  a  business  point  of  view,  the 
employed  should  not  share  the  losses  as 
well  as  the  profits  ;  and  I  do  not  believe 
that  workmen  genei'aHy  either  could  or 
would  share  the  loss  of  a  bad  year.  If  an 
average,  including  profits  and  losses,  is 
to  be  taken  over  a  number  of  years,  I 
fear  the  profits  to  be  divided  would  be 
very  much  less  than  my  hon.  Friend 
supposes.  I  quite  admits  however,  that 
anyone  who  places  before  ub  an  idea  from 
VOL.    CCCXLIIL     [riiiRD  sEuiEs.] 


which  he  may  hope  to  bring  about  confi- 
dence   rather  than  distrust  among  em- 
ployers   and    employed  must  command 
our   sympathies.      The  profit-sharing  of 
this  country  is  not  at  all  confined  to  the 
profit-sharing    borrowed    from     France. 
There  is  another  kind,  namely,  that  due 
to   co-operative    production ;   and    when 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  says 
that   the    Board    of  Trade    might  have 
done    more    in    this    matter,    I    would 
venture    to     refer    him    to   two    excel- 
lent Reports  by  Mr.  Bumett  of  the   pro- 
ceedings of  the  Co-operative  Congresa  of 
1888    and    1889,    where  hon.  Members 
will  find  a  Resolution,  passed  after  con« 
aiderable  debate  by  that  Congress,  affirm- 
ing their  great  desire   for  the   extension 
of    the     system     of     profit-sharing    on 
the     basis     of      co  -  oj>erative     produc- 
tion.    What     I     would     suggest     with 
reference  to  the  actual  Motion  before  us 
is    this — I    will    endeavour,    with    the 
machinery  at  my  disposal  at  the   Board 
of  Trade,   to  collect  all  the  information 
that  can  be  collected  with  regard  to  this 
system  of  profit-sharing  by  co-operative 
production   or  otherwise  in   France  and 
England,    and    to    have    that    informa- 
tion   embodied    in    a    readable    Report 
to     be    then     laid     before    Parliament 
I   submit     that     that     would     be     the 
first   and    most   necessary   step    in   the 
direction  which  ray  hon.  Friend  contem- 
plates, for  I  do  not  suppose  that  he  looks 
to  enforcing  the  profit-sharing  system  by 
means  of  legislation.     What  he  wants  is 
to  have  the  facte  Inid  before  the  country ; 
and    when   the    facts     are    before    the 
country  it  would  be  open  to  him  or  any 
other  Member  to  propose  that  they  should 
be   considered   by  a  Committee    of  this 
House.     I  do  not  suggest  that  the  Board 
of  Trade  should  sift  these  facts  and  state 
opinions  upon  them.     What  I  would  do 
is,  as  I  have  said,  to  cx)llect  the  informa- 
tion   in    a   readable  shape ;  and  I  hope 
with  that  understanding  my  hon.  Friend 
will  not   press  the  Motion  to  a  Division. 

(1L15.)  Mr.  BROADHURST  (Not^ 
tingham,  W.)  :  If  the  hon.  Member  for 
Islington  goes  to  a  Division  I  shall 
certainly  not  vote  against  the  Motion, 
but  I  do  not  know  that  it  would  be 
2  T 
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worth  while  to  vote  for  it.  There  is  no 
doubt  that  rdl  the  informfhtion  the  hon. 
Member  asks  for  he  might  have  had  in  the 
ordinary  way,  by  moving  for  a  Return  ; 
but  then  the  Houfie  would  have  been  under 
the  great  disadvantage  that  it  would  not 
have  heard  the  hon.  Member's  speech. 
I  am  informed  that  there  ia  ld  France 
a  Department  for  collecting  information 
of  this  kind  from  all  parts  of  the  world, 
8o  that  a  Gommunication  from  the  Foreign 
Office  might  at  once  place  the  Board  of 
Trade  in  possession  of  an  enormous 
amount  of  infurmation  on  the  subject  of 
profit-sliaring.  If  the  system  is  to  exist 
at  all  it  must  rest  upon  a  basis  of  sound 
business  principles,  not  on  principles  of 
philanthropy,  T  regret  that  up  to  the 
present  we  have  not  lieard  on  tliis  ques- 
tion the  voice  of  any  of  my  Colleagues  in 
the  House  whoare  supposed  specially  to  re- 
present the  great  industriesof  the  country. 
I  could  not  gather  from  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Islington  whether 
he  has  any  definite  plan  in  his  mind 
with  regard  to  profitrsharing.  The  most 
definite  part  of  the  hon.  Member's  speech 
was  his  severe  condemnation  of  trade 
unions.  As  to  some  of  the  other  speeches, 
I  might  say,  with  my  hon.  Friend  near 
me,  "Thank  God  the  average  British 
working  man  ts  wiser  than  some  of  the 
would-be  friends  who  advocate  his  cauje." 
The  hon.  Member  for  North  Islington 
gave  us  some  extraordinary  figures^ 
supplied  by  Mr,  Be  van,  ns  to  the  cost 
of  strikt'S,  and  the  impossibility  of  the 
game  adequately  repaying  the  outlay 
consequent  upon  strikes. 

•Mb.  BARTItEr :  I  merely  stated  what 
that  Authority  had  laid  down  aa  the  cost 
to  the  labourer—the  amount  of  loss  in 
wages— and  I  then  went  on  to  say  that 
that  loss  was  absolutely  gone. 

Mr,  BROABHURST  :  The  hon. 
Gentleman  should  not  descend  to  any 
particulars  as  to  the  basis  on  which 
Mr.  Bevan  framed  kia  calculation. 
I  have  seen  many  calculations  going  to 
prove  that  strikes  were  altogether  a 
mistake — a  costly,  a  useless^  and  a  profit- 
less proceeding  on  the  part  of  the 
labourer,  but  most  of  th©  calculations 
Mr,  Broadhurift 


have  been  based  upon  false  foundationB, 
aud,  so  far  as  we  are  in  possession  of 
information  to  the  contrary,  the  calcula- 
tionfl  of  Mr.  Bevan's  are  of  that  nature. 
The  Trades  Unions  have  conducted  great 
strikes,  and  in  the  past  they  found  enemies 
and  opponents  in  every  class  of  society. 
The  Press  and  the  Pulpit  denounced  them, 
Parliament  opposed  and  denounced  them, 
and  Trades  Unions  had  uo  means 
of  enforcing  attention  to  their  claims 
except  by  the  extreme  process  of  striking, 
or  by  conduct  which  led  to  lock  out.  1  coo- 
tend  tliat  the  progress  of  peoples  from 
the  condition  of  slavery  to  that  of  freedom 
C4innot  be  counted  by  pounds,  shillings, 
and  pence.  What  we  have  to  bear  in 
mind  is  that  50  years  ago  labour  waa 
comparatively  degraded  in  character  and 
powerless  as  regards  its  action.  What  is 
it  that  has  secured  for  labour  its  present 
position  1  It  has  been  the  action  of  the 
Trades  Unions  and  the  exercise  of  the 
right  to  strike  for  better  wages  and  for 
shorter  hours.  The  exercise  of  that 
right  has  resulted  in  one  great  and  ever- 
lasting gain,  and  in  a  great  moral  and 
educational  and  physical  gain  to  the 
nation  at  large.  Through  the  means  of 
Trades  Unions  £8,250,000  liaa  been 
spent  in  benevolent  purposes.  What 
does  that  mean  ?  It  means  that  by  the 
aid  of  Trades  Unions  the  working  classes 
of  the  country  have  created  an  institu- 
tion of  self  reliance  unexampled  in  their 
time  in  any  other  nation  in  Europe, 
The  hon.  Member  for  North  Islington 
said  that  Trades  Unions  opposed  the  in- 
troduction of  machinery.  Ye« ;  the 
working  classes  who  belonged  to  Trades 
Unions  70  years  ago  were  more  ignorant 
than  the  Trades  Unionists  of  to-day  are, 
but  who  were  responsible  for  that 
ignorance  t  Was  it  not  Parliament 
and  the  Cabinet,  that  were  supposed 
spiritual     and 


to      watch 


over  the 
intellectual  welfare  of  the  people? 
If  the  hon.  Member  will  only  continue 
his  studies  on  the  labour  question,  he 
ivill  grow  much  wiser  than  he  ii  to- 
night.  He  has  made  a  great  attack  u|>on 
Trades  Unions,  about  which  he  knows  little 
or  nothing.  It  is  not  true  to  say  that 
Trades  Unions  opposed  machinery.  Here 
and    there,    in    different     centres   and 
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branoHefl  of  induitry^  they  may  have  done 
BO.  But,  Sir,  the  House  of  Lords  opposed 
nmchinery.  The  labourers  of  the  coun- 
try, therefore,  were  not  more  ignorant 
than  the  House  of  Lords,  and  there  were 
men  in  the  House  of  Commons,  at  that 
time,  who  did  not  look  with  favour  on  the 
g^at  development  of  steam  power  and 
steam  means  of  locomotion*  It  is  alto- 
gether uncalled  for,  and  unworthy,  to  go 
back  70  yeans  ago  for  an  illustration  of 
tliis  kind.  We  have  progressed  as  rapidly 
in  intelligence,  I  hope,  as  any  other  in* 
fititution — as  Parliament^  the  Church,  the 
Tjaw,  or  any  other  great  collection  of  in- 
tellectual people  in  this  country.  Thehon. 
Member  did  not  give  us  a  single  iTistance 
of  opposition  on  the  part  of  Trades  Onions 
to  machinery,  or  of  opposition  on  their 
part  to  profit-sharing. 

An  hon.  MEMBER  :  Gas  strikes. 

Me.  BROADHUR8T:  I  submit  that 
the  gas  strikes  had  notliing  at  all  to  do 
with  this  matter;  and  it  is  not  fair 
thus  to  cite  the  case  of  the  gas  stokers 
as  against  the  general  opinion  of  the 
Trades  Unions  of  this  country.  The 
Uon.  Gentleman  referred  to  the  scheme 
put  forward  by  Messrs.  Poto  ;  and  com- 
mented on  the  wickedness  of  the  Trndes 
Unions  in  opposing  itj  but  my  recollec* 
tion  of  that  scheme  was  that  it  was  ill- 
considered  and  almost  unworkable,  and 
one  that  no  experienced  Trade  Unionist 
could,  without  many  reservations  and 
amendments,  recommend  his  fellows  to 
adopt.  It  is  altogether  unfair,  then,  for 
the  hon.  Member  to  attack  Trades  Unions 
on  the  ground  of  opposition  to  these 
schemes  without  giving  the  grounds  of 
opposition.  I  think  the  debfite  can  not 
do  much  harm,  but  neither  will  it  do 
much  good.  The  offe»*  made  by  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  em* 
bodies  a  far  more  practicable  scheme 
for  obtaining  sound  information  tlian 
could  be  obtained  by  the  institution  of  a 
Select  Committee,  such  as  is  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Islington. 

(MM.)  Mb.  BURT  (Morpeth):! 
do  not  rise  with  the  intention  of  pro- 
longing the  Debate,  becaute  1  believe  that 
a  great  many  Members  are  anxious  to 
proceed  with  the  discussion  of  another 


subject.  I  think,  however,  that  this  has 
been  a  valuable  discussion.  I,  for  one» 
have  felt  for  long  that  there  will  be  no 
solution  to  the  labour  problem  except 
tihi*oagh  some  system  of  profit-sharing 
between  capital  and  labour.  I  make  no 
complaint  of  the  references  of  the  hon. 
Member  to  Trade  Unions,  except  that 
his  remarks  are  themselves  open  to  some 
criticism  ;  but  with  regard  to  Trade 
Unions  generally,  they  have  never  been 
liostite  to  profit-sharing.  Throughout 
the  country  they  are  entirely  in  sympathy 
with  the  principle  of  co-operation,  and  I 
believe  that  Trade  Unions  will  heartily 
welcome  any  practical  scheme  of  co-part- 
nership or  division  of  profits.  I  think, 
however,  the  object  the  hon.  Member  haa 
in  view  would  lie  gained  by  the  generous 
manner  in  which  the  President  of  the 
B^mrd  of  Tmde  lias  met  the  proposal,  and 
I  hope,  therefore,  that  the  hon.  Member 
will  not  put  the  House  to  the  trouble  of 
ft  Division. 

♦(11.38.)  Mr.  BABTLET:  I  most 
candidly  acci:^)t  the  ofiEer  made  by  the  Pre- 
sident of  tlie  Board  of  Trade,  All  I  wish 
to  have  is  information  ;  and  I  agree  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  when  we 
get  that  information  wo  shall  be  in  a 
much  better  position  than  we  are  at 
present.  Under  the  circumstances,  I 
ask  leave  to  withdmw  my  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

INTOXICATING    LIQUORS    (LOCAL 
VETO)   (IRELAND)   BILL.— (No,    H.) 

(BESOLtrnoN  OF  26th  march,) 
♦(11,41.)  Mr,  lea  (Londonderry,  S.): 
I  think  the  House  pretty  well  under- 
stands the  object  of  the  Resolution  which 
I  am  aliout  to  move.  When  this  Bill 
was  under  discussion  on  March  26  a 
misapprehension  arose,  Tlie  Closure  was 
moved  at  half-piist  5,  after  this  came 
the  Division  on  the  Bill,  and  while  every- 
one was  going  out  an  Amendment  which 
had  scarcely  been  spoken  to  at  all  was 
passed  by  the  House.  It  has  been  thought 
that  this  might  apply  to  other  Bills  besides 
the  one  under  discussion,  and  to  make 
the  ground  quite  clear  and  to  avoid  doubt 
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I  think  it  would  be  better  to  pass  tbis 
Refioltitioii.  I  believe  it  will  meet  with 
the  unaaimous  aaseiit  of  the  House. 

(11.420    m:r,  pierce  MAHONY 

(Meath,  N.)  *  I  bog  to  second  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  having  informed  the 
House  that  the  Local  Government  Bill  for 
Ireland  to  be  introduced  this  Session,  as  in- 
timated in  Her  5Iaje5ty*H  Most  GraoiouE 
Speech,  will  be  upon  dmilar  lines  to  the  Acts 
passed  for  England  and  Scotland,  and  mil  not 
contain  tmy  provisions  giving  Local  Authori- 
tiea  powers  to  control  the  times  during  which 
exciaeable  liquors  are  sold  in  Ireland,  or  any 
such  regnlationSf  thiR  House  ib  of  opinion  that 
there  is  nothing  to  prevent  it  from  proceeding 
further  with  legislation  in  relation  to  the  con* 
tTol  and  regulation  of  the  trade  of  excisable 
liquors  in  Ireland,  any  previous  Resolntion  of 
the  House  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding/* — 
(Mr,  Lea,) 

{11.43,)  Mb.  BAUMAira  (Oambeir 
well,  Peckham)  :  I  object  to  the 
Motion  of  the  boru  Gentleman  oppo- 
site on  two  grounds^  In  the  first 
place^  I  believe  the  •  adoption  of 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  be  an  act  of  seU-stultififation  ; 
and,  in  the  second  place,  I  beheye  it 
would  be  an  unfair  departure  from  the 
ordinary  practice  of  the  House.  It 
appears  to  me  that  the  contingencj 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperarj 
had  in  view  when  he  csirried  his  Amend- 
ment is  now  before  us.  It  is  true  that 
the  Government  are  not  going  to  bring 
in  a  Local  Government  Bill  for  Ireland  - 
but  the  Firat  Lord  of  the  Treasury  liaa 
stated  that  the  new  Licensing  Bill  will 
apply  to  Ireland.  If  that  is  not  exactly 
the  contingency  contemplated  by  the 
hon-  Member  lor  Tipperary,  it  is  very 
like  it.  The  point  of  the  Amendment 
which  I  am  about  to  mctve  is  that 
the  House  should  nut  deal  with  the 
question  of  the  liquor  traffic  in  Ireland, 
bec/iuse  the  Government  are  going  Uj 
introduce  some  measure  during  the 
Session  relating  to  the  question.  If  this 
Resolution  is  carried,  it  appears  to  me 
that  the  House  will  he  stultifying  itself. 
To  allow  the  Motion  to  bo  carried  would 
be  a  moat  unfair  departure  from  the 
J/r   Leu 
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ordinary  practice  of  the  House.  Th® 
hon.  Member  for  South  Derry  was  fairly 
cut  out  by  the  operation  of  the  Resolu- 
tion of  March  2G,  and  it  is  most  unfair  to 
deprive  me  of  the  opportunity  which  the 
fortune  of  war  has  placed  at  my  disposal. 
One  thing  that  makes  it  more  unfair  is 
that  Irish  business  has  already  absorbed 
three  out  of  four  of  the  Wednesdays  which 
private  Members  have  had  at  their  dis- 
posal during  the  Session*  If  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  state  that  it 
is  necessary  to  pass  this  Hl' solution,  in 
view  of  the  Budget  Resolutions^  I  have 
no  more  to  say.  But  it  appeal's  to  tne 
that  there  is  nothing  in  the  Bill  of  t 
hon.  Member  for  South  Derrj'  whii 
would  justify  the  course  the  Government 
have  taken  in  this  matter.  I  hope  the 
House  will  reject  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member.  I  think  I  have  some  cause  for 
complaint  in  this  matter.  I  know  that  I 
am  only  a  Conservative  Member  ;  that  I 
am  only  one  of  that  great  number  of 
Conservative  Members  whom  the  Metro- 
|Kilis  sends  to  this  House  in  such  large 
numbers.  No  doubt,  if  I  had  been  an 
Ulster  Member  or  a  Li  be  ml  Unionist, 
the  Government  would  have  done  its 
utmost  to  strain  the  forms  of  the  House 
to  give  me  precedence  on  this  occasion. 
I  have  only  one  question  to  ask,  and  that 
is,  do  the  Government  get  mo6t  votes  in 
Ulster  or  in  London  ?  I  hope  the  House 
will  not  stultify  itaelf  by  departing  in 
the  most  unfair  miiuner  from  the  ordinary 
course  of  business. 

(11.50.)  Me.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tip- 
perary,  S.) :  In  seconding  the  Amend- 
ment, I  desire,  in  the  first  place,  to  thank 
the  hon.  Member  opposite  for  the  manly 
protest  which  he  lias  made  against  the 
unfair  treatment  to  wliich  I  and  my 
Amendment  have  been  subjected  by  the 
Government.  In  the  whole  course  of 
my  pohtical  experience  I  have  never 
received  such  shabby  treatment  before. 
The  hon.  Member  for  South  Derry  has 
said  that  mj  Amendment  was  carried 
without  a  word  spoken ;  but  the  hon. 
Member  himself  moved  the  Closure,  and 
so  prevented  the  matter  from  bein|f 
discussed. 


Me.   LEA: 
**  acan^ely/' 


The    word    1    used     was 
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Me.  J.  O'CONNOR  :  Whai  will  satisfy    Peckham 
the  hou.  Meinl:>er  1     He  himself  Closured 
the   Debate.     If    the  phraae   ^ Apolitical 
chicanery  '"    were    permissible    in    this 
House,  I  would  uae  it  with  regard  to  the 
action  of  Her  Majesty^s  Government  in 
this  matter.     They  have  departed  from 
the  .usual  courae  of   practice  in  conse- 
quence of  the  pressure  wliich  haa  been 
brought  to  bear  upon  them  by  certain 
hon.  Members  opposite.     If  the  Govern- 
ment had    obtained  an  advautage    by 
means  of  the  ballot  over  their  political 
opponents  they  would  not  have  strained 
the  Rules  of  the  House  in  order  to  rein- 
:^«tate    their   opponents   in    the   position 
f which    they     had    loijt.      I,     therefore, 
I  protest  against  thin  Motion  haviii^^  been 
allowed  to  be  placed  upon    the  Paper. 
The  Motion  has  not  been  placed  there  for 
any  great  poUtical  purpose   not  for  any 
purpose  of  general  utiUty,  not  even  for 
Lthe  purpose  of  the   Government   them- 
elves.      It    is    absurd   to  say  that  my 
F  Amendment     was    carried     through    a 
^misapiirehension.  Tht^  Government  have 
stated  that,  in   the  Bill  which    they  in- 
tend to  iuti"oduce,  it  is  not    their  inten- 
tion to  plactJ  in  the  bands   of  the   LKical 
Authorities  the  power  to  grant  licences 
or   otherwise   to   deal  with  the  sale   of 
intoxicating   liquors  in    Ireland.      That 
statement  does   not  affect   my   Amend* 
ment  at  all. 
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be  stultifying  yourselves 
for  the  mean  and  miserable  purpose 
of  gratifying  a  few  Members  who  eit 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House. 
Great  pressure  has  been  brought  to  bear 
on  Her  Majesty's  Govenmient,  and  in 
obedience  to  that  pressure  they  have 
allowed  matters  to  take  this  unpi*e» 
cedented  course.  The  cbaraoter  of  this 
House  and  that  of  the  Government  are  at 
stake  on  this  question.  [Lauffhter,^  I 
do  not  know  why  hon.  Members  laugh 
lit  this  statement,  for  it  is  true;  and  when 
this  Debate  is  read  to-morrow,  the  people 
will  form  their  own  conclusions  on  the 
matter.  I  say  tliat,  in  the  face  of  the 
terms  of  my  Resolution,  until  the  House 
shall  have  ascertained  the  scope  and 
powers  of  the  Local  Authority,  and  the 


♦The  chief  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND  (ilB.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Mlanchester, 
E.)  :  What  I  said  was — 

**  Thttt  of  courae  th«  Goremment  adliared  to 
the  intention  expreased  in  the  Queen'a  Speech, 
It  wna  nut  usual  to  etate  the  provisions  of  any 
Bill  b(;fcire  it  hits  been  read  a  flrat  time  ;  but 
there  will  be  no  inooDTonienc©  in  my  stating 
that  the  Irish  Bill  will  not  differ  from  the  Bills 
already  paased  for  Engliind  and  Scotland  in 
reiipm;t  of  containing^  provisions  to  give  pow«r 
to  Local  Authoritiea  to  control  the  hours 
during  which  excisable  liquors  ara  sold.*' 

Mr.  J,  0*CON]SrOR:  That  bears 
out  my  oontention.  Until  wo  know 
what  powers  the  Bill  proposes  to  confer 
I  think  that  no  discussion  of  this  question 
shotdd  take  place  ;  otherwise  you  will,  in 
the  language  of   the   hou.    Member  far 


intentions  of  the  Government  are  de- 
clared with  regard  t4>  Ireland^  it  shall  not 
be  competent  to  thi.*m  to  legislate  on  this 
question,  and  that  any  facilities  afforded 
for  the  discussion  of  the  Bill  put  down 
for  to-morniw  will  be  a  stultification  of 
the  priTieiple  hitherto  followed,  I  main- 
tain that  that  R€s^>lution  cannot  be  «ot 
aside  except  by  the  carrying  of  some 
Resolution  by  which  it  would  be  rescinded 
after  full  and  formal  discussion  in  this 
House  iu  a  regular  manner,  and  not  in 
the  way  proposed.  The  hon.  Member 
oppcisite  lias  apokeu  of  a  straining  of  the 
Rules  of  the  House,  I  say  that  this  pro- 
posal is  not  merely  a  straining  of  the 
Rules,  but  an  outrage  of  the  Rules  of  the 
House,  and  of  the  righta  and  priyileges 
of  Members.  I  believe  I  shall  have  the 
eympatliyof  hon.  Members  on  both  sides, 
even  among  those  who  differ  from  me  on 
the  main  question,  iu  protesting  against 
what  I  must  ctill  a  piece  iif  political  dis- 
honesty, and  I  hope  that  if  we  come  to  a 
vote  to-night  it  will  be  seen  that  the 
House  has  not  lost  all  .sense  of  honour  or 
propriety  with  regard  to  the  privileges 
and  rights  of  its  Members. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  lenv6  out  from  the  word  **That**  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words— 
In  view  of  the  propoflal  by  Government  to 
introduce  during  the  present  Heesion  a  Licenain^ 
Bill,  which  ia  to  apply  to  Ireland,  this  House 
declines  to  annul  the  Kesolutiou  of  the  26th  of 
March,** — {Mr,  Baumann^) 

— instead  thereof. 
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Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Queation." 

*(V2.2)  Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  1  can^ 
not  help  thinking  that  the  hon.  Member 
who  has  just  sat  down,  and  my  hon. 
Friend  behind  me,  have  discussed  this 
subject  with  a  considerable  amount  of 
unnecessary  heat.  The  tenna  applied  by 
thera  to  the  course  which  the  Govern* 
ment  favoured  were  "dishonest"  "under 
hand,"  ''  chicanery,"  ** straining  of  Rules/' 
and  "  general  unfairness. ■'  These  are 
words  considerably  stronger  than  the 
case  warrants.  My  hon.  Friend  behind 
me  (Mr,  Baumann)  referring  to  the 
position  which  he  obtained  for  his  Bill 
relating  to  the  sweating  system  on  Wed- 
nesday's Paper,  has  spoken  of  politics 
as  a  game.  Surely  we  ought  not  to 
speak  of  politics  as  we  may  of  cai-d  play- 
ing or  pitch-and-toss*  What  arc  the  facts 
of  the  case  which  we  have  to  consider  ? 
A  Local  Veto  Bill  for  Ireland  was 
brought  in  on  ^larch  26th,  and  an 
Amendment  was  moved  in  opposition  to 
it  by  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  John 
O'Connor).  Those  who  voted  for  the 
Amendment  on  that  occasion  had  not  in 
their  minds  at  the  time  the  effect  which 
that  Amendment  might  have  upon  other 
Bills  not  then  under  discusdnn.  Now, 
it  appears  to  me  that  if  the  Biill<>t 
is  a  game,  and  the  fortune  of  battle  a 
mere  chance,  we  ought  to  recognise  the  fact 
that  my  hon.  Friend  opposite,  who  luul 
charge  of  the  Local  Veto  Bill,  was  the 
victim  of  an  unfortunate  mischance,  and 
it  ought  to  be  our  business  to  correct 
the  effect  of  that  mischance.  But  says 
my  hon*  Friend  behind  me,  '*^Vliat 
reason  can  you  allege  in  respect  of  tliis 
particular  Bill  for  attempting  to  remedy 
the  mischance  ? '■  I  will  tell  you.  The 
Bill  which  my  hon.  Friend  wants  to 
bring  forward  is  a  measure  dealing  with 
the  sweating  system,  and  is  brought  forward 
before  the  result  of  the  Sweating  Com- 
mittee's investigations  is  known.  I  do 
not  say  that  aa  a  hostile  comment  on  mj 
hon.  Friend's  BilL  But  this  Bill  is 
brought  forward  for  the  second  or  third 
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year,  after  the  matter  has  been  carefully 
thrashed  out  by  a  Select  Committee,  and 
the  various  provisions  of  the  measure 
have  received  the  unanimous  appivjval  of 
the  Select  Committee-  If  on  that  ground 
only  the  Bill  is  in  a  different  position  from 
the  Bill  of  my  hon.  Friend  behind  me,  as 
far  as  the  action  of  the  (government  is  con- 
cerned, it  is,  I  think,  justified  by  stronger 
claims.  The  leader  of  the  House,  last 
year,  gave  a  pledge  to  offer  facilities  for 
the  consideration  of  this  measure.  Tlie 
course  of  public  business  rendered  it 
absolutely  impossible  for  him  to  carry 
out  that  pledge* 

Mk.  J.  O'CONNOR:  The  Report  of 
the  Select  Committee  wiis  not  unani- 
mously agreed  ttx 

♦Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  It  was  agreed  to 
by  a  large  majurity  of  the  Committee,  in- 
cluding my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland* 

Me,  J.  O^CONNOR:  The  whole  of 
the  Report  was  not  agreed  to  by  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland. 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
agreed  u»  the  main  provisions  of  the 
Report. 

Mk.  J.  O'CONNOR:  The  Report  in- 
troduced by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General,  who  was  Chair- 
man of  the  Committee,  was  directly 
opptised  to  the  main  provisions  of  the 
Report  ef  the  majority. 
•Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  My  hon  and 
learned  Friend  differed  only  as  to 
one  part  of  the  Report,  In  order  to 
make  the  argument  clear  with  regard  to 
the  ixtsition  of  this  Bill,  I  wiU  state 
what  occurred.  The  Government,  laat 
year,  promised  to  give  it  facilities,  but 
were  unable  tt>  do  so.  This  Session  the 
fortune  of  the  Ballot  gave  the  hon. 
Gentleman  first  place  upon  Wednesday 
(tn'morr*  > w),  Tlir  ParliBmentHrj* accident, 
to  use  the  word  adopted  by  mj  hon. 
Friend  behind  me,  which  deprived  him 
of  hifi  chance,  occurred  on  Wednesday, 
March  26th.  Are  we,  or  are  we  not,  more 
than  justified,  by  perfectly  legitimate 
Parliamentar}^  means,  in  trying  to  remedy 
what  was  purely  accidental  1  It  is  not  a 
straining  of  the  Rules  of  the  House,  The 
Rules  of  the  House  are  well  fitted  to 
remedy  an  error  which  the  House  fell 
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into  umntentionaUy  ;  and  if  the  object 
of  the  Rules  of  the  House  of  Commons 
be  to  give  full  expression  to  the  will  of 
the  House  of  Commons  we  are  acting 
in  the  spirit  of  those  Rules  in  aceepting 
the  Resolution  of  my  hon.  Friend, 

(12/20.)     Mr.     cavendish    BEN- 
TINCK      (Whitehaven):       I    am    very 

^rry    to   differ    from    my     right    hon. 

*riend   on    this    occasion,   more  especi- 

ally    as  I  am  TJvilHng  to  follow  him  on 

ordinary    occasions.     Like   the  hero   of 

[.antiquity,  he  is  invnlnerahle, except  in  one 
weak  pointj  and  he  has  shown  what  that  is 
to-night  I  never,  in  all  my  experience  of 
this  House,  remember  a  case  less  fully 
discussed  than  that  rased  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyr^^^-  1  myself 
wished  to  address  the  House  at  shnrt 
length,  when  the  hon.  Member  rose  in  his 
place  and  closured  me.     I  was  about  to 

[.explain  to  the  House  wliat  my  reasons 

•'"were  for  supporting  the  Amendment, 
but  the  htm.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  would  not  allow  reasonable 
debate.  If  he  had  allowed  that 
debate  I  would  have  convinced  the 
Government  that  we  were  perfectly  right 
in  the  course  we  took.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  leader  of  tlie  House  k 
not  in  his  place,  I  regret  to  see  ;  perhaps 
it  is  not  convenient  for  him  to  appear  on 

^tliis  ocxiasioii.  Is  it  light  for  my  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Balfour)  to  say  that  the 
Government  were  not  informed,  when 
they  themselves  voted  for  the  Closure  1 
Tlie  hon.  Member  for  Tippemry  will  bear 
me  out,  bet^nse  we  were  tellers  on  that 
occasion.  That  combination  alone  shows 
the  righteousness  of  the  cause.  I  had 
the  lionour  of  telling,  with  the 
hon.  Member,  for  the  Closure,  and  when 
the  Question  was  put  from  the  Chair, 
the  Government  changed  their  opinions 
and  filed  through  the  Lobby  in 
opposition  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone *8  Bill,  I  venture  to 
think  that  the  Government  hav3  not 
placed  themselves  in  a  position  which  is 
very  creditable  to  them.  If  they  had 
intended  to  follow  the  course  which 
they  are   now    about    to    pursue    they 

I  ought  to  have  done  so  on  the  occasion  of 

'  the  Second  Reading  of  the  hnn.  Mem- 
ber's Bill.  But  I  am  afraid  there  is 
something  underneath.  If  I  may  be 
allowed  to  use  a  phrase  not  altogether 
Parliamentary,  they  have  bean  '*  got  at  " 


by  gentlemen  on  this  side,  who  wear  blue 
ribbons  in  their  button  holes,  and  who 
have  behind  them  a  large  amount  of  what 
is  called  SahbatArian  support,  and  they 
have  been  exercising  their  influonce  upon 
Her  Majesty^s  Government,  and  this  most 
unusual  course  has  been  adopted  on  this 
occasion,  not  as  the  result  of  free  will, 
but  of  pressure,  undue  pressure,  the 
very  improper  pressure,  which  has  been 
brought  to  bear  upon  the  Government, 
For  that  reason,  I  shall  move  the  Amend* 
ment  moved  by  my  hon.  Friend  on  this 
side  and  seconded  by  the  hon.  Member 
on  the  other. 

(12.25.)  Mr.  W.  REDMONB  (Fer- 
managh, N.) :  1  cannot  refrain  from 
saying  that  this  question  was  treated  in 
altcjgetber  on  incompetent  manner  by  the 
hon.  Memlior  for  West  Tyrcnie,  who  had 
the  conduct  of  the  Local  Veto  Bill  for 
Ireland.  So  badly  did  the  hon.  Member 
understand  the  interests  of  the  cause 
which  he  undertook  to  champion  that  he 
moved  the  closure,  without  considering 
that  the  effect  of  his  action  would  be  to 
prevent  this  House  from  conbidering  any 
metiaures  relating  to  temperance  in 
Ireland  for  the  remainder  of  the  Session. 
I  am  quite  in  favour  of  hearing  this 
question  adequately  and  fairly  discussed 
in  the  House,  hut  I  must  my  that  if  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wtist  Tyrone  will  con- 
stitute himself  the  champion  of  the  tem- 
perance cause  in  Ireland,  he,  at  least, 
might  take  the  trouble  not  to  get  us 
into  such  difEculties  as  we  find  ourselves 
at  present.  The  hon,  Member  for 
Peckham  has  moved  an  Amendment  to 
the  Resolution  which  is  upon  the  Paper, 
I  must  say  the  action  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Peckham  illustrates 
in  the  strongest  and  strangest  possible 
manner  how  English  Members  regard 
Irish  matters.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Peckham  is  anxious  that  this  Bill, 
which  is  regarded  with  a  considerable 
amount  of  interest  in  Ireland,  shall  not 
be  discussed,  because  he  desires,  as  I 
understai^d,  to  have  a  measure  of  his 
own  discussed.  I  do  not  think  that  an 
Amendment  moved  from  a  motive  of 
that  kind  will  commend  itself  to  the 
House  as  a  reason  why  the  Resolution 
should  not  be  carried,  and  this  Bill 
should  not  be  discussed  to-morrow. 
With  regard  to  the  Member  for  White- 
haven, I  am  bound  to  say  that  his  action 
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on     such    discussions    as    the    present 
always  fills  me  with    extreme  woader. 
He  is    not,  by   any  means,   a    constant 
attendant   in    this  House.      Sometimes, 
unhappily  for  everybody,  he  is  not  here 
for  considerable  periods  ;    but^  whenever 
any  proj.iosal  is  miwie   with    regard    to 
temperance  legislation  in  Ireland,  the  right 
hon.   Member    for   Whitehaven,   whose 
connection  with  Ireland  I  have   yet  to 
learn,  always  appears  like  a  Jack  in- the- 
Box.     I  must  say,  if  I  was  not  in  favour 
of   having   these  measures   discussed,    I 
should  be  inclined  to  favour  them  after 
I  found  the  persistent  manner  in  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Whitehaven  comes 
down  to  this  House   ii^M>n   occasions  of 
this  kind  and  insists  upon  poking   his 
nose  into  matters  which  do  not  concern 
him.       I    do    think    that    the    House 
will     be     very     much     interested     to 
know     the      reasons     whj      the     hon. 
Member     insists     upon     coming     here 
and   opfKising   legislation   of   this   kind. 
All     I     ciiu     say     is     tliat    I     think 
he  might  allow  these  matters  to  be  dis- 
cussed   as   ranch    as   possible    between 
Irish      Members     who     hold     different 
opinions   on   the   matter.     I  can  assuj*e 
him  that  his  interference  will  only  have 
the    efEect   of  stimulating  the  action  of 
those  Irish  Members  who  do  not  wish  t-o 
see  matters  of  this  kind  interfered  with  by 
Members  like  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Wliitehaven,  whom  we  do  not  regard  as 
at  all  competent  to   atlvise  us  in  these 
matters.      Mr.    Deputy   Speaker,    there 
is   a   considerable  difference   of  opinion 
with  regard  to  this  Bill,  which,  xf  this 
Resolution  be  passed,  will  be  discussed 
to-morrow.      What  I    want  to   know  is 
this,  why  do  those  Gentlemen  who  are 
opposed  to  the   Bill  object  to  having  it 
discussed  if,  as  they  believe,  they  have  a 
great   many  argnmenta  of  the  strongest 
kind  to  urge  against  it.     I  do  not  think 
that    is    exactly    the     proper    way    to 
propagate  their  opinion  in  this  matter. 
If  I  were  opposed  to  a  Bill  of  this  kind, 
on  which  there  is  a  difference  of  opinion, 
I   certainly   should   endeavour  to   have 
that  opinion  expressed  in  debate,  and  I 
would  not  attempt  to  have  the  measure 
put  off  in  this  sort  of  manner.     I,  there- 
fore, urge  upon  tho  House  to  pass  the 
Resolution   on   the    Paper,  which    will 
merely  have   the  effect  of  enabling  the 
House  to  consider  this  proposal  to-morrow, 
aUt.  if,  Redmond 
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and  when  w©  come  to  consider  the  pro- 
posal we  can  then  judge  it  upon  its 
merits.  I  felt  tempted  to  make  these 
few  ob6er\^tions  for  the  pm'pose  of  im- 
pressing upon  hon.  Gentlemen  who  feel 
themselves  Uy  be  advocates  of  the 
temperance  cause,  that  for  the  future 
they  will,  at  least,  take  common  pains  to 
see  that  they  do  not  injure  a  cause  which 
they  seek  to  benefit. 

(12.30.)  Mr.  DONALD  CRAWFORD 

rose  in  his  place,  and  claimed  to  move, 
**  That  the  Question  bo  now  put/' 

Question  put,  "  That  the  Question  be 
now  put/' 

The  House  divided  : — ^Ayes  151  ;  Noes 
22.--(Div.  List,  No.  53.) 

(12.40.)  Question  put  accordingly, 
**  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  147  ;  Noes 
24.— (Div.  List,  No.  54.) 

(12.50.)  Mb.  lea  claimed,  "That  the 
Main  Question  be  now  put/' 

Main  Question  put  accordingly. 

The  House  divided  :^ — Ayes  139;  Noes 
19.— (Div.  List,  No.  55.) 

Resolved,  That  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  having  informed 
the  House  that  thfl  Local  Goveminent  Bill  for 
Ireland  to  be  introduced  thia  S*>8aion»  aa  inti* 
m«ted  in  Her  Majeety^s  Most  (>rac*iou8  Speech, 
will  be  upon  similar  lineB  to  the  Acts  passed  lc(r 
England  and  Scotland,  and  will  not  contain 
any  provisions  giving  Local  Authoritiee  powers 
id  cuntrol  the  times  during  which  exciseahle 
liquore  are  iioM  in  Ireland,  or  any  such  regaU* 
tiona,  this  Hoofie  ia  of  opinion  that  there  is 
nothing  to  prevent  it  from  proceeding  further 
with  legiilatioD  in  relation  to  the  control  and 
regulation  of  the  trade  of  exciftable  liqnon  in 
Ireland,  any  previoua  Resolution  of  the  Uoute 
to  the  contrary  notwithstanding. 

It  being  after  one  of  the  clock,  Mr* 
Deputy  Speaker  adjomrned  the  HouAe 
without  Question  put. 

Home  adjourued  »t  five  mlnutae 
after  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OP     COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  23rd  April,  1890. 


MR.  SPEAKER'S  INDISPOSITION. 

The  House  being  mefc,  the  Clerk  at  the 
Table  informed  the  Housd  of  the 
unayoidable  absence  of  Mr.  Speaker, 
owing  to  the  continuance  of  his  indis- 
position ; 

Whereupon  Mr.  Courtney,  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means,  proceeded  to 
the  Table,  and,  after  Prayers,  took  the 
Chair  as  Deputy  Speaker,  pursuant  to  the 
Standing  Order. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS, 
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of  Glasgow  were  by  no  means  unani- 
mous in  resolving  to  oppose  the  Bill. 
They  had  considerable  discussion  on  the 
subject  in  February  last,  and  there  were 
divisions  which  were  very  close  as  to  the 
course  which  they  ought  to  adopt.  I 
believe  that  the  Committee  commenced 
its  sittings  upon  the  Bill  yesterday,  but 
the  counsel  for  the  Corporation  of  Glas- 
gow only  put  in  a  formal  appearance,  so 
that  the  traders'  interests  are  left  prac- 
tically unrepresented  in  this  important 
contest.  One  local  firm  has  been  allowed 
a  locus  standi,  but  large  trading  interests 
have  no  representation  at  all.  Now,  I 
protest  altogether  against  the  distinction 
which  is  drawn  between  the  traders  of 
the  Scottish  Royal  burghs  and  the  traders 
in  English  boroughs.  The  theoretical 
distinction  is  that  in  Scotland  the  Cor- 
porations of  the  Royal  burghs  are  held 
to  represent  the  trade  interests,  whereas 
in  England  the  Corporations  only  repre- 
sent the  municipal  and  sanitary  in- 
terests of  the  community.  Turning  to 
the  reasons  for  which  this  theoretical 
distinction  is  drawn,  I  find  that  in  1886, 
when  certain  Scottish  Amalgamation 
Bills  came  before  Parliament,  the  locus 
standi  of  the  Petitioners  was  disallowed, 
on  the  ground,  as  reported  in  Clifford 
and  Stevens,  that  the  Corporations  were 
elected  by  Guilds  and  Trade  Societies  pre- 
vious to  the  Municipal  Corporations  Act, 
and  that  in  consequence  the  traders  were 
fully  represented.  Now,  I  have  no  ob- 
jection to  Corporations  having  a  locus 
standi  in  the  case  of  important  Amal- 
gamation Bills,  but  I  do  not  think  it 
ought  to  be  a  ground  for  excluding  the 
traders,  who  are  not  directly  represented 
by  them,  and  who  may  have  entirely 
different  interests.  To  my  mind  it  is 
preposterous  that  the  loctuf  standi  should 
dep3nd  upon  a  state  of  matters  which 
existed  50  years  ago.  It  may  be  said 
that  there  is  even  now  some  representa- 
tion of  Traders'  and  Merchants^  Guilds  in 
the  Corporations  of  the  Scottish  Royal 
burghs.  That  is  quite  true,  but  these 
Guilds  are  things  of  the  past,  and  they 
exist  simply  as  Friendly  Societies.  I 
am  supported  in  my  proposal  by  a  very 
high  authority.  In  1872  there  was  a 
Joint  Select  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Lords  and  of  this  House  upon  the  amal- 
gamation of  Railway  Companies,  and 
that  Committee  reported  that  no  trader 
or  other  person  who  had  an  interest  in 
procuring  fair  terms  and  consideration 
2  U 


NORTH-BRITISH  AND  GLASGOW  AND 
SOUTHWESTERN  RAILWAY  COM- 
PANIES' BILL. 

{By  Order.) 

•(12.25.)     Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow, 
College)  :  I  beg  to  move — 

**  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee 
to  allow  all  Warehousemen  who  as  Traders 
have  petitioned  against  the  Bill  within  the  time 
limibed  by  the  Standing  Orders  praying  to  be 
heard,  to  be  heard  by  themselves,  their  Counsel, 
Agents,  and  Witnesses  upon  their  Petition,  if 
they  think  fit,  and  Counsul  heard  in  favour  of 
the  Bill  against  such  Petition." 

The  object  of  this  Motion  is  to  give  a 
locus  standi  to  certain  traders  of  Glas- 
gow before  the  Select  Committee  of  this 
House,  which  is  now  sitting  upon  the 
Bill  for  the  amalgamation  of  the  North- 
British  and  the  Glasgow  and  South- 
western Railway  Companies.  These 
traders  petitioned  against  the  Bill,  and 
their  Petition  came  before  the  Court 
of  lociis  statvdi.  Another  Petition 
was  presented  by  the  Corporation  of 
Glasgow,  who  were  allowed  a  locus  standi, 
wliile  that  of  the  traders  was  refused  on 
the  ground  that  in  Scotland  the  Muni- 
cipal Corporations  represent  the  trading 
interests  of  the  constituency.  Mr. 
Pope,  who  appsared  for  the  Petitioners, 
admitted  that  had  the  case  occurred 
in  England — in  Liverpool,  for  instance, 
instead  of  Glasgow — no  such  objection 
would  have  held  good,  but  that 
owing  to  the  peculiarity  of  the  Scotch 
Law  therj  were  precedents  in  favour  of 
the  refusal  of  a  loctis  standi.  1  may 
mention  that  in  this  case  the  Corporation 
VOL.  CCCXLIII.    [third  series.] 
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from  a  Railway  Company  shonld  bo  ex- 
cluded by  any  rule  of  locua  standi  from 
appearing  before  the  Committee.  This 
recommendation  of  the  Committee  was 
not  restricted  to  English  Corporations 
and  traders,  but  was  extended  to  Scot- 
land. As  the  Court  of  locus  standi  is 
entitled  to  give  expression  to  the  opinion 
of  this  House  upon  this  point,  I  think  it 
might  very  well  have  over-ridden  musty 
precedents,  and  have  given  effect  to  the 
recommendation  of  the  Joint  Committee. 
It  did  not  do  so,  however,  and  the  result 
is  that  in  this  instance  the  traders  of 
Glasgow,  although  theoretically  repre- 
sented by  the  Corporation,  now  find 
themselves  even  without  the  theoretical 
representation,  owing  to  the  fact 
that  the  counsel  for  the  Corpora- 
tion have  only  put  in  a  formal 
appearance  before  the  Committee. 
These  Amalgamation  Bills  affect  immense 
interests  in  Scotland,  and  I  think  that  the 
Petitioners  are  fairly  entitled  in  ihis  in- 
stance to  state  their  case  before  the  Com- 
mittee which  is  to  decide  the  fate  of  the 
Bill.  I  will  only  add  that  the  question  is 
one  of  urgency,  seeing  that  the  Com- 
mittee has  already  commenced  its  sitting. 
1  shall,  however,  be  quite  willing  to  with- 
draw the  Resolution  upon  an  under- 
standing that  the  Petition  of  the  traders 
is  allowed  to  go  at  once  before  the  Court 
of  Referees. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  it  be  an  Instruct  ion  to  the  Committee 
to  allow  all  Warehousemen  who  as  Traders 
have  petitioned  against  the  Bill  within  the 
time  limited  by  the  Standing  Orders  praying 
to  be  heard,  to  be  heard  by  themselves,  their 
Counsel,  Agents,  and  Witnesses  upon  their 
Petition,  if  they  think  fit,  and  Counsel  heard 
in  favour  of  the  Bill  against  such  Petition.'* — 
(Dr.  Camercn.) 

(12.40.)  Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glas- 
gow, St.  Rollox) :  No  doubt  this  is  a 
question  of  considerable  importance  to 
the  people  of  Scotland.  At  one  time 
the  burgesses  of  a  Royal  burgh  in  Scot- 
land appointed  the  Town  Council,  so 
that  the  Town  Council  really  represented 
the  trading  community  of  the  burgh, 
but  that  is  no  longer  the  case.  The 
Corporation  of  a  Royal  burgh  no  longer 
represents  the  trading  interests  of  the 
burgh  any  more  than  they  are  reprg- 
seuted  by  un  Enj^lish  Corporation,  so 
that  there  is  no  reason  why  there  sliould 
be  any  distinction  in  the  case  of  Scot- 
land  and  England.  I  think,  therefore, 
/?»•.  Cameron 


that  it  is  desirable  that  the  mat 
should  be  re-heard  by  the  locus  sta\ 
Committee.  Another  point  is  that  '■ 
Corporation  of  Glasgow,  who  are  c 
tainly  entitled  to  appear  and  be  hea 
have  only  entered  a  formal  appearai 
against  the  Bill,  and  do  not  consi< 
that  they  are  in  any  way  bound 
take  up  the  interests  of  the  trade 
who  are  principally  warehousemen 
Glasgow.  These  warehousemen  cond' 
two  businesses,  one  of  which  is 
local  trade  and  the  other  an  exp< 
trade.  One  of  these  businee^ses  vc 
properly  comes  under  the  purview 
the  Corporation  of  Glasgow,  but  t 
export  trade  does  not.  It  would,  the 
fore,  be  a  great  injustice  to  the  trad( 
to  be  deprived  of  the  opportunity 
having  their  case  heard. 

♦(12.45.)  Me.  C.  S.  PARKER  (Perth 
Perhaps  I  may  save  the  time  of  \ 
House  if  I  state  at  once  the  view  whi 
is  taken  of  this  Resolution  by  the  Coi 
of  locus  standi.  The  Court,  1  ne 
scarcely  say,  is  always  anxious  to  gi 
effect  to  what  it  knows  to  be  the  gene 
wish  of  the  House  in  regard  to  princip 
The  Joint  Committee  of  the  Lords  a 
Commons  desired  that  in  amalgamati 
cases  a  very  liberal  construction  shot 
be  put  upon  rights  of  locus  stan 
and,  as  a  proof  that  the  Court  acted 
in  this  very  case,  I  may  mention  tl 
they  gave  leave  to  appear  to  a  firm 
locomotive  manufacturers,  who  alleg 
that  their  interests  were  likely  to 
specially  injured.  The  Petition  of  { 
warehousemen  was  opposed  on  the  grou 
that  there  was  nothing  to  distingu 
their  case  from  the  general  case,  so  tl 
to  give  them  a  separate  locus  stai 
would  only  be  multiplying  the  heari 
of  counsel.  The  Petitions  of  the  C 
poration  and  of  the  traders  are  aim 
identical.  Both  complain  that  the  p 
posed  amalgamation  may  deprive  the  C 
of  Glasgow  of  the  advantages  of  c€ 
p*etition.  The  Corporation  say  that  th 
are  deeply  interested  in  upholding  : 
the  public  the  benefits  conferred  by  i 
separate  existence  of  these  two  rail^ 
systems,  and  they  go  so  far  as  to  say  tl 
they  oppose  the  amalgamation,  not  oi 
upon  the  terms  suggested  in  the  B 
but  upon  any  terms  whatever.  1 
Petition  of  the  warehousemen  does  i 
carry  the  case  further,  the  chief  mat 
in  question  being  the  export  and  imp 
of  goods  by  railway.     The  Court  decid 
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that  if  thej  granted  the  Iocub  standi  it 
would  virtually  amount  to  the  hearing  of 
the  case  twice  over,  and  on  that  ground 
alone  the  loiyus  standi  was  refused.  I 
must  observe  that  the  Petition  of  the 
Corporation  of  Glasgow  was  somewhat 
misleading,  and  that  the  Court  were  in- 
duced to  believe  they  would  effectively 
represent  all  parties  concerned.  That 
now  appears  not  to  be  their  intention,  and 
if  the  hon.  Member  for  the  College  Di- 
vision (Dr.  Cameron)  will  withdraw  the 
Resolution,  the  Court  of  locus  standi  will 
at  once  re-hear  the  case.  T  wish  to  add 
that,  with  the  Scotch  Members  who  have 
spoken,  and  others  whom  I  have  con- 
sulted, I  believe  there  is  no  reason  why 
the  right  of  a  Corporation  to  be  heard  to 
the  exclusion  of  timers  should  be  put 
higher  in  Scotland  than  in  England. 

♦(12.47.)  A  CIVIL  LORD  of  the 
TREASURY  (Sir  Herbert  Maxwell^ 
Wigton) :  I  was  prepared  to  offer  a 
strenuous  opposition  to  the  Resolution 
because  it  seemed  to  me  to  amount  to  a 
re-consideration,  and,  perhaps,  a  reversal  of 
the  decision  of  the  Court  upstairs  after  a 
patient  hearing  of  the  case ;  but>  after  the 
remarks  which  have  been  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  College  Division, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Perth  (Mr. 
C.  S.  Parker),  I  feel  that  the  promoters 
of  the  Bill  would  be  scarcely  justified  in 
pressing  their  opposition  further.  The 
promoters  have  no  desire  to  shut  out  any 
person  or  body  of  persons  who  have  a 
just  right  to  be  heard,  and  until  it 
transpired  yesterday  that  the  Corpora- 
tion of  Glasgow  only  put  in  a  formal 
appearance  against  the  Bill,  they  did 
believe  that  the  traders  would  have  had 
a  full  opportunity  of  being  heard.  The 
promoters,  therefore,  are  quite  prepared 
to  accept  the  Resolution,  or  one  which 
I  understand  is  to  be  substituted  for  it. 

♦Dr.  CAMERON  :  I  am  quite  ready  to 
withdraw  the  Resolution  in  favour  of  one 
referring  the  matter  back  again  to  the 
Court. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Ordered,  That  the  case  of  the  Warehousemen 
who  as  Traders  have  petitioned  against  the 
North- British  and  Glasgow  and  South-Westem 
KHilway  Coni|>anies'  Bill  within  the  time  limited 
by  the  Standing  Orders  be  referred  back  to  the 
Court  of  Jtefcrcos,  and  that  the  said  Court 
do  3it  and  pioceed  forthwith.— (if/-.  Charles 
Far  her.) 


ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


INTOXICATINQ    LIQUORS    (IRELAND) 
bill:— (No-  7.) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

♦(12.50.)  Mr.  LEA  (Londonderry,  S.)  : 
In  moving  the  Second  Reading  of  this 
Bill  I  have  to  express  my  regret  at  the 
loss  of  one  of  onr  CoUeagnes,  who  most 
earnestly  desired  to  see  this  measure 
passed  into  law.  I  refer  to  the  late  Mr. 
Biggar.  The  importance  of  this  Bill 
was  recognised  last  year  by  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  when  a 
very  influential  deputation  waited  upon 
him  in  Dublin  Castle.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  told  them  that  the  time 
for  argument  had  passed ;  that  the 
case  was  before  the  country ;  and  that 
what  we  had  to  do  was  to  get  the 
measure  disposed  of  without  further 
delay.  That  is  the  feeling  of  the  great 
majority  of  the  people  of  Ireland.  They 
desire  and  demand  this  legislation.  No 
doubt  some  of  our  friends  in  England 
think  that  the  time  is  not  ripe  for  legis- 
lation so  far  as  England  is  concerned. 
After  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion there  can  be  little  doubt  as  to  the 
feeling  of  Wales.  Nor  can  there  be  any 
doubt  in  regard  to  the  view  taken  of  the 
question  in  Scotland,  and  still  less  in 
regard  to  Ireland.  I  do  not  believe  in 
legislation  in  advance  of  public  opinion 
upon  this  subject;  but  with  regard  to 
Ireland  I  maintain  that  legislation  lags 
behind  public  opinion.  So  much  has  that 
been  the  case  that  there  have  been 
doubts  among  some  of  our  friends  as  to 
the  competency  of  this  Parliament  to 
deal  with  the  question,  and  I  believe  that 
after  the  long  struggle  we  have  had  it 
behoves  this  House  to  pass  the  measure 
on  this  occasion,  seeing  that  it  will  prove 
to  the  Irish  people  that  we  are  able  to 
legislate  for  their  wants  and  wishes.  I  do 
not  pretend  that  it  can  be  passed 
unanimously,  but  the  minority  who  are 
opposed  to  it  consist  chiefly  of  those  who 
are  engaged  in  the  traffic  in  Ireland.  In 
1878  a  Bill  dealing  with  this  subject 
was  passed,  but  it  was  a  Bill  limited  to 
four  years  only,  and  since  then  it  has 
formed  the  subject  of  an  Annual  Con- 
tinuance Bill.  That  is  a  most  unsatis- 
factory state  of  things.  If  the  measure 
is  a  good  one  it  ought  to  b&  T£i!^<&  ^t- 
2  U  2 
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mniient,  and  n<'t  left  to  an  Annual  Con- 
titmance  Bill.  Nearlj  everj  year  since 
the  piissing  of  the  original  Bill  an  attempt 
lias  been  make  to  deal  with  the  question. 
In  188-i  tlie  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Menilier  for  the  Bridgetou  Di\TBion  of 
Glasgow  (Sir  G.  Treveleyan)  brought  in 
a  Bill  when  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland. 
In  1887  the  lion.  Member  for  Tip- 
perary  (Mr.  J.  O'Connor)  thought  the 
question  ought  to  be  considered,  and 
asked  the  Housa  to  appoint  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, and  in  1888  a  Committee  waa 
appointed  to  inquii'e  into  the  working  of 
the  Act  of  1878.  That  Committee  made  a 
most  careful  inquiry  ;  they  heard  a  large 
number  of  witnesses  ;  and  they  had  two 
Kep  )rts  laid  l>efore  them — one  prepared 
by  the  Chairman,  which,  with  slight 
amendments,  was  agreed  to;  and  the  other 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary.  It  is 
upon  the  Amended  Report  of  the  Chair- 
man that  the  present  Bill  is  founded*  The 
Report  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary 
was  directed  against  the  Sunday  Closing 
Act,  but  the  only  persona  who  voted  in 
favour  ftf  it  were  the  hon.  Member  him- 
self and  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr. 
P.  McDonald),  The  rest  of  the  Com- 
mittee v^oted  against  it. 

Mk.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  S.) : 
Two  out  of  how  many?  How  many  Mem- 
Viers  of  the  Committee  were  present  I 

*Mr.  lea  :  Siac  or  eight  voted  for  the 
Cliairman^s  Report,  and  only  two  for 
that  of  the  hnn.  Member  for  Tipperary. 

*Mr.  p.  MTJONALD  (Sbgo)  :  Because 
the  other  four,  who  would  have  voted 
for  it,  were  absent. 

♦Mb.  LKA:  Then  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T. 
W.  RuHst!ll)  brought  in  a  Bill  for  the 
earlier  closing  of  public- houstfs  on 
Saturday^  which  was  passed  by  a  large 
majority  in  this  House,  and  was  referred 
to  the  same  Committee.  Evidence  was 
taken  upon  it,  which  was  even  stronger 
than  the  evidence  in  favour  of  the 
original  Bill.  The  Committee  reported 
the  united  Bill  to  the  House,  and  it 
bos  been  waiting  ever  since  for  an 
opportunity  to  have  it  dealt  with.  There 
were  35  witnesses  called  before  the  Com- 
mittee. Of  these,  15  may  be  described 
as  official  witnesses.  These  official  wit- 
nesses included  the  Recorder  of  Dublin, 
the  Coroner  of  Dablin,  District  Inspectors 
for  various  counties,  the  Chief  Com- 
missioner nf  Polico  in  Dublin,  one  or  two 
Beaideat  Mag-istrates,  and  Mr.  Reid,  the 
Mr,  Lea 


Chief  Commissioner  of  the  Rx^yal  Iriali 
Constabulary,  It  is  a  remarkable  fact  that 
not  one  of  these  witnesses  disapproved 
of  the  Bill.  Both  as  to  the  working  of  tlie 
Sunday  Closing  Act  in  the  jmst  and  also 
as  to  the  extrtme  desirability  of  short- 
ening the  hours  on  Sunday  and  on 
Saturday  night,  all  these  independent 
writnesses  reported  favourably.  The 
opinions  were  so  strong  that  it  seems  to 
me  unnecessary  to  quote  them^  but  I 
desire  t*:*  quote  one  or  two  words  from 
the  evidence  of  the  Recorder  of  Dublin. 
That  gentleman  said — 

*'  Shorten  the  hours  and  the  opportunity  if 
you  want  to  help  the  people," 

These  words  do  not  seem  very  strong  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  yet  when  I  e^v 
that  Mr.  Faulkner  came  from  a  bed  of 
sickness,  after  suffering  a  severe  domestic 
loss,  in  order  to  earnestly  entreat  the 
Committee  to  pass  the  Bill,  I  think  the 
words  will  carry  great  weight.  Asked 
a.^^  to  his  experience  of  the  Sunday 
Closing  Act  in  the  past,  be  said — and 
this  applies  only  to  Dublin,  where  a 
shorten  iug  of  hours  only  has  taken 
place — 

^*  I  attribute  it  to  the  Sunday  Llosiag  Act 
and  the  vigilance  of  the  polioe  that  crime  hua 
ccrluin]y  decreased  in  Dublin,  and  that  the 
misery   ia  ako  less 'than  it  was  1 1  years  ago/* 

The  Recorder  of  Dublin  added  that  eight- 
tenths  of  the  crime  in  Dublin  arises 
through  drink.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Tipperary  (Mr.  J.  O'Connor),  in  a  dis- 
cussion in  the  House  some  time  ugo, 
referred  to  Mr.  O'Donel,  the  Police  Magis- 
trate in  Dublin ;  but  Mr.  O'Donel  gave 
eridence  in  favour  of  shortening  the 
hnuns,  and  Mr,  O^Donel  also  spoke  of 
the  drunkenness  in  Dublin.  With 
regard  to  Saturday  night,  he  said — 

<*  Scturday  is  a  terrible  night  for  druDkenu 
and  wast©  of  wages.** 

That  is  a  very  strong  expression  of 
opinion.  But  Mr.  O'Donel  also  said  that 
80  per  cent,  of  the  drunkenness  in 
Dublin  arises  from  Saturday  night 
drinking.  The  evidence  of  the  Rev* 
Canon  Sheehan,  the  earnest  parish  priest 
of  Cork^  greitly  impressed  the  Com* 
mittee.     He  said^ — 

**  My  own  opinion  is  that  Saturday  early 
clofiing  ia  a  matter  of  vital  coas«qu«noe  for  uur 
people." 

And  then,  when  a.sked  with  regard  to 
Sunday  closing,  he  said — 

•'  Total  Sunday  Clofiing  is  a  matter  of  grefcl 
importance  ^  the  people,'* 
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Asked  by  the  Chairman  a  queBtion  with 
regard  to  home  drinkin^^  which  ia  ono 
of  fche  bugbears  of  all  these  Bills,  the  rev. 
gentle  man  said — 

**  I  do  not  believe  it  will  have  that  •ffect  id 
Cork'' 

There  was  one  other  witness  I  wish  to 
specially  mention.  The  city  of  London- 
derry is  the  largest  city  which  has 
adopted  the  Sunday  Closing  Act,  In 
1878  it  was  suggested  that  the  city  of 
Derry  should  be  left  out  of  the  Act,  but, 
in  consequence  of  the  strong  feeling  ex- 
pressed against  the  adoption  of  that 
course,  that  city  was  included.  It  is 
very  interesting  to  hear  that  in  that  city, 
which  has  a  population  of  about  30,000, 
the  Sunday  Closing  Act  has  worked  very 
well.  Sir  William  Miller,  the  Mayor  of 
the  City  of  Derry,  who,  as  a  medical 
man,  is  well  able  to  understind  the 
benefit  of  an  Act  like  this,  appeared 
before  the  Committee,  and  gave  us 
statistics  in  regard  to  drinking  before 
and  after  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1878. 
Those  statistics  clearly  proved  what  was 
said  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Bridge  ton  Division  (Sir 
Q,  Trevelyan)  when,  as  Chief  Secretary, 
he  introduced  a  similar  Bill  to  the  House. 
Sir  William  Miller  said  the  arrests  for 
drunkenneas  liave  diminished  one-half 
since  the  Act  was  in  force.  One  would 
imagine  that  it  would  just  be  in  the 
largest  city  under  the  Act  where,  if  any* 
where,  drunkenness  would  prevail,  and 
yet  during  the  eight  years  succeeding 
the  commencement  of  the  operation  of 
the  Act  the  arrests  fur  drMukenness  in 
the  City  of  Djrry  were  500  less  than 
they  had  been  in  the  eight  years  previous 
to  the  passing  of  the  Act.  Now,  what 
is  the  opinion  of  witnesses  who  did 
not  give  evidence  before  the  Committee  1 
I  do  not  propose  to  make  many  quota- 
tions from  outside  the  evidence,  but  the 
Lord  Primate  of  Ireland,  who  has  signed 
a  Petition  presented  to  the  House  to-day 
in  favour  of  this  Bill,  wrote  a  letter  to  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  begging,  on 
behalf  of  himself  and  his  rev.  colleagues, 
the  House  to  pass  t-he  Bill ;  and  I  have 
letters  from  other  very  eminent  iudivi- 
duals  in  Ireland — Archbishop  Croke  and 
Mr.  Michael  Davitt.  Some  bon.  Members 
may  differ  upon  political  questions  from 
the  two  latter  gentlemen,  but  there  is 
no  man  in  the  House  who  will  say  that 
Archbishop     Croke     and    Mr.    Michael 


Davitt  are  not  patriots  of  the  highest 
type.  Archbishop  Croke  presided  at 
a  Convention  at  which  a  resolution  to  the 
folljgwing  effect  was  passed  : — 

•'Iriiat  this  CoTivention  approves  of  the  Irish 
Sunday  Clostng  Bill  now  before  the  Houae,  and 
urges  Pftrliftment  to  paas  it  apetdil3'  iu  a 
permanent  form,  which  will  give  the  full 
liDneiit  of  the  Act  to  the  whole  of  Ireland  ;  and 
that  thva  Cooventiou  also  approves  of  the  early 
closing;  on  Satui'day  night  of  houses  Hcenaod 
for  tho  sale  of  in  toxical  lag  driok.^* 

That  well  expresses  the  opinions  of  Arch- 
bishop Croke.  Mr,  Michael  Davitt  i^'as 
unable  to  attend  the  meeting,  bnt  he 
sent  a  letter  in  which  this  paragraph 
occurred — 

*'  The  fact  ihat,  poor  aa  our  country  is,  wo 
waste  ovar  £11,000,000  a  year  on  intoii eating 
drinks  ia  a  moat  deplorable  one  to  dwell  upon. 
Half  that  sum,  ne^i^dlesaly  wasted  as  it  is  now, 
would  let  ©very  woollen  mill  in  Ireland  running 
ta-morrow,  and  therehy  bo  the  mtmns  of  keep- 
ing our  young  people  at  home  inatfead  of  turn- 
ing out  of  the  codQlry  for  want  of  employ* 
ment." 

Time  prevents  me  quoting,  ns  I  had  hoped 
til  do,  the  ojnniona  of  many  of  the  Bishops 
of  Ireland,  but  I  may  say  1  believe  that 
every  Bishop  of  the  Protestant  Chnreh  is 
strongly  in  favour  of  this  legislation,  and 
that  most  of  the  Bishops  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church  are  also  strongly  in  favour 
of  it.  There  are  only  two  of  the-  latter 
who  are  in  any  way  opposed  to  it,  and  I 
do  not  think  they  wish  that  the  present 
Act,  as  it  exists  now,  should  be  lost  or 
repealed.  Turning  to  the  op|MJsition  to 
the  Bill,  allow  me  to  say  thut,  jmi^irig 
from  the  evidence  ^iven  bL-fore  thti  Com- 
mittee, it  is  only  the  opposition  of  the 
trade  that  we  have  to  fear  or  to  deal  with. 
The  Keconler  of  Dublin  said^ — 

'*  OutFide  tb«  irade,  I  think  all  indt»peiident 
Opinion  is  lu  favour  of  it,'* 

And  *:he  Rev.  Dr.  Brown,  Roman  Catholic 
Bishop  of  Ferns,  in  a  letter  he  wrote  in 
1888,  said— 

*'  I  am  of  opinion  there  are  none  opposed  to 
the  Sunday  Closing  of  pohlic  houses  except 
those  who  have  a  pecuniary  interest  in  the  B«Llf» 
of  drink." 

That  is  rather  confirmed  liy  the  Amend- 
ments to  the  Bill,  which  appear  on  the 
Paper.  The  first  Amendment  ia  that  iu 
the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  SUgo 
(Mr.  P,  McDonald),  and  is  to  the  effect — • 

*'  That  it  19  ineipeditnt  to  proteed  further 
with  the  consideration  of  a  meaflure  which  pro- 
poses to  place  fresh  rentrictiona  upon  an  Impoi* 
taot  Iriah  trade.'* 

It  is   notorious   that  misery  existed   in 
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Ireland  in  consequence  of  drunkenness, 
and  am  I  to  understand  that,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  hon.  Member,  this  measure 
is  to  be  rejected  because  it  is  likely  to 
stop  the  sale  of  drink?  Archbiafc)p 
Croke,  in  a  letter  addressed  to  the 
Freeman^ 8  Journal,  on  the  19th  of  March, 
said — 

**  The  excessive  use  of  strong  drink  is  every- 
where hurtful  and  unhappily  on  the  increase, 
and  has  been  Himply  ruinous  to  Ireland.  What 
need  is  there  for  me  to  recount  to  you  its  hideous 
and  horrifying  results)?  It  has  made  countless 
homes  desolate  ;  it  has  given  victims  without 
number  to  the  grave,  the  gaol,  the  prison,  the 
workhouse,  the  ocean." 

And  then  he  went  on,  in  equally  strong 
language,  to  regret  the  existence  of 
drunkenness  in  Ireland.  Am  I  to  under- 
stand that  that  evil  is  still  to  exist  in  order 
that  the  trade  may  continue  to  prosj^er  1 
The  next  Amendment  I  propose  to  notice 
is  that  of  the  hon  Member  for  Tipperary. 
The  hon  Gentleman  intends  to  move-^ 

**That,  in  view  of  the  strong  expression  of 
opinion  by  the  most  influential  representativeH 
of  large  urban  populations  in  Ireland  hostile  to 
any  proposal  for  the  extension  of  the  Irish 
Sunday  Closing  Act,  this  House  deems  it 
unsafe  to  further  curtail  the  hours  at  present 
sanctioned  for  the  opening  of  public  houses  on 
Sunday.*' 

I  ask  the  hon.  Member  where  is  this  strong 
expression  of  opinion  ?  It  does  not 
appear  in  the  evidence  before  the  Com- 
mittee. What  meetings  have  been  held 
to  show  it?  If  there  had  been  a  large 
number  of  meetings  held  throughout 
Ireland  expressing  great  antagonism  to 
the  Bill,  the  hon.  Member  might  say 
there  is  a  strong  expression  of  opinion 
in  opposition  to  the  measure.  But  no 
such  evidence  came  before  the  Com- 
mittee. [Cries  of  "  Oh  \  oh  \  "]  Mr.  Reid, 
the  Inspector  General  of  the  Royal  Irish 
Constabulary,  said  he  had  never  heard  of 
a  single  meeting  outside  Dublin  against 
the  Act  of  1878.  There  was  one  meeting 
held  in  Dublin,  but  the  evidence  with 
regard  to  that  meeting  was  that  the 
room  was  not  full.  With  that  exception, 
I  do  not  know  of  any  public  meeting  in 
opposition  to  the  Sunday  Closing  Act. 
There  have  been  plenty  of  meetings  held 
on  the  other  side.  There  have  been 
largo  meetings  in  Belfast  and  in  Cork, 
and,  last  DeCsimber,  I  attended  a  meeting 
in  Dablin.  If  I  may  judge  from 
copies  of  resolutions  S3nt  to  me,  there 
have  been  many  meetings  in  favour  of 
the  Bill  all  over  Ireland.  The  Mayors 
of  Sligo  and  Waterford  were  called  in 
JbTr.  Lea 


the  Committee  against  the  Bill,  but  botl 
of  them  said  that  public  opinion  in  thei 
cities  was  quite  apathetic.  It  maj 
therefore,  be  taken  that  even  in  tho8< 
places  there  is  no  opposition  against  th 
Act  except  that  of  the  trade.  The  grea 
opposition  to  the  measure  always  ha 
been  that  it  will  lead  to  secret  drinking 
If  that  could  be  proved  it  would  certain!; 
be  a  very  sound  reason  for  opposing  thi 
measure.  But  that  was  alleged  agains 
the  original  Bill  passed  in  1878.  Wha 
was  the  evidence  given  before  the  Com 
mittee?  That  it  has  not  led  to  secre 
drinking.-  The  Chief  Commissioner  o 
the  Dublin  police,  the  District  Inspector 
of  Belfast,  Waterford,  Sligo,  Clonmel,  am 
Limerick,  Sir  William  Miller,  the  Recorde 
of  Dublin,  and  the  Rev.  Canon  Sheehai 
all  agree  that  there  are  no  bogus  club 
and  no  increase  of  shebeening.  It  is,  there 
fore,  clear  that  there  is  no  fear  of  secre 
drinking  if  this  Bill  is  passed.  Anothe 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  O'Hanlon)  has  a: 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  to  the  efEec 
tliat  it  is  especially  convenient  to  th 
poorer  classes  of  the  people  to  make  thei 
purchases  up  to  11  o'clock  on  Saturda)i 
night,  and  that — 

"  As  in  the  greater  number  of  cases  in  thei 
cities  and  towns,  the  grocery  and  liquor  trade 
are  combined,  it  would  be  a  great  deprivatio 
and  a  serious  inconvenience  to  the  people  : 
t  hey  were  prevented  from  making  their  necei 
siry  purchases  us  hitherto." 

The  evidence  given  before  the  Commii 
tee  goes  to  show  that  it  will  be  no  gref 
inconvenience  to  the  people,  but  just  th 
contrary.  Most  of  the  wages  in  Irelan 
are  paid  between  1  and  3  o'clock  o 
Saturday  afternoon,  and  often  men  spen 
a  large  part  of  their  wages  in  the  publi 
houses,  going  home  late  in  the  eveninj 
and  handing  over  the  balance  to  the: 
wives,  to  provide  for  the  necessities  of  tl 
families.  A  change  in  the  law  that  wi 
compel  the  heads  of  households  to  pr< 
vide  the  necessaries  for  the  families  i 
an  earlier  hour  than  1 1  o'clock  on  Satu 
day  night  will,  undoubtedly,  be  a  moi 
beneficial  one  ;  it  will  tend  very  muc 
to  the  sobriety  of  the  people  and  to  t) 
comfort  of  their  homes.  Another  Amen 
ment  refers  to  the  dwellings  of  tl 
poor.  I  greatly  sympathise  with  thi 
Amendment.  The  House  will  agree  th 
improved  dwellings  for  the  people  wi 
tend  to  the  sobriety  of  the  people,  bi 
the  Recorder  of  Dublin  stated  in  h 
evidence  that  it  is   not   only   improve 
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dwellings  that  will  improve  the  labovtr- 
ing  classes.  That  gentleman  said  also, 
that  at  the  present  time  there  are 
32,000  families  in  Dublin  living  in  7,000 
houses ;  and  he  added,  that  the  cause 
of  this,  in  great  measure,  is  drink 
Again,  it  is  said  that  the  Bill,  if 
passed,  will  be  an  infringement  of 
the  liberties  of  the  people.  All 
restrictive  legislation  of  this  kind  must 
lead  to  an  infringement  of  liberty  ;  but 
I  believe  that  the  great  bulk  of  the 
population  believe  that  restrictions  are 
necessary.  The  labouring  classes,  who 
know  the  evil  and  the  misery  caused  by 
an  excessive  use  of  drink,  will  not  be 
unwillingto  make  the  sacrifices  demanded 
of  them.  I  am  thankful  that  this 
measure  is  supported  by  men  of  all  Parties 
in  the  House.  In  Ireland  this  is  not 
looked  upon  as  a  Party  question,  but  as  a 
social  question,  commanding  the  approval 
of  the  best  men  of  all  classes.  J  com- 
mend the  Bill  to  the  House  because  the 
working  of  the  Act  of  1878  has  been  so 
satisfactory.  I  beg  to  move  the  Second 
Raading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr,  Lea.) 

*(1.26.)  Mr.  pierce  MAHONY 
(Meath,  N.) :  I  rise  to  support  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill.  The 
original  Sunday  Closing  Bill  was 
brought  forward  witb  the  almost 
unanimous  approval  of  the  Irish 
Members  of  all  Parties,  but  for  a  con- 
siderable period  the  House  refused  to 
legislate  on  the  subject.  When  the 
House  did  legislate,  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Tipperary  will  admit  the 
legislation  had  the  consent  and  approval 
of  the  vast  majority  of  the  Irish  people. 
So  strong  was  the  feeling  in  Ireland  on 
the  subject  of  Sunday  Closing  that 
before  the  House  of  Commons  made 
Sunday  Closing  the  law  of  the  land, 
there  were  certain  districts  in  Ireland 
where  public  opinion  was  actually  able 
to  put  in  operation  Sunday  C loosing  with- 
out an  Act  of  Parliament  at  all.  This 
Act  expired,  and  it  has  been  combined 
in  the  annual  Bill  for  the  continuance 
of  expiring  laws.  So  far  as  I  and  my 
Colleagues  are  concerned,  matters  might 
have  rested  there,  but  the  opponents  of 
the  measure  insisted  upon  it  being 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee.  The 
Select  Committee  reported  in  favour  of 


the  measure.  Surely,  therefore,  it  is  not 
the  supporters  of  the  measure  who 
ought  to  be  called  upon  to  prove  that  the 
measure  has  the  support  of  the  great 
mass  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  but  it  is 
the  opponents  of  the  Act  who  ought  to 
prove,  if  they  can,  that  it  has  not 
the  support  of  the  Irish  people. 
Wo  are  told  that  Sunday  Closing  in 
Ireland  has  not  been  successful  in  some 
of  the  country  districts.  Now,  that  is  a 
matter  on  which  I  can  speak  with  some 
personal  experience,  or,  at  least,  of  one 
district.  I  do  not  forget  the  state  of  th^e 
country  roads  in  that  district  on  Sundays 
before  Sunday  Closing  was  the  law  of  the 
land,  and  I  cannot  be  blind  to  the  im- 
provement since  the  Act  was  passed.  1 
am  quite  aware  that  the  Act  is  not 
worked  as  it  should  be  by  the  Irish 
police,  but  the  Irish  police  have  what 
they  consider  a  more  important  duty  to 
perform,  in  looking  after  dangerous 
characters  like  myself.  In  their  view 
this  is  far  more  important  than  detecting 
infringements  of  the  Sunday  Closing 
Act.  I  think  the  state  of  the  police  in 
Ireland  is  admirably  illustrated  by  a 
little  anecdote  I  have  from  a  lady  friend 
resident  in  a  village  in  the  South  of  Ire- 
land. Two  men  were  fighting  in  the 
centre  of  a  small  crowd  when  a  sergeant 
of  police  and  a  few  of  his  men  came  on 
the  scene.  "  What  is  the  meaning,"  said 
the  sergeant,  "  of  this  mis-conductious  be- 
haviour ?"  "  Sure,  sergeant,"  answered 
one  in  the  crowd,  **  It's  only  a  little 
matter  between  ourselves;  its  nothing 
against  the  Government  or  Coercion." 
So  the  sergeant  with  his  men 
retired  to  the  barracks,  and  the  fight  was 
continued.  Now,  of  course,  I  cannot 
help  being  aware  of  the  feeling  among 
many  of  my  Colleagues  in  opposition  to 
this  Bill,  and,  although  I  am  but  a  young 
Member,  I  hope  they  will  bear 
with  me  while  I  say  a  few  words  on  this 
point.  It  is  a  matter  of  notoriety  that 
the  leader  of  our  Party  does  not  vote 
on  this  occasion.  We  know  perfectly 
well  that  his  position  is  one  of  absolute 
neutrality. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR:    He   spoke  and 
voted  on  it  lasl  time. 

♦Mr  pierce  MAHONY:  I  still 
maintain  that  1  am  right  in  saying 
that  our  leader  has  taken  up  a 
position  of  neutrality.  It  is  not  a 
Party  question  with  which  the  Irish 
Party     are     concerned,     and     I    admit 
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the  wisdom  our  leader  lias  aliown  in 
not  taking  a  position  on  either  gide, 
fur  lie  knows  perfectly  well  that  if  he 
did  tike  either  side  thij-t  would  intiuenco 
a  large  number  of  his  followers,  but  this 
has  not  been,  und  never  will  be,  a  Party 
question,  and  he  is  wise  in  not  acting  as 
the  leader  of  the  Party. 

Mr.  J.  O^CONNOE;  He  spoke  in 
favour  of  the  Bill 

Mr,  deputy  SPEAKKR:  Order, 
order  !  The  hon.  Member  will  have  the 
opportunity  of  making  anpeech  presently, 
fknA  of  explaining  any  difiereoce  of 
opinion  he  may  hold, 

•Ma.  PIERCE  MAHONY  :  A  number 
of  my  CoUeaigues  have  atloptL'dthe  decision 
that  they  arj  best  following  our  leader 
by  taking  no  part  in  the  debate.  Now, 
I  would  ask  them  to  consider  the 
dtff  jrence  in  their  position  and  that  of 
my  bon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Parnell.)  Our  Party  are 
not  united  on  this  subject,  and  I 
must  say  that  my  riew  of  the  matter  is 
this  that  it  does  not  matter  a  straw  to 
the  Party  which  position,  in  regard  to 
this  Bill,  T,  or  any  individual  Member  of 
the  Party  xnixy  ttike,  and  Members  who 
think  they  ought  not  to  take  any  posi- 
tion in  regard  to  it,  attach,  if  I  may  say 
aj  without  offence,  a  little  too  much 
imxsftance  to  their  individual  pcksition 
ai  members  of  the  Party,  Another 
point  that  is  urged  by  some  members  of 
the  I*arty,  is  that,  as  a  matter  of  principle, 
wj  ought  not  to  vote  for  Sunday  Closing 
until  we  have  an  opportunity  of 
making  the  alteration  of  the  law  in  a 
Home  Rule  Parliament.  They  complain 
that  it  might  throw  further  power  into 
the  handii  of  the  Government.  One  of 
my  hon.  Friends  says  "So  it  would." 
Now,  the  only  power  the  passing  of  this 
Bill  could  possibly  put  into  the  hands  of 
the  Government  would  be  in  certain 
cas^s  where  the  police  might  bring  pro- 
secutions against  publicans  for  a  breach 
of  the  Sunday  Closing  Ijaw.  But  they 
cannot  bring  such  a  prosecution  unless  a 
breach  of  the  Act  ha?  actually  t^kken 
place,  and  it  would  be  a  prosecution,  not 
under  the  Coercion  Act,  *but  before  an 
ordinary  Bench  of  Magistrates,  and  my 
experience  of  Irish  Magistrates  is  that 
thoy  certainly  are  not  given  to  taking 
an  adverse  view  of  the  conduct  of  pub- 
licans ;  ii  there?  is  any  complaint  it  is 
that  they  do  not  convict  readily 
enough.        There     is     no     contention, 

J/r,    Pierce  Mahony 


so  far  as  T  can  see,  that  any 
in  justice  \vould  be  done  \  it  is  merely  an 
assertion  thatoortain  offences  may  be  com- 
mitted for  which  men  may  be  punisbedf 
and  they  would  Iw  rightly  punished" 
Then  as  regards  the  matter  of  principW 
that  we  are  not  to  take  any  legislation 
until  we  get  it  from  a  Home  Rule  Par- 
liament. I  could  understand  there  would 
be  something  in  that  argument  if  it  were 
applied  all  round.  But  it  is  not  applied 
all  round.  What  about  the  Drainage 
Bills  of  last  Session?  What  about  the 
Light  Railways  Bill  ^  It  is  right  to  join 
with  the  Government  to  pass  a  Bill  for 
making  Light  Railways  in  Ireland  ;  it  is 
right  to  co-operate  with  the  Government 
to  provide  the  means  for  draining  a  few 
wretched  acres  of  land  in  some  district  in, 
Ireland  ;  but  when,  instead  uf  a  few  acr 
of  land,  you  have  human  beings^  tens 
thousands  of  degraded  men  and  helplea 
women  ruined,  tbeir  homes  destroy e 
and  made  perfect  hells  upon  earth, 
of  thousands  of  little  child n^n  neglecti  dor 
fitted  only  for  lives  of  infamy  and  crime, 
then  we  are  to  be  told  that,  as  a  matter 
of  principle,  we  ought  not  to  join  with 
the  Government  to  provide  a  remedy  for 
BJiuie  of  these  evils  !  1  do  appeal  to  my 
Colleagues  most  earnestly  to  consider 
what  this  means.  If  they  can  support  a 
Bill  for  the  drainage  of  a  few  acrjs  of 
land,  if  there  is  no  breach  of  principle 
in  that,  surely  to  goodness  they  can 
support,  in  every  possible  why,  a  Bill 
which  will  give  some  help,  some  pro- 
tection, to  tens  of  thousands  of  their 
fellow  countrymen  who  are  suffering 
from  this  accursed  trade  in  drink.  Now» 
what  do  we  hope  to  do  by  this  Bill  ?  No 
siine  mrin  hojies  to  make  a  people  sober 
by  legiaUition  ;  but  we  know  that  a  cry  is 
going  up  from  thousands  of  p  or,  weak, 
miserable  creatures  wlio  want  to  be 
protected,  who  ask  to  be  protected 
from  their  own  weakness,  their  own 
folly.  We  want  to  try  to  remove,  ia 
some  degree,  temptation  from  the  paths 
of  men  of  this  kind  ;  and  we  propose  to 
do  it  chiefly  on  the  day  dedicated  to  the 
service  of  Him  who  has  never  refused  to 
listen  to  the  prayer  of  the  helpless.  No 
question  of  Party  arises  ;  every  Member 
will  vote  according  to  his  individual 
feeling  and  conscience.  It  is  no  Party 
question  in  this  country,  nor  is  it  in  Ire- 
land, Though  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Tipperary  and  I  are  not  united  in 
our  views  on  this  subject,  that  does  not 


1197  Intoxicatiftg  Liquors,  tkc.  (APErt  23,  1890}  (Ireland)  BiU. 


m 


interfere  one  wliit  with  tliG  cordial  fellow- 
ship with  whicli  we  work  on  every  other 
subjti*t  I  have  been  led  beyond  the 
length  of  time  I  intended  to  occupy  in 
sec*]tnding  the  Motion  for  the  Second 
Beading  of  th©  Bill 

•(L40.)  Mk.  P,  MCDONALD  :  I  rise 
to  move  the  Amendment  standing 
in  my  nume,  and  I  do  bo  with 
mixed  feeb'ngs  of  indignation  and 
gratificatlotl,  of  indignation  at  the  con- 
duct of  the  Government  on  this  occasion, 
and  of  gratification  ut  what  I  believe 
will  be  the  consequenee  of  their  action, 
in  the  alienation  of  their  bc'st  supportera 
in  this  country.  We  know  how  the 
Government  have  acted  upon  this  very 
question^  although  not  this  very  Bill, 
when  they  went  in  a  solid  body  into  the 
Lobby  against  the  Bill  then  before  the 
House,  and  yet,  only  last  night,  they 
went  in  a  solid  body  to  the  other  side  in 
support  of  this  Bill*  But,  strangely 
enough,  they  sent  one  of  their  Members, 
the  Patronage  Secretary,  into  the  otlier 
Lobby  to  reproaent  them,  end  tu  make 
l>elieve  to  the  traders  of  Engbnl  that, 
they  are  not  in  favour  of  passing  a 
BiU  of  this  kind.  It  is  true  this  hon. 
Gentleman  was  not  alone  from  the  Con- 
servative side,  but  he  was  alone  as 
representing  the  Government.  We  had 
several  independent  Members  from 
the  other  side  supporting  us,  and  I 
am  hopeful  of  their  8up|)ort  in  the  future, 
and,  although  I  condemn  the^  Govern- 
ment for  their  action,  it  is  my  duty»  and 
I  do  it  heartily,  to  tender  to  those 
hon.  Members  the  gratitude  of  the 
trade  whose  rights  they  have  en- 
deavoured to  maintain.  I  need  hardly 
remind  the  House  that,  in  sending  the 
Patronage  Secretary  to  represent  th© 
Government  last  night  in  our  Lobby,  it 
was  in  view  of  a  very  near  General 
Election,  but  I  doubt  very  much 
whether  this  will  carry  great  weight. 
I  may  say  the  trade  in  England 
will  not  be  hoodwinked  by  such  flimsy 
pretences.  1  tell  the  trade  they  will  be 
betrayed  by  the  Government  when  the 
Gk)Temment  think  it  expedient.  The 
Chief  Secretary,  last  nigbt,  as  the  mouth- 
piece of  the  Government,  in  a  very 
amusing  manner  told  us  it  was  a  game 
of  chance,  as  between  promoters  and 
opponents  of  the  Bill,  and  he  said,  as  in 
all  games  of  chance,  if  you  do  not  get  a 
good  hand  why  you  may  change  it.  But 
I  never  knew  that  this  was  the  rule  in  a 


game  of  chance,  and  I  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentlt-man  shows  he  has  more 
knowledge  of  "golf"  than  of  '*nap,'* 
when  he  makes  sucli  a  statement. 
Unquestionably  the  Government  may 
**  look  out  for  squalls ''  among  their 
friends  the  licensed  traders  of  England. 
They  can  no  longer  go  before  the  electors 
w^ith  the  cry  of  **B3er  and  Bible." 
Perhaps  they  may  try  the  cry  cf  '*  Rum 
and  Righteousness,"  but  the  rum  will  be 
predominant.  The  hon.  Member  for 
North  Derby,  who  has  introduced  this  Bill 
said  no  meetings  have  been  held  to  pro- 
test against  the  Bill.  Well,  the  only 
meetings  I  have  heard  of  in 
connection  with  this  subject  have 
been  those  organised  by  professional 
and  non  -  profeaeional  agitat/orf ,  the 
same  speakers  turning  up  agtiin  and 
again  in  different  parts  of  the   country. 

tCries  o/^'^o.'']  Yes,  and  if  my  hon» 
iViend  who  interrupts  had  rc^od  the 
papers  as  carefully  as  I  have  he 
would  know  I  am  correct.  My 
hon.  Friend  and  CoUeFigue  the  Mem  bur 
for  Meath,  went,  I  think,  a  little  out 
of  his  way  in  dragging  the  leader  of  our 
Party  into  this  question,  and,  in  this,  did 
not  display  his  usual  judgment.  But  a« 
he  hns  done  so,  I  deem  it  my  duty  to 
say  that  our  leader  has  spoken  on  the 
question,  and  he  spoke  to  this  purpose 
he  expressed  his  desire  tliat  the  question 
should  be  left  over  until  such  time  as  we 
could  settle  it  with  our  other  local 
affairs.  If  he  did  not  speak  against  the 
Bill,  he  certainly  did  not  speak  in  favour 
of  it. 

An  hon.  Memper:  He  did  not  vote* 
♦Mr.  p.  MCDONALD  :  No  prosecutions, 
it  has  been  said,  have  taken  place  under 
the  Act,  and  1  think  I  can  give  a  plain 
reason  for  that.  It  is  simply  this,  for 
the  last  seven  years  the  police  have  been 
otherwise  engaged,  and  have  had  too 
much  to  do  in  another  direction.  Tl^ey 
look  upon  ordiimi-y  |X(lice  duties  as 
entirely  beneath  them.  They  do  not 
think  of  making  arrests  for  drunkenness, 
and  the  police  themselves  have  been  the 
most  flagrant  breakers  cf  the  Licence 
Laws  in  Ireland.  It  has  been  said  that 
the  voice  of  Ireland  has  not  been  raised 
against  the  measure,  hut  I  ask,  Hns  there 
been  any  demand  in  Ireland  for  it  ?  Cer- 
tainly not.  Bishops  and  priests  in  Ireland, 
who  in  a  matter  of  this  kind  represent 
the  great  body  of  the  people,  have  not 
collectively  made  any  such  demand.     It 
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is  true  that' some  10  or  12  letters  were 
elicited  furtively,  simply  because  one  of 
the  paid  Secretaries  of  the  Association 
wrote  to  the  Bishops,  and  naturally  pub- 
lished their  Lordships'  replies  ;  but  that, 
I  think,  cannot  be  construed  into  a 
demand  from  the  Bishops  of  Ireland ; 
and  I  may  say  that,  although  all  were 
written  to,  only  half  the  number  did 
reply.  No  ;  the  demand  for  this  is  made 
by  one  class  only,  and  that  demand  is  due 
to  fanatical  pertinacity  on  the  part  of  pro- 
fessional agitators.  To  their  action  the 
introduction  of  the  Bill  the  year  before 
last  was  due,  and,  resulting  from  that, 
the  reference  to  a  Select  Committee.  I 
need  hardly  remind  the  Houso  how  such 
Committees  are  formed.  Mainly  at  the 
direction,  and  entirely  within  the  discre- 
tion, of  the  Whips  of  the  Party.  K  the 
Whip  is  in  support  of  the  measure,  he 
will  nominate  his  friends  upon  it.  Cer- 
tainly we  had  on  that  Committee  one 
Gentleman  to  whose  perfect  impartiality 
in  every  respect  I  am  glad  to  bear  testi- 
mony— I  mean  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland.  He  was  ready  to  act  fairly  to 
both  sides,  but  in  the  face  of  the  consti- 
tution of  the  Committee  in  the  proportion 
of  nine  to  six,  it  was  not  to  be  supposed 
that  the  joint  Report  to  be  drawn 
up  would  be  other  than  one  sided. 
It  was  in  consequence  of  this  that  the 
lion.  Member  for  Tipperary  and  I  drew 
up  another  Report.  We  received  evi- 
dence, I  may  say,  from  almost  every 
representative  man  in  Ireland.  This 
evidence  I  will  not  now  go  into,  but  I 
will  refer  to  the  evidence  of  the  Mayor 
of  Sligo,  becaus)  the  lion.  Member  for 
South  Derry  has  alluded  to  him  ;  and  1 
may  say,  in  addition,  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  spoke  so  fully  on  the  evi- 
dence given  beforo  the  Committee 
applied  himself  solely  and  entirely  to 
thj  evidence  in  favour  of  his  own  view, 
and  did  not,  as  he  might  have  done,  say 
a  word  or  two  in  justice  to  the  other 
side.  The  Mayor  of  Sligo  has  been  re- 
ferred to  as  if  his  evidence  was  in  favour 
of  the  Bill.  He,  in  answer  to  the  ques- 
tion put  to  him,  said — 

"  There  is  as  much  drink  sold  in  Sligo  on 
Sunday  as  if  all  the  public  houses  were  open  ; 
but  the  sale  is  confined  to  the  low  public  houses 
and  shebeens,  and  the  drink  supplied  in  these 
places  is  extremely  bad.*' 

Well,  I  am  sure  that  is  not  in  favour  of 
the  Bill.  Further,  the  same  witness 
said— 

Mr.  P.  M'DorvM 


"In  ray  opinion,  the  earlier  closing  on  Satur- 
day, if  followed  by  the  total  closing  on  Sun- 
day would  load  to  an  increase  in  the  amount  of 
drink  taken  home  by  the  people,  and  would  also 
inrreaso  the  illicit  traffic  both  on  Saturday 
night  and  Sunday." 

Well,  that  is  not  in  favour  of  the  Bill. 
The  witness  goes  on,  in  answer  to  other 
questions,  to  express  his  opinion  that 
total  closing  on  Sunday  would  be  injurious 
in  Sligo  to  a  large  number  of  people,  and 
that  the  bad  habits  of  some  of  the  people 
would  not  be  cured  thereby.  This  only 
corroborates  what  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Meath  haa  said,  and  in  which 
all  men  of  influence,  religious  and  social, 
agree,  that  Acts  of  Parliament  do  not 
compel  sobriety.  There  is  no  Bishop  in 
Ireland  who  is  not  engaged  at  the  per- 
sent  moment  in  promoting  a  scheme 
which  will  be,  as  it  were,  a  renewal  of 
the  Temperance  League  associated  witk 
the  name  '  of  Father  Mathew.  The 
movement  has  met  with  the  acquiescence 
of  the  priests  and  people,  and  I,  for  one, 
am  a  hearty  supporter  of  it.  I  can  tell 
the  House  that  one.  Father  Mathew,  could 
do  more  good  in  the  direction  of  temper- 
ance than  a  million  of  ^von^  spouters 
and  hundreds  of  Acts  of  Parliament.  A 
Welsh  Sunday  Closing  Commission  was 
appointed  recently,  and  the  Commis- 
sioners have  reported  that,  in  those 
districts  in  which  the  principle  of  the 
Act  was  undoubtedly  in  harmony  with 
the  wishes  and  feelings  of  the  majority  of 
the  people,  it  is  least  needed  as  a  means  of 
securing  sobriety,  whereas  in  those  parts 
of  Wales  in  which  the  principle  is  not 
generally  accepted,  its  provisions  have 
been  constantly  evaded.  **We  cannot, 
on  the  face  of  the  evidence  before  us, 
say  that  the  effect  has  been  salutary." 
Now,  Sir,  that,  summarised,  means  that 
where  Sunday  Closing  is  necessary  its 
adoption  in  Wales  has  done  evil  instead 
of  good,  and  that  where  it  was  not  neces- 
sary it  produced  no  effect  either  for  good 
or  for  evil.  The  Commissioners  further 
say  that  in  Cardiff  and  the  mining  dis- 
tricts the  Act  cannot  be  said  to  have 
diminished  intemperance,  and,  finally, they 
say  they  '*  must  dismiss,  as  impracticable, 
the  proposal  to  close  public-houses  on 
Sundays."  Could  any  Report  more 
strongly  condemn  the  principle  which  i 
is  now  8')Uglitto  be  permanently  enforced 
in  Ireland  ?  Even  worse  effects  have 
been  produced  by  Sunday  Closing  in 
Scotland.     I  find,  on  reference  to  Scotch 
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papers,  that  on  several  recent  Sundays 
the  police  of  Glasgow  have  been  making 
raids  on  shebeen  houses;  that;  thej 
have  arrested  many  men  and  women, 
when  they  have  been  taken  to  the  station 
midst  yelling  and  shouting  crowds — a 
pretty  spectacle  for  a  Sabbath — that  they 
have  seized  large  quantities  of  beer  and 
spirits,  and  that,  in  some  cases,  they  have 
come  across  illicit  stills.  In  one  case — 
it  was,  I  think,  on  the  16th  March — they 
made  a  descent  on  a  house,  arrested  12 
persons,  and  seized  280  pint  bottles  of 
beer,  nine  bottles  of  whisky,  22  bottles 
of  lemonade,  and  63  empty  beer  bottles. 
At  a  second  visit  to  the  same 
house  13  persons  were  taken  into 
custody.  At  another  house  eight  men 
and  three  women  were  arrested,  and  as 
the  prisoners  and  the  liquor  were  being 
conveyed  to  the  police  office  a  large  crowd 
assembled,  stones  yvQVQ  thrown  at  the 
police,  and  a  gallon  jar  of  whisky  broken. 
Similar  seizures  to  these  were  made  on 
succeeding  Sundays,  and  even  last  Sun- 
day a  second  descent  was  made  on  the 
house  of  a  man  named  Pack,  who  evi- 
dently had  not  been  deterred  from 
carrying  on  this  improper  trade  by 
previous  police  raids.  On  this  occasion 
329  bottles  of  beer  were  seized.  I  hope 
the  hon.  Member  who  moved  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill  will  take  to  heart 
the  lessons  taught  by  Scotch  and  Welsh 
experience.  We  do  not  in  Ireland  want 
to  see  such  scenes  as  have  recently  dis- 
graced Glasgow  on  Sundays,  and  I  appeal 
to  the  Government  to  save  us  from  such 
deplorable  degradation.  At  least,  do  not 
force  this  Bill  on  us  now.  Wait,  rather, 
until  we  have  the  management  of  our 
own  afEairs.  This  question  has  never 
yet  been  submitted  to  the  Irish  con- 
stituencies ;  the  opinion  of  the  Irish 
people  has  never  yet  been  taken  on  it, 
and  that  being  so,  and  with  the  ex- 
perience of  Scotland  and  Wales  before 
us,  I  ask  the  House  to  reject  the  Bill  and 
to  accept  the  Amendment  which  stands 
in  my  name.     (2.28.) 


1202 


Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  **  That  **  lo  tht 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  in  the  opinion  of  this  Uousie,  it  is  inexpedient 
to  proceed  further  with  the  consideration  of  a 
measure  which  proposes  to  place  fresh  restric- 
tions upon  an  important  Irish  trade,  and  which 
in  its  present  shape  has  never  been  submitted 
to  the  judgment  of  the  Irish  constituencies, 
and  also  with  regard  to  which  do  adequate 
steps  have  at  any  time  been  taken  to  ascertain 


the  bense  of  the  people  of  Ireland,*' — (Mr 
Petir  M'LonaldJ 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

•(2.43.)  Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) : 
Mr.  Deputy  Speaker,  I  rise  to  support 
the  Amendment  which  stands  in  the 
name  of  my  hon.  Friend.  I  cannot  say 
that  I  like  altogether  the  wording  of  the 
Amendment,  nor  that  portion  of  it  which 
refers  to  the  expediency  of  proceeding 
with  this  Bill  on  the  ground  of  its 
placing  restrictions  on  an  important  Irish 
trade.  I  do  not  altogether  hold  with 
that.  But  I  support  the  Amendment 
on  account  of  the  embodiment  of  these 
words  : — 

*'  That  this  Bill,  in  its  present  shape,  has 
never  been  submitted  to  the  judgment  of  the 
Irish  constituencies,  and  also  with  regard  to 
which  no  adequate  steps  have  at  any  time  been 
taken  to  ascertain  the  sense  of  the  people  of 
Ireland." 

I  entirely  dissent  from  the  proposition 
laid  down  by  the  Mover  of  the  Bill,  when 
he  says  that  there  was  no  opposition  to 
Sunday  Closing  except  those  pecuniarily 
interested  in  the  sale  of  drink.-  That 
statement  was  most  uncalled  for,  and 
was  not  justified,  and  certainly  it  is 
repudiated  by  me  and  many  of  my 
Colleagues.  We  discuss  this  question  on 
the  broad  ground  of  principle,  and  we 
allege  that  Bills  of  this  kind  do  not  tend 
to  promote  temperance  ;  on  the  contrary, 
they  have  rather  a  mischievous  effect  the 
other  way.  Whether  we  discuss  early 
Saturday  Closing  or  Sunday  Closing,  we 
discuss  it  on  broad  grounds,  and  with  no 
interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  per- 
petuation of  the  drink  traffic.  We  are 
as  strongly  and  conscientiously  opposed  to 
drunkenness  of  any  sort  as  any  hon.  Mem- 
bers in  this  House.  The  gravamen  of 
proof  in  support  of  this  Bill  lies  on  its 
proposers.  What  proof  have  they  given 
that  the  people  of  Ireland  desire  this 
legislation.  I  meet  the  assertion 
with  an  absolute  denial.  I  can  quote,  in 
support  of  my  contention,  speeches  of  the 
Mover  of  the  Bill,  in  which  he  said  that 
the  people  of  Ireland  were  quite  apathetic 
on  this  matter.  But  I  contend  that  so 
far  as  feeling  in  favour  of  the  Bill  has 
been  ascertained,  that  it  is  an  artificially 
fostered  and  created  opinion — created 
by  agitators  who,  I  do  not  say  otherwise, 
proceed   on    conscientious    motives   and 
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In'gh  prinripli  s.  But  this  agitation  Im^s 
been  confined  to  a  few  Associationa  of 
professed  teeiotaUers,  who  have  never 
cons al ted  the  feeling  of  the  vast  roajoritj 
of  the  people  of  Ireland.  We  oppose  thia 
Bill  becauBe  it  contains  all  the  elements 
ol  coercive  legislation.  Yon  cannnt 
make  people  sober  by  Act  of  Parliament, 
and,  nndoobtedlj,  the  experience  of  other 
places  outside  Ireland  has  not  been  such 
as  to  justify  other  coercive  legislation  in 
this  direction.  The  Mover  of  the  Bill 
says  it  is  desired  by  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, but  when  I  turn  to  the  evidence  t>f 
the  Committee  I  find  that,  as  far  as  that 
goes,  the  evidence  is  the  other  way.  The 
trades  of  Dublin ,  Cork,Limerick  and  Water- 
ford  have  held  public  meetings,  where 
this  very  impi:)rtant  question  has  been 
submitted  to  open  meeting  —  to  the 
deliberation  of  those  for  whom  it  is 
primarily  intended*  At  all  these  meet- 
ings the  audiences  carried  resolutions  by 
sweeping  majorities  against  the  hon. 
Member's  Bill  At  Cork,  12  months 
ago.  a  meeting  was  held  in  the 
Mechanics'  Hall.  [An  hon.  Member:  A 
ticket  meeting,]  Yea,  but  the  tickets 
were  procurable  by  any  tradesman  who 
chose  to  apply.  The  met  ting  was  i*e- 
prenentative  of  all  tradesmen,  skilled  and 
unskilled,  and  the  vast  majority  of  the 
meeting  were  against  legislation  of  this 
kind.  The  President  of  the  Cork  Trades 
gave  evidence  against  the  Bill. 

•Mr,  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  :  I  beg 
pardon.  Mr.  Monro  did  not  give 
evidence  against  the  Bill. 

♦Mr.  FLYNN  :  I  will  deal  with  Mr. 
Monro's  evidence  in  a  moment  or  two. 
This  Bill  ia  not  asked  for  by  the  people 
of  Ireland ;  certainly  not ;  no  large  sec- 
tion of  the  working  claasee,  who  are 
supposed  to  be  most  interested  in  the 
measure,  demand  it ;  and^  therefore,  it 
ia  a  class  of  legislation  of  a  most  unfair 
and  anomalous  character.  I  find  that 
Mr.  Monro,  President  of  the  Trades 
CouDcil  of  Belfast,  in  reply  to  a  question 
put  to  him,  sFiid  he  believed  Sunday 
Closing  would  lead  to  more  illicit  drink- 
ing than  at  present ;  that  waa  to  say,  that 
after  the  legal  hours  of  closing  publicans 
would  sell  after  hours ;  it  would  lead  to 
shebeen ing,  or  selling   without  a  licence. 

♦Mb.  JOHNSTON:  Read  Answer 9164 
ol  the  Report, 

•Mb.  FLYNN:  I  have  not  got  tlie 
Ref>ort  in  jxyj  hand.  I  cannot  travel 
about  with  the  Blue  Books,  and  have 
Jfr.  liynn 


got  my  extracts  in  a  handy  form. 
If  we  turn  to  page  13  of  the  R-ep'-rt  we 
find  that  Mr.  Crean,  a  teetotaller,  who  " 
is  a  Town  Councillor,  or  at  anv  rate 
person  occupying  a  representative  pos 
tion  in  the  city  of  Cork,  and  who  spokeT 
on  behalf  of  the  trade  of  Cork,  that 
gentleman  said  he  had  made  it  his  busi- 
ness to  mix  hims€4f  up  with  the  people 
before  the  Bill  was  introduced,  and  had 
made  it  his  business  to  look  round  the 
city,  going  both  to  the  lowest  dens  and 
the  highest  hotels.  He  ha<l  found  that 
there  wa«  very  little  shebeenixig  in  Cork, 
hut  he  believed  there  would  be  mora  if 
the  houses  were  closed  on  Sunday,  lliat 
was  rather  strong  evidence  for  a  man  in- 
terested in  temperance.  But,  as  I  havo 
said,  I  think  the  burden  of  pixxif  lies  on 
the  prpmoters  of  this  Bill,  and  it  is  for 
them  to  show  there  is  a  strong  publit; 
demand  for  it.  When  the  hon.  Alember 
for  South  Derry  said  there  was  an 
apathetic  feeling  in  Ireland  in  regard  to 
this  matter  he  w^as  giving  away  his  case. 
This  Bill  goes  further  than  that  of  1878, 
which  exempted  five  of  the  great  to\\Tifi, 
for  it  is  now  projosed  to  include  those 
places  ;  thert»fore,  I  urge  that  the  burden 
of  proof  asfliiredlj^  lies  with  its  supporters 
as  to  the  demand  for  Sunday  Closing  in 
those  places.  The  demand  really  pro* 
ceeda  from  honest  -  minded  and  con- 
scientious fanatics,  who  think,  however 
mistakenly,  that  the  Bill  will  lead  to 
temperance.  We  can  prove  that  it  leads 
to  nothing  of  the  kind.  We  have  evidence 
that  Cork,  where  Sunday  Closing  is  not 
now  in  operation,  is  a  temperate  city,  and 
has  been  «o  for  generations,  and  we  on 
these  Benches  contend  that  our  efforts 
tend  in  the  direction  of  temperance,  in 
the  progress  of  which  we  are  as  much 
interested  as  the  sopportera  of  this  Bill. 
The  hon.  Member  for  South  Derry,  ccm- 
menting  on  the  evidence  given  before  the 
Committee,  said,  that  all  through  the  otiicial 
Report  was  in  favour  of  Sunday  Closingt 
and  referred  to  District  Inspector?  and 
Resident  Magistrates,  and  of  many  others 
who  go  towards  making  up  the  oflBcial 
hierarchy  of  Ireland.  But  we  deny 
that  the  men  he  quoted  are  representativu 
men,  and  we  say  that  the  Mayors  of  towns 
and  cities,  and  the  priests  and  others 
who  come  forward  to  give  indepen- 
dent evidence,  are  more  to  be  relied  on 
for  unbiased  testimony  than  the  official 
witnesses.  I  find,  however,  that  Mr. 
O'Donnell,    the     Police    Magistrate 
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Dublin,  who  is  one  of   the  Magistrates 
who  do  not  take  their  instructions  from 
the  Chief  Secretary  and  who  possess  an 
Bmount     of      independence    not    found 
imong    the  magistracy  elsewhere,  gave 
evidence     tliat    was      strongly     against 
Sunday  Closings  believing  it  wonld  k^ad 
h  an  increase   of  drinking  and  ahebeon 
douses  and  bogus  clubs^  and  otlier  modes 
\d  secret  indulgence  in   liquor,  such  as 
Fould  be  deplored  by  the  promoters  of  the 
|Bill.  1  do  not  go  into  the  question  whether 
Sunday  closing  has  been  a  success  in  the 
Tcountry   districts ;    bnt  I  know  that  ui 
jflarge  numbers  of  country  towns,   where 
the  front  doors  of  the  public  house  are 
shut,  the  back  doors  are  open,  and  that 
a  kind  of   amity  prevails    between    the 
police    and    their  natural   enemies,  the 
people    who   are   to    be   found   drinking 
together  on   the  Sunday.     I  know  that 
tins  lias  been  frequently  reported  to  me 
in  my  constituency,  and  I  offer  the  fact  for 
the  consideration  of  tlie  House  ;  as  to  the 
great  cities,  in  Dnhlin  there  are  a  certain 
number  of  bogus  clubs,  like  those  spoken 
of  at  Cardiff,  and  we  say  that  if  you  clostj 
on  Snndays  the  respectable  houses,  you 
will    open    the    doors   of   shebeens  and 
bogus  clubs.     If  the  people  cannot  gk^i 
reasonable    refresliments  in    the    usual 
places   they  will  go  to    worse   drinking 
houses,   as   is   shown    by    the    evidence 
given    before    the    Committee    on    the 
operation  of  the  Welsh  Act,   The  Heport 
of  that  Committee  shows  that,  in  Cardiff, 
the  general  tenour  of  the  evidence  is  to 
th3  effect  that  there  is  an  improvement 
in  the  state  of  the  main  streets,  but  this 
does  not  extend  to  plac^^s   outside    the 
town,  nor  to  the   poorer  and  less  con- 
spicuous parts   of   that    borough.      The 
Ro*v,   David  Young  says  there  is  great 
improvement  in  the  streets,  but  he  ia  far 
from  positive  that  it  has  uot  been  gained 
at  the  expanse  of  an  increase  of  drink  in 
private  houses.     The  He  v.  A.  Gore  gives 
evidence  of  a  similar   character,  and  so 
does  the   Rev*  S,  B.   Wade.     Inspector 
Evans,  of  Llanelly,  sfiys  the  streets  are 
more  ord  rly,   but  there  has  been  more 
drunkenness    amongst  people   returning 
from    excursions.       There    is    a    large 
volume  of   evidence    of    this  character 
with  regard  to  the  operation  of  the  Acts 
in  some  of  the  principal  towns  of  Wales. 
Summing  up  the  Reports  of  the  Committee, 
wj    have  a  set    of   figures  of  the  must 
ikiarmiag     character,     which    ought   to 
make  the  adyocat^a  of  this  ^uc:^t-tem- 


perance  legislation  pausa  before  pressing 
such  measures  on  the  country.       Under 
the  head  of  "Convictions  for  Drunken- 
ness,'* the  Committee  compare  the  years 
between    1877    and    1881     with    those 
between  1 884  and  1 888.     They  say  there 
are  nine  county  divisions,  in  six  of  which 
the  Returns  show  a  slight  improvement, 
whilst   in    the  remainder    the  result  is 
unfavourable  to  the  Act ;    and  the  same 
is  the  cabe   in  the  boroughs  of  Cardiff, 
Neath,  and  Carmarthen.     There  is  in  the 
Report  an  immense    volume  of  evidence 
dealing  with  the  establishment  of  bogus 
clubs,  and    the   means   by   which    men 
obtain  drink  when  it  is  denied   to  them 
in    a    legitimate    way.       On    the    old 
principle    that    forbidden    fruit    is    the 
sweetest,    there   ought  to  be    much    to 
make  the  House  hesitate  to   pass  legis- 
lation of   this  kind.       Houses  that  are 
enabled  to  supply  refreshments  on  the 
Sunday  are  under   the  contiol    of    the 
Authorities.     They  are  subject  to  Excise 
regulations,  and  to   the  control    of    the 
local  police,  and  there  is,  consequently, 
a  large  amount  of  wholesnme   restraint 
exercised  over  them.      When,  how^ever, 
such   houses  are   closed,  and   you  iiave 
substituted  for  them  these  hideous  dens 
of  drink  and  drunkenness,  no  check  can 
possibly  be  enforced,   and  there  is    no 
guarantee  that  drink  will  not  go  on  to 
an  alarming  extent.     Mr.  David  Jamee, 
a   strong    stipporti:r    of    the    Act,  gave 
evidence  l^efore  the  Commission,  and  said 
that  clubs  sprang  up  immediately  after 
the  measure  was  put  in  force.  Before  1 883 
these  places  never  came  under  the  notice 
of  the  [Kiliee  ;    but  between    1883   and 
1885  as  many  as  141  sprang  into  exis- 
tence, and  of  these  many  were  devoted 
entirely   to   the    purposes    of    Saturday 
night  and  Sunday  drinking.     The  Mayor 
of    the    populous    borough    of   Swansea 
stated  that  no  convictions  with  regard  to 
clubs  occurred  until  October,  1 888  ;  but 
in  that  yeai*  there  were  33  convictions, 
while  the  Chief  Constable  declared  that  a 
large  number  of  brvgus  clubs  sprang  into 
existence  in  Swansea,  owing  to  the  fact 
that    the  ordinary  houses   wer^    closed. 
Well,  Sir,  we  ftbject  to  a  measure  which 
is    likely   to    be    attended  with    serious 
consequences  of  this  kind  being  extended 
to  Ireland.     But,  at  any  rate,  if  you  do 
apply  such   a   measure    to  Ireland,  you 
must    first   obtain    the    opinions   of*  the 
people   most  concerned.      The  manufac- 
tured opinion  which  is  produced  by  lay 
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ihon.  Friends  in  favour  of  the  Bill  onght 
not  to  prevail  against  the  views  of  the 
people  who  are  directly  interested  in  the 
question.  If  you  close  public  houses 
■during  the  present  hours  of  opening,  you 
must  follow  that  to  its  logical  conclusion, 
and  deal  with  the  wealthier  classes.  The 
working  man  is  as  fully  entitled  to 
reasonable  refreshment  as  a  member 
of  the  Carlton  Club  or  the  Reform 
Club.  Unless  you  deal  with  the 
clubs  as  well  as  with  the  public- 
houses,  this  is  class  legislation  of  a 
most  improper  and  unfair  character.  I 
do  not  believe  for  a  moment  that  if  the 
public  houses  were  closed  in  the  large 
towns  of  Ireland  the  cause  of  temperance 
would  be  thereby  promoted.  You  may 
diminish  temptations  to  drink  in  one 
respect ;  but  beware  that  you  do  not  plaoe 
other  temptation^  in  the  way  of  the 
people.  The  burden  of  proof  lies  on  the 
supporters  of  this  Bill,  and  they  are 
bound  to  show  that  there  is  a  large  body 
of  public  opinion  in  its  favour.  Ho\^ 
would  an  opinion  in  favour  of  the  Bill 
be  shown?  By  a  demand  for  it.  I 
should  be  prepared  to  re-consider  this 
matter  if  it  were  submitted  to  the  Irish 
Party  as  a  whole,  and  if  we  had  Local 
Bodies  established  capable  of  deciding  the 
wants  of  the  localities.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Meath,  it  seemed  to  me,  rather 
went  beyond  the  limits  of  ordinary 
debate  in  referring,  as  he  did,  to  the 
opinions  of  the  leaders  of  this  Party; 
but  in  the  point  to  which  he  referred  1 
have  had  an  opportunity  of  refreshing 
my  mind,  and  I  find  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell)  followed  a  different  course  to 
that  alleged.  He  was  originally  in 
favour  of  Sunday  Closing,  having  voted 
for  it  here  ;  but  his  experience  in  Ireland 
and  elsewhere  has  led  him  to  change  his 
mind.  But  however  that  may  be,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork,  on  the  broad 
issue,  holds  that  this  is  entirely 
a  question  to  be  settled  by  the 
Irish  Representatives  themselves,  and 
not  by  many  hon.  Members  in  this 
House,  who  will  vote  for  Sunday  Closing 
in  Ireland,  but  will  not  dare  to  vote  for 
it  in  England,  for  fear  of  affronting  a 
certain  portion  of  their  constituents.  I 
say  that  the  hon.  Member  who  votes  for 
Sunday  Closing  in  Ireland,  and  takes  an 
opposite  vi  nv  of  the  matter  as  affecting 
England,  arts  inconsistently  and  dis- 
honestly. And  yet  there  were  some 
Mr.  Flynn 


who  took  up  that  position  on  the  last 
occasion,  and  1  have  no  doubt  there  are 
some  who  will  do  so  to-day.  I  would 
say  to  such  Members,  "  If  the  thing  is 
good,  let  us  have  it  aU  round."  Let  us 
be  guided  by  local  opinions,  and  put  the 
administration  of  the  law  in  the  hands 
of  the  Local  Authorities.  As  to  the 
meetings  in  favour  of  the  Bill  to  which 
reference  has  been  made,  they  have  always 
been  composed  of  professed  friends  of 
temperance — ["  Hear,  hear  !  "1 — let  me 
finish  the  sentence  —  who  belong  to 
certain  Associations,  whoso  ultimate  aim 
and  object  is  to  bring  about  the  total 
suppression  of  the  drink  traffic,  and  who 
are  altogether  opposed  to  every  kind  of 
dealing  with  intoxicating  liquor.  I  deny 
the  right  of  these  people  to  arrogate  to 
themselves  the  title  of  exponents  of 
public  opinion  on  this  Sunday  Cosing 
Question.  The  public  in  Ireland  does 
not  listen  to  them,  and  never  means  to. 
No  doubt  they  can  get  up  a  large  meeting 
in  Cork,  but  only  of  their  own  party;  and 
I  would  challenge  them  to  point  to  a 
case  where  a  meeting  in  reference  to 
Sunday  Closing  has  been  helH,  and  the 
public  have  been  freely  admitted,  and 
resolutions  in  favour  of  this  Bill  have 
been  carried.  I  take  issue  with  the 
promoters  of  this  measure  at  the  very 
outset — on  the  question  of  broad 
principle.  I  would  use  against  them 
the  old  argument — 

*'  If  A  and  B  take  too  much  drink  on  the 
Sunday  is  that  any  reason  why  the  men  repre- 
sented by  the  rest  of  the  alphabet  should  be 
deprived  of  the  opportunity  of  obtaining 
legitimate  refreshment  on  that  day,  which  is 
their  natural  right  P  '* 

I  say  that  so  far  as  popular  opinion  in 
Ireland  is  concerned,  as  expressed  before 
Parliamentary  Committees,  it  is  not 
with  the  promoters  of  the  Bill,  but  all 
the  other  way,  the  only  supporters  of 
this  measure  having  been  a  few  ciunks 
and  half-a-dozen  teetotallers — and  I 
submit  that  temperance  does  not  neces- 
sarily imply  teetotalism.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Meath  drew  a  terrible 
picture  of  the  evils  arising  from  drunk- 
enness, and  I  have  no  doubt  that  the 
majority  of  men  in  this  House  will  join 
with  him  in  denouncing  those  evils  ;  but 
surely  his  picture  would  apply  to  other 
days  of  the  week  as  well  as  Sunday.  Is 
not  drunkenness  as  bad  on  Wednesday 
or  Thursday  as  on  Sunday?  Does  it  not 
produce  as  much  demoralisation  and  as 
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much  sufEering  to  wives  and  families  P 
No  doubt  it  does  ;  therefore,  I  say  it  is 
unreasonable,  for  the  sake  of  a  Sab- 
batarian sentimentality,  to  punish  the 
many  for  the  shortcomings  of  a  few. 
The  question  is,  "  Are  you  likely  to 
promote  temperance  by  this  Bill  ? " 
I  do  not  think  you  are,  judging  from 
experience  of  Sunday  closing  in  Scothmd 
and  in  Wales,  and  I,  therefore,  ask  the 
House  to  hesitate  before  sending  this 
legislation  to  Ireland.  Above  all,  I 
would  ask  the  House  to  remember  that 
there  has  been  no  demand  of  a  popular 
character  from  Ireland  for  this  mea- 
sure. 

*(3.22.)  The  ATl'ORNEY  GENERAL 
FOR  IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin 
University):  I  rise  to  take  part  in 
this  Debate  and  to  support  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill,  not  as  a 
Member  of  the  Government,  but  as  an 
Irish  Member  representing  a  constitu- 
ency the  overwhelming  majority  of 
which  is  in  favour  of  the  measure. 
That  constituency,  composed  largely  of 
members  of  the  learned  professions 
scattered  throughout  Ireland,  has  ex- 
ceptional opportunities  of  forming  an 
opinion  on  the  subject  of  the  traffic  in 
intoxicating  liquors.  Members  of  my 
own  profession  become  acquainted  with 
one  aspect  of  this  question  in  Courts  of 
Justice.  Clergymen  and  medical  men 
study  it  from  other  points  of  view. 
There  is  another  reason  why  I  desire 
to  take  part  in  this  Debate.  I  had 
the  honour  of  presiding  over  the  Select 
Committee  to  which  this  Bill  was  re- 
ferred, and  I  have  thus  been  afforded  an 
exceptional  opportunity  of  acquiring 
a  great  deal  of  information  on  the  sub- 
ject. I  must  say  I  entered  upon  the 
inquiry  with  an  open  mind,  but  at  its 
conclusion  I  had  very  definite  views. 
I  think  the  Committee  over  which  I 
presided,  and  the  House  and  the  coun- 
try, are  to  be  congratulated  on  the  fact 
that  there  were  Members  of  that  Com- 
mittee who  held  strong  views  in  opposi- 
tion to  those  which  I  myself,  at  all  events 
ultimately,  adopted  on  the  question  of 
Sunday  and  Saturday  Closing.  There 
were  two  Members  of  the  Committee — 
the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary  (Mr.  J. 
O'Connor)  and  the  hon.  Member  forSligo 
(Mr.  P.  M*Donald)  who  has  addressed  the 
House — who  took  a  very  active  part  in 
the  labours  of  that  Committee  in 
opposition  to  Sunday  Closing — and  the 


consequence  was  that  every  possible  in- 
formation on  their  side  of  the  question 
which  could  be  obtained  was  secured ;  and 
what  was  the  result?  I  do  not  desire  to 
refer  in  detail  to  the  evidence  that  was 
given  before  the  Committee ;  but  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  have  examined  that 
evidence  will,  I  think,  agree  that  there 
was  an  almost  unanimous  expression  of 
opinion  in  favour  of  this  Bill  on  the 
part  of  witnesses  from  every  class  of 
society  to  which  you  would  naturally 
appeal  on  this  question.  You  would 
naturally  appeal  to  the  clerical  profes- 
sion. Well,  the  Church  to  which  I  belong, 
and  the  leading  Bishops  of  the  Roman 
Catholics  and  .the  vast  majority  of  the 
clergy  of  all  denominations,  are  in  favour 
of  it.  We  also  had  strong  evidence  in 
the  same  direction  from  the  medical  pro- 
fession, and  from  persons  entitled  to  speak 
on  behalf  of  the  working  classes,  of  em- 
ployers, and -of  representatives  of  every 
class ;  and  we  had  another  kind  of  evi- 
dence which  appeared  to  me  to  be  of  great 
value,  and  that  was  the  evidence  of 
what  were  called  the  official  witnesses.  In 
some  of  the  questions  put  and  observations 
made  by  Members  of  the  Committee  there 
was  an  attempt  made  to  discount  the 
evidence  of  these  official  witnesses — I 
mean  of  the  representatives  of  the  police 
and  Resident  Magistrates.  Now,  with  re- 
gard to  the  police,  I  will,  as  I  am  not  now 
speaking  as  a  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment,  make  an  admission,  which  I  hope 
hon.  Members  opposite  will  not  be  so  un- 
generous as  to  use  against  me  on  another 
occasion.  I  will  admit  that  the  police 
are  merely  human.  If,  acting  on  this 
admission,  we  are  to  impute  to  them 
selfish  motives,  you  may  attribute  the 
police  evidence  in  favour  of  the  Bill  to 
the  selfish  consideration  on  their  part 
that  if  the  Bill  is  passed  there  will  be  less 
drunkenness  and,  consequently,  less 
work  for  them  to  do.  Well,  the 
system  that  gives  the  police  the  least 
trouble  in  regard  to  drunkenness  is  ex- 
actly that  which  will  commend  itself  to 
the  House.  At  any  rate,  the  police,  whose 
inclination  I  will  assume  to  lead  them  to 
support  what  will  diminish  their  work  and 
trouble,  gave  strong  evidence  in  favour  of 
Sunday  Closing  and  of  early  Saturday 
Closing.  As  regards  the  position  I  took 
up  in  reference  to  the  Rejort  of  the  Com- 
mittee, I  wish,  shortly,  to  state  what  my 
attitude  was.  It  was  my  duty,  as  Chair- 
man of  the  Select  Committee,  to  submit 


1211  Intoxici^ting  liquors,  ^c.      {COSOrONS} 


(Ireland)  BiU. 


1212 


a  draft  Report.  I  did  submit  a  draft 
Report,  and  in  essential  particulars  tlie 
draft  I  submitted  is  the  Report  which 
was  adopted,  with  one  exception,  and  that 
an  important  one,  no  doubt,  I  came 
to  the  conclusion,  up*on  the  whole  of 
the  evidence,  that  there  was  not  that 
overwhelming"  mass  of  public  opinion 
in  favour  of  total  Sundij  Closing  in 
the  five  cities  and  towns  which  had 
been  exempted  from  the  operation  of 
t!i8  original  Act  which  was  proved  to 
exist  in  respect  of  the  rest  of  Ireland. 
I  came  to  that  conclusion  mainly  upon 
the  evidence  which  was  given  in  respect 
to  Dublin  and  Cork.  I  think,  myself » 
that  if  it  were  possible  to  deal  separately 
with  Belfast,  the  evidence  painted  t«>  the 
existence  in  Belfast  of  a  feelings  in  favour 
of  total  Sunday  Closing  in  that  city, 
which  might  justify  an  extension  of 
the  Act  to  Belfast  in  its  entirety ; 
but  obWously  it  would  not  have  been 
a  r^Tf  tenable  position  to  legislate  sepa- 
rately for  one  of  the  gi'eat  cities.  I  will 
not  now  give  in  detail  the  reasons  which 
appeared  to  justify  the  sepamte  treat- 
ment of  the  larger  towns  on  the 
principle  accepted  in  1878.  These  I 
reserve  for  the  Committee  stage  of  this 
Bill.  I  thought,  on  the  whole,  that  the 
best  recommendation  I  could  submit  to 
the  Select  Committee  was  to  make  the 
Act  of  1878  perpetual  as  regarded  the  eu- 
tire  of  Ireland^  with  the  exception  of  the 
five  cities  which  were  alreatly  exempted 
from  that  Act,  and  in  respect  of  those 
cities  to  adopt  the  suggestion  laid 
before  the  Committee  by  many  eminent 
authorities  connected  with  thoaa  places, 
namely,  to  shorten  the  hours  during  which 
pubhc  houses  might  legally  remain  open, 
that  is  to  siy,  to  allow  them  to  remain 
open  from  "2  to  5  o'clock  lust-ead  of  from  2 
o'clock  to  7  o'clock,  as  the  law  stands  at 
present.  It  was  on  that  point  alone  that 
my  Report  differed  from  the  Raport 
adopted  by  the  majority  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  I  am  bound  to  siy  that  sub- 
sequent consideration  has  not  altered 
the  opinion  I  then  formed.  In  this 
opinion,  as  regards  Dublin,  I  am  sup- 
ported by  the  Recorder  of  Dublin,  who, 
as  all  hon.  Members  who  know  him  will 
admit,  baa  at  heart  the  interest  of  the 
p?ople  of  the  great  city  in  respect  to 
which  he  exercises  im|K»rtant  functions, 
and  whom  it  is  fair  tu  class  as  an  advocate 
of  temp^M'anct'  views,  although  he  takes 
no  active  part  in  public  movements  of 
Mr,  Madden 


the  kind.  The  evidence  given  to 
tlie  Committee  by  the  Recorder  of 
Dublin,  and  the  opinion  expressed  by  him, 
waa  against  the  wisdom  of  attempt* 
ing,  at  all  events  for  the  present, 
this  t<:»tal  change  in  the  habits  of 
a  great  city  ;  but  he  was  strongly  in 
favour  of  early  closing  on  Saturday  nighty 
and  of  reducing  the  number  of  hours 
during  which  public  houses  might  remain 
open  on  Sunday.  Mr.  O'Donel,  the  chief 
police  magistrate  in  Dublin,  whose 
opmion  on  this  subject  is  entitled 
to  resjiect,  gave  similar  evidence.  On 
the  whole,  that  was  the  opinion  which 
I  adopted,  and  to  which  I  still 
adliere.  I  hope  that  the  Bill  will  be 
read  a  second  time ;  and,  in  that  event, 
I  shall  in  Committee  endeavour  to  give 
practical  effect  to  the  views  which  I  have  ex- 
pressed. I  believe  that  such  an  amendment 
of  the  Bill  may  be  generally  accepted  as  a 
settlement  of  this  question.  It  ia  time 
that  the  queation  should  be  settled.  It 
must  be  borne  in  mind  that  you  are  not^^^ 
asked  to  try  an  experiment  as  regard^^^f 
Sunday  Closing.  Sunday  Closing  has  beea^ 
in  general  operation  in  Ireland  since  1878, 
and  the  evidence  in  its  favour  is  over- 
whelming, indeed  it  nearly  approaches 
unanimity.  I  do  not  approach  the 
question  from  any  fanatical  or  extreme 
point  of  view.  I  look  upon  the  traffic  in 
alci'holic  liquors  as  aj>erfectly  lawful  and 
legitimate  trade.  I  should  be  extremely 
hypocritical  and  insincere  if  I  took  up 
any  other  position,  because  I  am  a 
consumer^I  hope  a  moderate  con- 
sumer^— of  alcoholic  liquor.  I  could  not 
for  a  moment  take  up  the  position  that 
the  trade  in  an  article  which  I  con- 
sums  is  to  be  regarded  as  something 
accursed  or  unclean ;  but  the  House 
has,  by  a  long  course  of  legislation, 
properly  treated  this  trade  as  one  which 
requires  very  careful  guarding  in  tlie 
interests  of  the  community,  because  it  is 
a  trade  in  an  article  that  is  the  source  of 
very  great  danger  to  many  ;  because  tlio 
excessive  use  or  the  misuse  of  this  article 
leads  to  consequences  more  terrific  than 
the  use  or  misuse  of  any  article  of  general 
use  supplied  by  any  other  trade.  To  that 
extent  I  go  with  those  who  are  called 
temperance  reformers.  But  then,  if 
you  adopt  ray  view,  the  ques- 
tion is  not  an  abstract  question  of 
right  or  wrong  ;  it  is  a  question  of  what 
is  best  under  the  circumstances  of  the 
caae»  and  it  is  from  this  point  of  view 
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that  I  approacli  it.  The  position  of  the 
question  in  Ireland  is  essentially  different 
from  the  position  in  El n gland,  I  shotild 
have  stud  before  the  posging  of  t!ie 
Sunday  Closing  Act  of  1878,  fmm 
my  knowledge  of  the  liabits  of  the 
Irish  people^  tliat  they  were  not  at 
all  likely,  under  a  system  of  Sunday 
Closing",  to  bring  home  intoxicating 
liquors  and  to  consume  them  Uy  excess  in 
their  own  houses.  That  is  a  danger  which 
waa  gravely  apprehended  by  many  who 
wore  conscientiously  opposed  to  the  pass- 
ing of  the  original  Sunday  Closing  Act ; 
but  the  result  of  the  Committee\s 
examination  proves  that  the  fear  enter- 
tained on  this  score  was  without 
foundation*  The  Irish  people  are  socialde 
and  convivial  in  their  Imhits.  They  are 
fond  of  indiilginL''  in  a  eastom  of  treating 
one  another  all  round,  a  cur  torn  that  is 
only  possible  while  public  houses  are 
open  ;  and  I  "belie  ve  it  is  largely  due 
to  that  custom,  more  than  to  the  deliber- 
ate bringing  home  of  intoxicating 
liquors,  that  excessive  drinking  prevails 
to  any  considerable  extent  in  Irelanil. 
Now,  if  there  is  in  li*eland  practical 
unanimity  on  the  subject  of  Sunday 
Closing,  there  is  a  nearer  approach 
to  alisolute  unanimity  on  the  subject 
of  Saturday  Closing.  What  you  want 
to  do  ia  to  prcDtect  the  masses  of  the 
people  against  danger  in  ccmnection  with 
a  traffic  which  I,  at  all  events,  aca>pt  as 
legitimate  if  properly  aafeguarded  and 
properly  used.  The  danger  to  the  working 
classes  ia  greatest  on  Saturday  night  to 
those  who  have  received  their  wages  on 
that  day,  and  who,  having  their  pockets 
full  of  money,  are  tempted  to  indulge  to 
excess  in  convivial  habits  by  the  open 
public  house.  I  think  experience  shows 
that  the  evil  is  done  on  Saturday  night, 
and,  in  my  opinion,  you  commence  too 
lat©  when  you  close  the  public  houses  on 
Sunday.  These  are  the  views  which 
commeud  themselves  to  the  overwhelming 
jority  of  all  classes  in  Ireland,  as  testi- 
id  by  the  evidence  brought  before  the 
Select  Committee.  It  ha-s  been  remarked 
that  some  persona  who  hold  representa- 
tive }>08itionfi  in  Ireland  gave  evidence,  as 
far  as  they  were  individually  concerned, 
in  opposition  to  Sunday  Closing  and 
early  closing  on  Saturday,  I  refer  to 
some  Mayors  of  cities  and  towns  who 
were  examined  before  the  Committee. 
TheKt*  irentlemen  may  represent  their 
VOL*  CCCXLHI.    [third  semes.] 


municipalities  on  some  questions ;  but 
it  cannot  be  pretended  that  they 
i^epresent  them  on  the  question  of  Sunday 
Closing.  As  to  their  testimony,  there  is 
an  important  kind  of  evidence  which 
they  might  Imve  given  if  it  had  been 
forthcoming — 1  mean  as  to  any  public 
expression  "f  opinion  on  the  part  of  the 
inhabitants  of  their  towns.  It  is  remark- 
able, however,  that  those  gentlemen  gave 
no  e^ndence  of  any  public  meetings  in  the 
towns  they  repn^sentcd,  or  of  any  public 
demciUHtmtions,  in  oppi:)fiition  to  Sunday 
closing.  On  the  contrarj^,  when  asked 
the  opinion  of  the  people  in  the  towns, 
tliey  were  extremely  guarded.  The 
junior  Member  for  Cork  City  {Mr. 
Maurice  Healy)  was  examined  before  the 
Committee,  and  gave  some  remarkable 
evidence.  He  called  the  franchise  that 
exists  in  most  of  the  Irish  municipal 
towns  a  publican's  franchise,  and  pointed 
out  that  there  was  a  most  active  Associa- 
tion opL' luting  in  each  of  those  towns  for 
the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the 
trade.  He  said  also  that  when  a  candi- 
date, whose  views  were  generally  in 
accord  with  those  of  the  electors,  wo* 
put  forward  by  that  active  body  there 
was  no  particular  reason  why  he  should 
not  be  accepted.  These  facts  at 
once  destroy  the  force  of  any  argu- 
ment leased  upon  the  representative 
character  of  those  Mayors  who  gave  evi* 
deuce  in  opposition  to  the  Act.  Hon. 
Members  who  oppose  this  Bill  have,  of 
course,  been  returned  to  this  House  ;  but 
1  should  like  to  know  whether  there  is  a 
single  lion.  Member  from  Ireland  on 
either  side  of  the  House  who  has  been 
returned  on  what,  in  the  political  slang 
of  the  day,  I  may  call  the  anti-Sunday 
Closing  ticket  ?  If  there  be  such  a  Mem* 
ber  I  think  that  he  would  be  entitled  to 
say,  "  I  hold  a  representative  position 
upon  this  question."  Of  ctmrse,  the 
opinion  of  hon.  Members  is  entitU'd  to 
respect ;  but  the  fact  that  they  have 
been  returne<l  by  certain  consti- 
tuencies c4iniiot  be  taken  as  an 
indication  that  they  represent  the  views 
of  the  majority  of  their  constituents  on 
this  point »  ^  unless  this  question  waw 
hruught  l)efore  the  electors  in  some 
shape  or  form.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Sligo  fMr.  P.  M'Donald),with  the  candour 
1  expected  from  him,  tendered  his  thanks 
on  behalf  of  the  trade  to  certfiin  Members 
on  both  side^  of  the  House  for  bavin ir  floiie 
2  X 


1215  Inloxicaihuf  Liquori,  dtc.      {(X)MMONS} 


{Irdand)  BUI. 


their  utmost  to  prevent  this  Bill  coming 
on  for  discussion.  I  must  congratulate 
the  hoii.  Gentlemen  upon  representing 
a  body  so  disinterested  as  he  has  shown 
the  traders  to  be  by  his  speech  on 
this  oocasiou.  They  oppose  this  measure, 
which,  according  to  the  view  of 
their  admitted  representative,  will 
lead  to  the  m^ost  enormous  increase 
in  the  consumption  of  intoxicating 
liquors  in  Ii'eland.  The  hon.  Member 
quoted  statistics  as  to  shebeening  in 
Glasgow,  and  asked,  **  Do  you  wish  to 
redac<5  Ireland  to  the  terrible  condition 
of  Glasgow  1  '*  That  condition  ought, 
from  the  pecuniary  point  of  v^iew,  to  bo 
exceedingly  gratifying  to  the  trade  on 
behalf  of  which  the  hon.  Member 
tendered  his  thanks  to  the  opponents  of 
this  Bill,  although  I  have  no  doubt  it 
would  not  be  gratifying  to  himself 
personally. 

•Mr.  P,  Mcdonald  :  I  spoke  quite  as 
much  in  a  moral  direction  as  in  the 
intereata  of  the  trade.  I  may  also  add 
th  it  I  should  be  a  gainer  by  an  increase 
in  the  illicit  traffic,  inasmuch  as  I  have 
no  connection  with  the  retail  titide. 

♦Mr.  madden  :  I  say,  in  all  sincerity, 
that  I  have  no  doubt  the  hon.  Member 
w^mld  greatly  deprecate  the  consequences 
to  which  he  referred.  But  I  was 
pointing  out  to  the  House  tliat  the 
attitude  of  the  trade  in  this  matter  is  sin- 
gularly disinterested,  inasmuch  as  they 
oppose  a  Bill  which  they  say  would  lead 
to  a  large  increase  in  the  consumption  of 
intoxicating  liquors.  There  is,  moreover, 
a  slight  inconsistency  between  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  argument  and  the  statement 
made  in  his  Amendment,  because  the 
latter  declares  that  the  Bill,  if  pjissed, 
would  injure  the  trade,  while  the  former 
goes  to  prove  that  it  would  largely 
increase  its  profits,  I  shall  give 
my  cordial  support  to  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill.  I  intend,  in 
due  course,  to  place  upon  the  Paper  the 
Amendmentto  which  I  have  referred,  and 
I  sincerely  hope  that  hon.  Members  from 
all  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
reoognising  the  peculiar  position  occupied 
by  this  question  in  Ireland,  will 
enable  us  to  arrive  at  a  final 
and  satisfactory  settlement— a  settle- 
ment which,  as  Chairman  of  the 
Committee,  I  have  means  of  knowing 
will  be  cordially  accepted,  and  endorsed 
by  the  overwhelming  majority  of  Irish- 
Mr.  Maddefi 


men^    absolutely    irrespective    of    cla 
creed,  or  politics. 

(4.52.)  Mr.  J.  O^CONNOR:  I 
the    speech    of    the     right     hon.     ao^ 
learned    Gentleman     in    part    justii 
the    position   we  have  taken  up  on  tl 
matter,   and   it  seems   to   me  that  t 
supporters  of  the  Bill  have  reason  to  fi 
some    dissatisfaction   with   his  attitui 
He  has   cut  from  under  their  feet  t 
main  ground  on  which  they  stand.      ] 
states,    as    the     result     of     the    Co 
mittee's  in ves titration,  thai  he  would 
fee!  justified  in  extending  the   Sund 
Closing  Act  t(>  the  five  excluded  ci  " 
iind  he  is   going   to  give  effect  to  tl 
statement  by  moving  an  Amendment 
Committee.     He  asks  us  to  accept  t* 
as  a  compnimiso,  and  to  assent  to   1 
Second  Reading  of  the   Bill.      T  can; 
accept  any     compromise    with  a   Pa 
which  does  not  recognise  the  first 
dition  of  a  compromise,  namely,  final] 
Will  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  say  th 
will   acc^^pt  the  right  hon,  Gentlemjui 
offer  as  a  settlement  ?     No,  Sir,     On  the 
contrary,  they  will  insist  that  the  grotind 
gained  to-day  shall  be  made  the  basis  (d 
further  attack  on  the  position  to-murro 
The  right  hon»    Gentleman  attacks 
representative  chanicter  of  the  May 
who    gave   evidence    before    the    O 
mittee,     I  demand  for  those  gentlei 
the    same  representative    character 
Members    of    this    House    demand  ! 
themselves.       They,    undoubtedly, 
no  mandiit^?  to  represent  their  townsi 
before  the  Committee.      What  maud 
have    the     supi^rters     of     this     Bi 
None  whatt'ver.     On  the  contrary,  1 
people   of    Ireland  have,  at  the  prea 
moment,    put    under    foot    every   c 
tention    but  that  of   the  attainment 
the     legislative     independence    of 
country,  and  they  have  returned  to  1 
House  Gentlemen  to  give  effect  to  t 
contention.     I  regret  to  see  that  man; 
my  hon.  Friends  are  using  the   posit 
they  have  been  placed  in  for  that  ( 
pose  in  order  to  further  a  purp<»8e   t 
was  never  in  the   minds  of  their  consti 
tuontfi.      Such    conduct    is   a    piece  ji 
political  irregularity  which  none  but  a 
totaller  would  be  guilty  of.  The  right 
Gentleman  made  fun  of  my  hon,  Fri< 
the  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  P.  M*Doni 
because   he  objects  to  the    increaae 
drink.     My  hon.   Friend  objects   to 
character  of    drinking  that    will 
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from  the  passage  of  this  Bill.  I  deny 
the  right  of  the  supporters  of  legislation 
of  this  cliai-acter  to  monopolise  the  desire 
to  advance  the  cause  of  temperance.  Mj 
contention  has  always  been  that  they  are 
going  the  wrong  way  to  promote  the 
object  they  have  in  view.  The  Welsh 
Commission  said  in  the  course  of  their 
Report — 
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**  Had  it  been  onr  duty  to  adviso  on  the  form 
of  the  original  lej^slution,  we  miprht  have  rur;- 
geftted  that  aome  facilities  ahould  have  been 
given  for  oblulDiDg  drink  in  amall  quautitieH  fur 
domeHtic  conamuptioo . " 

The  Commissioners  are,  therefore,  of 
opinion  that  the  lines  on  which  you  are 
now  moving  are  wrong,  and  lead  to  a 
result  directly  the  reverse  of  that  which 
yon  have  in  view.  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Meath  (Mr,  Mahony),  in  the 
course  of  his  very  able  and  oratorical 
speech,  appealed  to  the  House  in  the 
most  imthetic  manner  on  behalf  of  those 
who  are  made  widows  m\d  orphans,  and 
those  who  are  impoverished  owing  to  the 
indulgence  in  drink  of  those  on  whom 
they  are  dependent.  I,  too,  might 
appeal  to  the  House  on  the  very  same 
grounds.  I  might  appeal  for  the  wife  of 
the  man  who  gets  drunk  in  a  club  or 
shebeen,  where  there  is  no  restriction  of 
time  or  amount,  and  where  no  care  is 
taken  respecting  the  quality  t>f  the  drink. 
I  might  apfieal  for  the  poor  orphans  who 
are  made  so  by  the  fact  that  men  are 
poisoned  by  the  liquor  supplied  in  low 
clubs  and  shebeens,  and  I  might  turn 
round  and  say  to  the  Member  for  Mcatb, 
**  I  can  rant  as  well  as  thou.**  It  was  a 
high  rhetoriL^al  flourish  on  my  hon. 
Friend's  part,  but  there  was  no  argument 
whatever  in  it.  My  hon.  Friend  said 
the  Select  Committee  was  appointed  at 
our  request.  I  admit  that  we  asked  for 
a-  Committee.  We  asked  for  a  Select 
Committee,  and  we  got  a  very  select 
Committee.  We  got  a  Comnnttee  on 
which  there  were  nine  Members  who  were 
either  absolutely  declared  tectcDtallers, 
or  supporters  of  the  teetotal  cause. 
There  were  six  Members  who  did  not  so 
declare,  and  I  should  like  to  know  how  it 
was  possible  for  the  Committee  to  come  to 
any  other  conclusion.  We  were  sneered  at 
because  when  the  Report  was  submitted 
,  only  two  opposed  it,  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber asserted  that  the  rest  of  the  Com- 
mittee  supported   it.      But,  on   looking 


into  the  matter,  I  find  that  thei-e  were 
only  six  other  Members  there.  Four 
were  absent.  And  why  '/  Becausd 
tliroughont  the  proceedings  of  the  Com- 
mittee the  minority  had  been  so  over- 
borne by  the  tyrant  majority  that  it  l^e- 
came  absolutely  useless  for  them  t<i  take 
any  part  at  alL  The  Attorney  Geneml 
for  Ireland  went  into  the  Select  Com 
mittee  with  a  predilection  in  favour  of 
Sunday  Closing,  yet,  notwithstanding 
that,  he  was  obliged  by  the  force  of  evi- 
dence to  recommend  to  the  Committee 
that  Sunday  Closing  should  not  be  ex- 
tended to  the  exempted  cities.  What 
did  the  tynmt  majority  do?  Did  they 
accept  the  draft  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  Report?  Nothing  of  the 
kind.  They  swept  it  ruthlessly  aside, 
and  sent  another  Report  to  the  House. 
And  yet  this  is  said  to  be  the  Report  of 
an  '*  impartial  Committee"  as  it  has  been 
called  by  the  Chief  Secretary.  I  impeach 
the  Committee — it  was  a  } jacked  jury. 
So  much  for  the  Select  Committee,  whose 
Report  WHS  referi*ed  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Meath.  But  that  was  not  the  only 
mistiike  made  Ijy  my  hon.  Friend.  I 
think  he  was  very  injudicious  in  referring 
to  the  attitude  of  the  leader  of  the  Party 
to  which  we  belong.  Hesaidthehon.Mcm- 
berforCork  wonldnotcome  here  to  oppose 
this  Bill.  He  said  that  without  know- 
ledge,  and  I  hope  he  was  under  a  mis- 
apprehension. He  also  said  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  held  a  perfectly 
neutral  jiosition  in  regtird  to  fcliis  matter, 
Surtdy  he  cannot  be  aware  of  what  the 
hon.  Memlier  for  Cork  said  on  this 
matter  two  years  ago.  At  the  end  of 
the  Session  of  1888  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork,  in  the  course  of  one  of  his 
speeches,  said  that  he  originally  entered 
Parliament  as  a  supporter  of  Sunday 
Closing,  but  having  watched  the  different 
phases  of  the  question,  both  in  England 
and  in  Ireland,  he  had  come  to  tlie 
conclusion  that  the  true  interests  of 
temperance  were  not  likely  to  be 
advanced  by  the  way  in  which  the 
Sunday  Closing  measure  was  put  for- 
ward ;  that  it  was  attended  with  greater 
evils  than  those  which  it  sought  to  cure, 
and  that  the  effect  of  the  Sunday  Closing 
Act  of  1874  was  not  such  as  was  likely 
to  increase  the  desire  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  for  temperance,  or  to  induce 
them  to  adopt  temperance  habits.  Again, 
the  hon.  Member  said — 
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.•*  I  am  firmly  conrinced  that  meaBurea  pro- 
IBding  from  the  House  for  the  protnotioa  of 
mperancp  will  not  have  any  chance  of  fair 
play  in  Irel/indj  atid  the  backs  of  the  people  nxp 
put  up  against  thf?m  in  advnoce.  That  there 
will  be  defectB  in  the  adminiBtratian  which  will 
largely  nullify  the  intentiona  of  tho  Legislature 
in  pasniiig  such  measitros,  and  that  the  result, 
80  far  ad  the  spreading"  of  temperance  ie  mh- 
earned,  will  bedisHppointiog^to  thoae  advocatefl 
of  temperance  who  havo  proved  their  good  fatth 
and  earnefltnesB  by  their  oonatant  advocacy  of 
it^  both  in  thia  country  and  in  Ireland.'* 

Finally  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  said^ 

**  If  you  pass  tho  Bill  you  w^ill  i^evoualy 
hamp<^  the  efforts  of  social  reformers  in  Ire- 
land :  you  will  prejudice  them  with  a  auction 
of  the  Irish  people,  many  of  whom  dtaire 
legislation  goinu  beyond  the  limits  of  thia 
Bill,  and  you  will  increase  the  Btreng'th  of  that 
aeciion  wkicli  represents  the  spirit  trade  in 
Ireland.  I  believe  from  the  bottom  of  my 
hbart  that  uo  greater  blow  could  be  detilt 
aj^ainjst  temperance  in  trelani  than  the  pasaing 
of  auch  a  measure,** 

This,  Siis  was  the  language  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork,  who  later  on  in  the 
same  speech  said^ — 

'*  I  am  a  temperancb  man,  and  I  believe  as 
strongly  qb  the  hon.  Member  who  introduood 
the  Bill  that  one  of  our  great  worka  in  the 
futare  must  be  to  make  th^  Irish  people  mare 
sober  than  they  are.  ^Tbat  i»  a  matter  of  vital 
importance,  and  I  am  convinced  that  only  can 
you  secure  the  spread  of  temperance  among  the 
people  by  volimtary  action  among  themselves 
and  by  their  own  representativea.  For  these 
reasons  I  decline  to  take  the  responaibilit  j-  on 
the  present  occasion  of  voting  for  this  measure/' 

I  trust,  Sir,  that  the  extracts  I  have  read 
show  that  my  hon.  Friend  had  no  right 
to  say  he  spoke  on  bt^ialf  of  liis  leader. 

♦Me.  pierce  MAHUNY  :  I  beg 
my  hon.  Friend's  pardon.  I  never 
professed  to  speak  on  behalf  of  my 
leader.  I  gave  wliat  I  believed  to 
be  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork;  and  I  niaintaio,  eyen  after  what 
thj  hoiK  Friend  has  reiul,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  is  in  a  position  of 
nenti-ality, 

(4.12)  Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR:  Can  the 
speaker  of  the  words  I  have  read  be  aaid 
to  occupy  a  neutral  position  1  1  am  sure 
my  hon.  Friend  was  not  entitled  to 
assume  what  he  did  on  this  point,  and  I 
object  to  the  position  of  th©  leader  of 
onr  owTi  Party  being  thus  misrepresented. 
I  will  now  pass  away  from  that  point. 
The  A  tt<3rney  General  for  Ireland  said  that 
the  bulk  of  the  evidence  offered  before 
the  Committee  was  in  favour  of  Sun- 
day Closings  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Derry  made  a  similar  assertion.  I 
Mr.  J*  O'Connm* 
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traverse  those  statement**,  and  I  sbaU  be 
obliged  to  read  to  the  House  the  evidence 
of  clergymen,  of  medical  men,  and 
working  men  ;  of  Mayors  of  cities  and 
towns^  of  Town  Councillore,  and  of  the 
who  had  presided  at  meetings,  which  no? 
are  denied  to  have  buen  held.  Did  not 
the  Mayor  and  Corporation  of  Ehibhn 
oppose  the  Bill  I  Was  not  a  similar  atti- 
tude taken  up  by  the  Civic  Authorities 
of  Cork,  Limerick,  and  Waterford  ?  Have 
not  petitions  against  the  Bill  been  pre- 
sented to  this  House  ?  Sir,  I  submit  the 
evidence  was  so  strong  in  our  favour 
that  it  compelled  tho  Attorney  General 
to  bring  in  a  Report  against  his  own  pre- 
dilections. We  summoned  the  Mayors 
of  eight  cities  and  towns,  in  four  of  whicl 
the  Sunday  Closing  Act  was  in  operation^] 
The  hon.  Member  who  introduced  the 
Bill  referred  to  the  evidence  of  the  Mayor 
of  Derry.  Why  did  he  not  refer  to  the 
evidence  of  tho  Mayors  of  three  other  ex- 
cepted cities  ?  Because  those  gentlemen 
agreed  that  it  would  be  to  the  interest  <  ' 
the  cause  of  temperance  if  the  Act  wer 
not  extended  to  those  cities.  The  gentle- 
men were  elected  to  their  poets  by  people 
who  knew  the  wants  and  wishes  of  the 
public. 

Mr.  M.  HBALY  (Cork  Citj) :  The 
£10  franchise. 

Mn.  J.  O^CONNOR:  A  short  time 
ago  a  Bill  was  introduced  for  the  purjxiie 
of  lowering  the  franchise  in  Belfast,  but 
hon.  Members  for  Ireland  declined  to 
accept  the  principle  so  far  as  the  cities  in 
the  south  were  concerned. 
Me.  M.  HEALY  :  No,  no. 
Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR:  Only  seven 
members  of  the  Irish  Party  voted  for 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  deputy  SPEAE:ER  :  Order, 
order  !     All  this  is  perfectly  irrelevant. 

Mr.  J,  O'CONNOR:  That  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Longford 
was  rejected.  The  franchise  is  low 
enough,  the  majority  of  the  Town  Coun- 
cils, in  nearly  every  instance,  are 
Nationalist  and  democratic  throughout 
the  South  of  Ireland.  What  is  the  use 
of  talking  of  a  XIO  franchise  1  It  is 
simply  drawing  a  red  herring  across  the 
trail  of  my  argument.  We  do  not  want 
a  lowered  franchise.  It  is  not  absolutely 
necessary  ;  nearly  every  householder  has 
a  vote.  I  shall  support  such  a  proposal 
when  it  comes  forward,  bat  I  mean  it 
does  not  aftect  the  I'epres^ntative  charee- 
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ter  of  Mayors  and  Corpomtions  in  tht* 
South  of  Ireland-  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  M.  Healy)  my 
inexperienced  smmnt  Friend  lives  up 
on  the  top  of  a  mountain,  like  TeufeU- 
driickh^  alone  with  thu  stars.  He  passes 
down  through  tlie  city  to  his  office ;  his 
keen  powers  of  observation  I  do  not 
doubt,  bat  I  doubt  whether  he  exer- 
cises them  by  intercourse  with  the  people 
he  represents ;  I  doubt  it  very  much* 
Therefore,  I  take  the  opinion  of  the 
Mayor  of  Ck>rk  for  the  time  being  as 
that  of  a  better  guide  to  the  wants  and 
wisliesof  the  democracy  of  Cork  than  my 
learned  but  inexperienced  savant  Friend. 
What  is  the  opinion,  the  representa- 
tive opinion,  in  those  cities  to  whicli 
tho  Act  extrcnda  ?  Mr,  McHugh*  in 
reference  to  Sligo,  expresses  an  opinion 
opposed  to  the  closing  at  9  o^clock  on 
Satunlay,  and  he  says  that  after  the 
market  for  the  surrounding  district  is 
over  there  is  still  much  left  to  be  done 
in     this    town    of     11,000    inliabitanta. 


(Irslanft}  BiU, 


1222 


He  recommends  the  partial  opening  of 
public-houses  on  Sunday,  The  Mayor  of 
Kilkenny  recommonda  that  there  should 
be  opening  for  a  few  hours  on  Sunday. 
The  Mayor  of  Clonmel  desires  a  change 
in  the  practice  of  total  closing  on  Sunday, 
use,  as  he  says,  it  is  better  that  the 
plo  should  go  to  the  respectable 
looses  instead  of  resorting  to  the  low- 
class  houses,  when  tho  stuff  [irocured 
makes  the  people  mad.  These  are  the 
opinions  of  Mayors  in  those  cities  ali*eady 
under  the  operation  of  the  Sunday 
Closing  Act,  and  now  I  come  to  a  few 
quotations  from  the  repreaentrative 
Authorities  in  tliose  cities  where  the  Act 
not  in  operation,  and  to  which  it  is 
"gested  the  Act  should  be  extended, 
.  Alderman  John  O'Brien,  being  asked 
his  opinion  as  to  the  desirability  of 
extending  the  Act  to  Cork,  replies,  "  In 
my  opinion  it  is  not  desimble." 
niR,  LEA:  Will  the  bon.  Member 
refer  to  the  next  two  questions  \ 

Me.  J.  O^CONNOR  :  Certainly.  Asked 
ae  to  the  modification  of  existing  hours, 
he  say 8^**  I  am  in  favour  of  opening  for 
a  few  hours  on  Sunday  ;''  and  then,  in 
answer  to  a  question  as  to  Saturdays,  he 
saysr — "  1  am  very  strcingly  in  favour  of 
a  modification  of  the  hours."  Now, 
it  is  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members 
to  refer  to  this  evidence  when  it 
comes  to  their  turn  to  speak,  and  I  shall 


not  stand  in  their  way  for  long,  I  am 
dealiug  now  witli  the  branch  of  the  sub- 
ject which  refei"8  to  Sunday  Closing. 
When  I  come  to  the  Saturday  Closing 
part  1  shall  have  strong  evidence  to  put 
before  the  House.  Now  I  come  to  the 
evidence  of  Mr.  Thomas  0 'Toole,  the 
Mayor  of  Wat^srford.  He  told  the  Com- 
mittee of  a  lit! solution  passed  against 
the  extension  of  the  Act,  and  expressed 
his  opinion  that  the  effect  of  the  exten- 
sion would  be  to  encouKige  drinking  in 
the  low  public  houses.  Again,  in  refer- 
ence to  Limerick,  wo  have  evidence 
supporting  a  strong  opinion  against  the 
extension  of  the  Act  to  tliat  city.  The 
Mayor  said  that,  althougJi  for  two  months 
the  knowledge  that  he  had  been  sum- 
moned to  give  evidence  was  before  the 
public,  he  had  received  no  intimation 
of  opinion  ex[»ressed  in  favour  of  curhiil- 
ing  the  hours,  but,  on  the  contrary,  all 
expressions  of  opinion  had  been  the 
other  way.  Some  of  the  representative 
men  in  these  exempted  cities  stjind 
ajghast  at  the  pro|X)sed  alteration.  These 
are  men  responsible  for  the  good  order 
and  government  of  the  town^  and 
anxious  for  the  development  of  trade  and 
social  progress  in  the  community  they 
govern.  Will  the  House  pflsa  a  measure 
like  this  in  the  face  of  such  opinions  as 
are  expressed  throughout  this  evidence  ? 
The  proposal  of  tliis  measure  does  not 
come  from  the  representatives  of  local 
feeling  ;  tt  comes  principally  from  the 
Association  having  the  promotion  of 
such  measures  for  its  object,  and  which 
IB  supported  by  faddists  and  fanatics, 
more  anxious  for  the  establishment  of  an 
idea  than  the  true  welfare  of  the  people 
in  whom  they  afl'ect  to  have  such  in- 
terest. Now,  references  have  been  made 
to  the  action  of  the  police,  and  regrets 
have  been  expressed  that  prosecutions 
under  the  Act  have  not  been  more  fre- 
quent. The  Attorney  General,  in  his 
fascinating  speech,  said  the  fe*.Oing  of 
the  police  was  in  favour  of  an  alt**ratiou 
in  the  law,  which  would  make  their  posi- 
tion more  easy.  Now,  what  we  object 
to  is  not  prosecution  but  persecution. 
We  contend  that  every  time  you 
strengthen  this  law  you  put  into  the 
hands  of  the  willing  pjlice  additional 
power  for  persecuting  the  people  of  Ire- 
land. We  had  police  and  magisterial 
evidence  before  the  Committee.  I  will 
not  read  so  much  fts  I  had  intended,  for 
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I  will  endeavoui*  to  keep  my  woixl  not 
to  delay  the  House^  but  the  odium 
heaped  upon  our  hide  of  tliis  cjuestion  re- 
quii'es  some  exp<:»8iticin.  Here  is  tke 
evidence  of  a,  Resident  Magistrate,  wluch 
is  very  indictitive  of  the  rest.  Let  the 
House  look  at  the  evidence  of  Mr. 
i^milton,  on  page  200,  This  witness 
said  he  was  in  favour  of  tlie  total  aboli- 
tion of  the  borut  Jlth  Tmveller  Clause, 
Bubetituting  for  it  a  clause  providing 
that  only  those  should  obtitin  drink  who 
had  slept  in  the  house  tlib  night 
before,  or  who  intended  tu  sleep 
in  the  house  that  night  Further,  Mr. 
Hamilton  goes  on  to  recommend  that, 
to  guard  against  evasions  of  the  law, 
publicans  should  be  prevented  from  rt-- 
ceivirig  guests  on  Sunday.  So  this 
gentleman  w^onld  not  only  deprive  persons 
of  the  means  of  obtaining  necessary  re- 
fi^eshmenfc  while  travelling,  but  wouUl 
actually  deny  to  one  class  of  traders  the 
muansuf  friendly  intercouree  on  Sunday! 
,In  all  other  positions  in  society  yon  may 
receive  visits  from  your  friends,  but  the 
uiifortmmte  publican  is  to  be  the  only 
pei'Son  who  is  to  be  denied  the 
gratification  of  indulging  in  the  ordinary 
amenities  of  social  life.  This  is  the 
police  opinion  in  Ireland,  that  on 
Sundays  the  inhabitants  are  to  ]?e  shut 
up  like  the  police  in  barracks.  Taking 
iut«)  account  thespirit  we  know  influences 
the  police  too  often,  have  we  not  too  much 
treason  to  expect  that,  simply  out  of  a 
spirit  of  petty  persecution^  they  w^ould 
make  continual  domiciliary  visits  on  the 
excuse  of  suspicion  of  drinking  going  on  ? 
Many  publicATis  in  Ireland  carry  on  other 
businesses,  and,  for  the  convenience  of 
customers  living  at  a  distance,  supply 
goods  on  Sundays  after  Mas.s,  and  an  op- 
portunity for  persecution  by  the  police 
is  opened  simply  because  a  man  may 
have  called  on  the  way  to  or  from  Mass 
to  pay  a  bill.  More  power  is  the  desire 
of  the  police.  When  they  have  failed 
ttv  carry  out  the  intention  of  the 
Legislature  by  judicious  application  of 
existing  law,  they  ask  for  more 
authority.  What  are  we  liere  for  ?  What 
is  Parliament  assembled  for  but  to  inter- 
pose its  strong  hjind  between  the  people 
and  the  undue  opt^ration  of  a  stringent 
law  ?  I  ask  this  House,  and  I  ask  my 
Colleagues  especially,  are  they  going  to 
place  the  Irish  people  still  more  in  the 
hands  of  an  unmerciful  and  pnjstitutod 
Mr,  J.  O'Contuir 


Irish  police?  I  must  trouble  the  House 
by  reference  to  evidence,  without  which 
my  case  would  be  incomplete.  The  right 
bon,  and  learned  (lentlemau  (Mr.  Mad- 
den) said  evidence  fitim  the  working 
cUusses  was  received  bt^fore  the  Com- 
mittee, but  why  did  he  not  quote  the  evi- 
dence of  Mr.  Manetti,  the  president 
of  the  Dnblin  Trades  Association, 
or  tlie  evidence  of  Mr.  Crean  ?  Mr, 
Manetti  described  how  the  Association 
gives  expression  to  the  views  of  the 
working  classes  njK^n  all  trade  and  social 
questions,  and  he  show  ed  how,  in  a  meet- 
ing in  which  delegates  from  all  trades 
were  present,  a  resolution  condemning 
these  [jroposals  for  Saturday  and  Sunday 
Closing  was  carried  with  unanimity. 
Then,  again,  Mr.  Crean  told  us  how  the 
trades*  representatives  of  Cork  passed  a^ 
resolution  against  Sunday  Closing,  and 
forwarded  copies  of  the  resolution  to 
the  Members  for  Cork,  the  Prime  Min- 
ister, the  Chief  Secretaiy,  and  Mr.  Glad* 
atc^ne.  I  pass  over  much  that  I  have 
marked  for  quotation  on  this  j)oint, 
the  extension  of  the  Act  to  the 
exempted  cities.  Much  sti*eflS  has 
been  laid  on  the  opinion  of  the  Bishops, 
and  I  must  make  a  reference  to  this. 
Seven  Bishops  only  recommended  the 
extension  of  the  Act,  or  were  in  favour 
of  the  present  Act,  and  two  w^ere  totally 
opposed  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill 
Priests  and  Bishops,  who  are  responsible 
for  the  direction  of  the  morals  of  the 
people,  are  divided  in  opinion.  I  liad 
intended  to  quote  largely  from  ofBcial 
evidence  with  regani  to  shebeens  and, 
drinking  clubs  in  large  cities.  It  has 
been  pointod  (lut  by  the  Welsh  Commis* 
sion  how  these  clubs,  so  called,  have 
become  a  great  scandal  in  some  towns, 
particularly  in  Cardiff,  and  this  Bill  will 
have  the  effect  of  fostering  the  evil  in  towns 
similar  to  Cardiff,  and  among  populations 
where  the  danger  is  much  greater.  We 
ot^n  prove,  on  the  evidence,  these  dangers 
have  arisen.  There  were  put  into  my 
hands  to-day,  by  the  Mayor  of  Cork,  who 
happens  to  be  in  London,  Beturns  show- 
ing  the  number  of  arrests  in  Cork  for 
drunkenness  in  the  interval  between 
Januar}^  Ist  and  April  20tb.  For 
drunkenness  on  Sundays,  28  persons 
were  arrested,  or  an  average  of  seven  per 
month,  in  a  population  of  80,000.  The 
average  is  greater  on  Saturday, 
being     29,     but     these     were     largely 
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cjompoaod  of  prostitutes.  Now,  I  ask, 
are  we  called  upon  to  re-c£ist  the  law, 
Rnbjecting'  the  rest  of  the  poptLlation  to 
^rt'at  inconvcuienoe,  for  the  sake  of 
keeping  these  seven  people  per  mouth 
Hober  on  Sundays?  It  is  a  monstrous 
proposition.  In  a  populous  citj^  like 
Cork^  where  the  workirisf  classes  make 
proper  use  of  the  public  houses,  are 
they  to  be  deprived  of  the  privilege  of 
taking  a  glass  of  beer, in  order  that  seven 
people  j>er  month  may  be  kept  out  of  the 
Bridewell  I  Putting  aside  the  rest  of 
my  extracts,  for  1  fear  I  have  occupied 
too  much  time,  let  me  say,  in  conclusion, 
that  I  oppose  this  Bill  because  I  fear 
that  it  will  create  evils  far  greater  than 
those  it  is  intended  to  cure.  I  have  no 
fear  of  respectable  public  houses.  I 
would  control  public  houses,  as  1  have 
said  before,  from  celkir  to  chimney  ti>p, 
and  if  I  were  asked  to  devise  a  system 
which  would  encourage  sobriety  it  would 
be  on  lines  very  different  to  those  in  this 
Bill.  It  may  be  that  in  this  House,  or 
elsewhere,  such  a  measure  may  be  intro- 
duced. I  am  anxious  for  the  sobriety  of 
the  people,  and  I  am  satisfied  that  the 
people  will  Ije  in  safe  hands  wlien  the 
trade  is  conducted  by  responsible  per- 
sons, whoso  business  it  is  to  sell  refresh- 
meufcs,  and  not  poisonous  drink,  and  who 
will  carry  on  their  business  within  legal 
,  laid  down  with  knowledge  of  the 
requirements  of  the  people.  I 
appeal  to  English  and  Scoti:h  Mem  Iters 
w^ho  profess  the  principle  of  Home  Eule 
not  to  act  in  opposition  to  that  principle 
by  forcing  this  legislation  upon  Ireland, 
and  I  appeal  to  my  fellow  countrymen 
and  colleag'ues  to  leave  this  matter  to  the 
opinion  of  our  people  whose  social  well- 
being  is  concerned. 

(4.580  Mr.  M.  HEALY:  I  must  at 
once  repudiate  the  claim  put  forward  by 
one  of  my  hon.  Friends,  the  Member  for 
North  Cork  (Mr.  Flynn),  to  speak  on 
belialf  of  the  bulk  of  the  Irish  repre- 
sentatives. I  grant  there  is  some  differ- 
ence of  opinion  among  Irish  Members 
as  to  this  Bill,  and  I  regret  that  fact. 
I  admit  that  the  opponents  of  the  Bill 
have  derived  considerable  advantage 
from  the  declaration  of  mj  hon.  Col- 
league and  Leader  that  he  desires  to 
preserve  an  attitude  of  neutrality  upon 
this  question.  But,  while  makintr  these 
concessions,  I  claim  thnt  if  this  measure 
ix)ald    be   submitted  to   Irish  liepresen- 


tfitivi^s  alone,  and  their  opinion  were 
taken,  uninfluenced  by  any  outward  con- 
siderations, there  would  be  a  large 
majority  in  favour  of  the  BilL  I  regret 
there  should  be  this  difference  of 
opinion,  and  that  I  should  find  myself 
differing  in  what  is  unquestionably  a  very 
important  matter  from  some  of  my  col- 
lefigues,  for  whose  opinions  on  this  and 
other  subjects  I  have  very  great  respect. 
For  my  i>art  I  would  have  been  con- 
tent, as  the  bon.  Member  for  Meath 
declared  earlier,  that  this  matter  should 
lie  in  abeyance  until  happier  cii'cum- 
stances  should  enable  us  to  liave  a 
decision  fmm  Irish  opinion  alone,  but 
my  hon.  Friend,  rashly  taking  upon  him- 
self to  question  our  political  competency 
to  express  an  opinion  on  this  subject, 
says  this  is  not  an  issue  upon  which  we 
were  elected.  Now,  1  ask  my  hon.  Friend 
that  question  oftiiu  asked  when  contro 
versies  arise,  ^*who  began  itT*  My 
hon.  Friend  is  the  Member  who  de- 
liberately and  advisedly  urged  this 
bold  proceeding  u\¥m  us.  I  think  he 
would  liave  been  well  advised  to  let 
sleeping  dogs  lie,  and  that  he  will  find  in 
the  result  that  the  interests  he  represents 
have  not  been  served  by  his  representa- 
tions. For  my  part  I  return  my  hon. 
Friend  and  the  Irish  vintners  my  hearty 
thanks  for  having  .set  my  hands  free  in 
this  matter ;  but  T  will  not  join  in  any 
indiscriminate  atUck  upon  the  publicans 
of  Ireland,  the  majority  of  wliom  are 
sincere  and  honest  supporters  of  the 
political  Pai'ty  to  which  I  belong,  while 
many  of  them  Lave  suffere^i  cruel  and 
grievous  wrong  and  pei'secution  at  tVie 
hands  of  the  Govern  men  t  for  the 
opinions  they  have  held.  But  the 
opponents  of  the  Bill  are  more  zealous 
for  the  interests  of  the  publicans  than 
the  publicans  themselves.  I  shall 
never  forget  that  before  the 
Sunday  Closing  Act  was  in  force 
in  Ireland  the  publicans  in  two 
or  three  parts  of  the  country  voluntarily 
closed  their  bouses  on  Sunday  at  the 
request  of  their  spiritual  advisers,  and 
I  would  remind  my  hon*  Friend^  who 
thinks  he  has  a  higher  claim  Wx^n  I  have 
t-o  represent  the  people  on  this  question, 
that  he  is  Member  for  one  of  the  very 
districts^in  which  Sunday  Closing  pre- 
vailed even  before  the  passing  of  the 
Sunday  Closing  Act  for  Ireland.  The 
saiue  thing  happened  in  the  County  of 
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Main  Question  put. 

The     House     divided  : — Ajeg 

Noes  78.— (Div.  List,  No.  56.) 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  oommiited 
for  Monday  next. 


movement  in  that  country.  In  mj 
opinion,  this  Honse  can  perform  no  more 
worthy  and  noble  act  than  to  oo-operate 
in  every  way  iu  their  power  in  that 
great  temperance  movement. 

♦(5.26.)  Mr.  Lea  rose  in  his  place, 
and  claimed  to  move,  '*  That  the  Question 
be  now  put ;  '*  but  Mr.  DEprn  Speaker 
withheld  his  assent,  and  declined  then  to 
put  that  Question. 

Debate  resumed. 

•(5.27.)  Mb.  TOMLmSON  (Preston) : 
Sir,  there  was  what  is  called 
a  unanimous  feeling  in  Ireland 
in  favour  of  Sunday  Closing,  and  the 
Attorney  General  recommend  English 
and  Scotch  Members  to  acquiesce  and 
abstain  from  opposing  the  Bill.  As  a 
Member  of  the  Committee,  I  venture  to 
express  a  doubt  as  to  the  unanimity  of 
Irishmen  in  favour  of  this  meaeure. 
Some  portions  of  the  evidence,  to  my 
mind,  indicated  that  there  was  a  wide- 
spread though  latent  opinion  against  it, 
and  I  claim  for  English  and  Scotch 
Members  the  right  to  exercise  an  inde- 
pendent judgment  upon  the  Bill-  I 
wish  also  to  know  from  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  for  Ireland 
what  are  his  grounds  for  thinking  that 
this  Bill  will  be  accepted  as  a  final 
settlement  of  the  question  ? 

Mr.  Baring  rose  in  his  place,  and 
•laimed  to  move,  *^  That  the  Question  be 
now  put  f  but  Mr.  DEPtrrY  Speadir 
withheld  his  absent,  and  declined  then  to 
put  that  Question. 

Debate  resumed. 

(5.28.)  Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  :  1 
wish  to  say  if  this  had  been  a  proposal  to 
maintain  the  status  quo  by  a  continuance 
of  the  Suuday  Closing  Act  I  should  not 
have  opp<:ised  the  Bill.  But  as  this  is  a 
proposal  to  initiate  a  fresh  course  of 
restrictive  legislation  upon  social 
questions,  I  feel  bound  to  take  up  the 
attitude  of  my  lion.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork,  the  leader  of  tke 
Irish  Party,  who  when  he  last  spoke  on 
this  subject  said  Irish  social  questions 
of  this  kind  ought  to  be  reserved  to  be 
dealt  with  by  an  Irish  authority.  I 
shall,  therefore,  vote  against  the  Bill. 

(5.30.)      Question,    "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out   stand   part    of 
the  Question,"  put,  and  agreeed  to. 
Mr.  M,  Heaiy 


WOMEN'S   DISABILITIES  REMOVAL 

BILL.~(tfo.  198,) 

Order  for  Second  Reading   read,  and 

discharged. 

BUI  withdrawn. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS. 

ResotutionB  [22nd  April]  [see  pages 
1084,  1098,  and  1101]  reported,  and 
agreed  to. 

Ordered,  'iTiat  it  be  an  Instruclion  to  the 
Gentlemen  appointe<i  to  preptire  and  briag  it» 
a  Bill  upon  the  H^^nolutiona  reported  from  \h9 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Meaoi  on  the  1 8th 
inetast,  and  then  agreed  to  by  the  Huueu;, 
That  they  do  make  provision  therein  punuan 
to  the  Mud  KeeohitioDa. 

PAUPER     LDNATIC      ASVLUMS      (IfiE- 

LAND)      (OFFICEBS'      SUPERANNUA. 
TIONJ  BILL.- (No,  HO.) 
Read  a  second  time,  and  commiti 
for  To-morrow. 


EXCHEQUER  BONDS  (CAPE  RAILWaV 

Ordered — 

**That  th©  Copy  of  Account  of  Exchequer 
Bonde  payable  in  the  year  ending  the  3lMt  day^| 
of  March,  1891,  unprovided  for»  which  wai 
pre«ented  upon  the  22od  day  of  thia  initaaf 
April »  be  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Supply .*'d 
—  {Mr,  Jttekten.) 

MOTION  S\ 


COUNXr  OOtJKCILLOBS*    UISABlLITIEa    REMOVAL 
B1LL> 

On   Motion  of   Mr  Cozeni- Hardy,   Bill  to 
remove  the  Disabilities  affecting  Memben  of j 
County  Councils  in  ri^pect   of    Contracts  fof 
tbe  supply   of  Road    Materials,  ot^ierod   to 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Cozena-Hardy,  Sir  Edwaet 
Birkbeck,    Mr.   Ourdon,    Mr,    WintfcrbolhAai^ 
Mr.  Soinervellt  and  Sir  Joseph  Peaae, 

Bill  presented,  and  re&d  first  time.   [Bill  232  J 

CUSTOMS  IKD  rNLAXP  BCTEKUE  BILL. 
Bill   **  to  grant  certain  Duties  of  Cnstoo 
and  Inknd  Revenue ;  to  repeal  and  alter  oth 
Duties  ;    and  to  amend  the  Laws  relating 
Cvistoms  and  Inland  Revenue,'*  presented,  anJ 
re&d  the  first  time ;  to  be  read  a  second  timil 
upon   KridAv,  at  Two  of  the  dock,  and  to  bo 
printed.    [610  231.] 

House  adjourned  at  fire  minute 
before  8it  o*clock. 
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HOUSE       OF      LORDS, 
Thursday,  24th  April,  1890. 


SAT  FIRST. 
The  Lord  Napier  of  Magclula,  after  the 


death  of  his  father. 

The     Viscount     Falmouth,   aftar 
death  of  his  father. 


the 


k 


LTGirr   BMLWAY.4    (IRSLASD)  ACT,   LS89, 
AMENDMENT    BILL. 

A  Bill  to  meDd  the  Jaght  linilwavB  (Im- 
Und)Aet»  1889— Wua  preaoQte4  by  the  Lord 
Clements  (E.  LeUnini;  read";  nad  to  be 
printed.     (No.  60.) 


BILLS  OF  SALE  BILL.— (No.  31.) 
SBOOND   R  CADI  NO. 

^Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

Thk  lord  CilANCKLLOR  :  My 
Lords,  this  is  a  Hill  itlcntieat  with  one 
which  was  pjissed  ]a.st  Session,  and 
which  has  been  rendered  necrvssary  in 
consequence  of  an  artificial  interpretation 
of  the  existing  law  which  has  created  ex- 
ceeding difficulty  in  eomniercial  trans- 
actions in  the  City  of  Liveqjool  and  else- 
where. By  that  intcrprc^tfition  certain 
oomraercial  documents  have  been  deemed 
bills  of  sale.  It  never  was  intended  or 
contemplated  bj  tlie  Legislature  that  that 
should  be  the  opoi*ation  of  it,  and 
the  present  Bill  which  consists  of  a 
single  clause  is  to  exempt  from  the 
ojieration  of  the  Bills  of  Sale  Act  those 
instruments,  and  to  prevent  injury  to 
persons  who  ara  interested  in  the  trans- 
action of  such  bushiess. 

Read  2*  (according  to  order),  and  com- 
mitted to  the  Statiding  Committee  for 
Bills  relating  to  Law,  <l'c. 

itEpCHAXT   SHIPPING  ACTS  AMEND- 
MENT BILU— (No.  67-) 
SECOND    REAlUNPr. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

Lord  HERSCHEIJi :  My  Loi-ds,  ibis  is 
a  Bill  which  has  ome  from  the  other 
House,  and  I  need  detain  your  Lordships 
but  a  few  minutes  in  explaining  its 
bject.  In  the  year  187t>  a  Bill  was 
sed  for  the  better  protection  oi  life  at 
VOL.   CCCXLIII.     [xirmn  series.] 


sea,    under    which    the    obligation  was 
imposed  upon  the  f»wner  of  every  vessel 
to   mark  ujxin  her  the  line  of  the  deck, 
and  also  to  mark  upon  her,  at  such  point 
as  he  thought  right,  a  disc  which  was  to 
indicate    the    depth    abcjve    wlxieh    the 
vessel  was  not  to  be  loaded.     Permission 
was  given  under  that  Act  to  the   Board 
of  Tr*^fle  to  detain  ships  that  w^ere  over- 
loaded,  a  1)0 we r  which  was    frequently 
ac  te d  u poT  I .    You  r  Lor d si  j  i ps  w  ill  read i  ]y 
understand  that  the  load-line  as  marked 
by  the  owner   wa>s   not   always   such  a 
load-linens  the  Board  of  Trade  considered 
propL^r,     and    they    consequentJy    were 
not  always  satished  to  al>stain  from  detain- 
ing ships  wliich  were  loaded  no  deeper 
than  the  load-line  marked  by  the  owner. 
But  at  that  time  it  wjvs  thought  to  be  of 
very  great  practical  difficulty » if  notiinpos- 
sible,  to  fix  a  load-line  on  principles  wliick 
sliou Id  be  gene ral \y  sat  i sf ac tory .     Consc  - 
quently,  the    Legislature   then    left  tlm 
fixing    of  the  load-line  entirely    to  the 
owner  of  the  vessel,  although  of  course  • 
to  a  certain  extent  it  may  he  siiid   that 
was  subject  to  a  revision  by  the  Board  of 
Trade,  inasmuch  as  they  might  detain  a  . 
vessel    as    heiug    overloaded,    notwith^ 
standing  that   the  loading   was    not    in 
excess  of^that  which  the  load-line  defined. 
After wards  a   very  powerful  Committee 
was  appointed  u^kju  the  subject  to  answer 
three  questions  whicli  were  submitted  to  * 
them  by  the  Board  of  Trade  for  inquiry. 
The  first  was — 

**  Whether  it  is  now  practicable  to  frame  new- 
general  rules  concerning^  freeboard  which  wilt 
prtivent  dangerous  overloadtng  without  unduly 
interfering  with  trade  ;  if  «o,  whether  any- 
and  which  of  the  existing  Tables  should  be 
adopted,  or  how  far  such  Tables  cun  be  adopted  i 
as  fixed  rules  ;  and  what  amount  of  diacretioa 
was  necessary  to  be  given  ?'* 

That  Committee  was  presided  over  by  Sir 
Edward  Reed»  and  upon  it  were  some 
eminent  shipowners  and  persons  con- 
nected witli  insurance  bodies.  They 
reported  to  tlie  Board  of  Trade — 

**  Firbt,  we  are  of  opinion  that  it  is  now  prac- 
ticable to  frame  general  ruled  concerniDg  free- 
board which  will  prevent  dangerous  overloading 
without  unduly  interfering  with  trade;" 

and  they  submitted  Tables  which  they 
considered  might  be  adopted  in  regard 
to  loading  cargo  vessels  for  some  yeara 
to  Come  without  giving  any  more  dis- 
cretion than  as  concerned  the  quality 
and  condition  of  the  ship.  Thej 
also  expressed  their  opinion  that 
2  Z 
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the  adoption  of  sneh  a  compulsory 
load  line  would  be  an  advantage  to  ship- 
owners in  this  respect,  that  it  would  pre- 
vent that  tansion  which  existed  between 
the  Board  of  Trade  and  shipowners  with 
regard  to  the  overloading  of  vessels  ;  and 
they  anticipated  that  the  time  would 
come,  and  ought  to  come,  when  a  load- 
line  should  be  made  compulsory.  Subse- 
quently to  the  Report  of  that  Committee, 
the  final  Report  was  made  by  the  Com- 
mission on  Loss  of  Life  at  Sea.  That 
Royal  Commission  made  the  recom- 
mendation that  the  load-line  recom- 
mended by  the  Committee  on  that  sub- 
J6Ctr»  and  then  acted  upon  by  the  Board 
of  Trade  and  Lloyd^a,  should  be  made 
compulsoiy  by  legislative  enactment 
enforcible  by  pena!ty.  This  Bill,  of 
which  I  now  propose  the  Second  Reading, 
is  simply  to  carry  out  that  recoramenda- 
tiou  of  the  Royal  Conimission,  that  the 
principles  which  the  Load- Hue  Com- 
mittee suggested  should  be  acted  upon 
in  detarmining  the  load-line  which  was 
to  be  marked  upon  vessels,  so  that  the 
load-line  should  be  once  for  all  settled 
by  authority,  and  the  |:KDint  conclusively 
fixed  below  which  the  loading  ought 
not  to  take  place.  I  need  not  detain 
your  Lordships  further  upon  this  matter, 
except  to  point  out  that  from  the  evi- 
dence which  was  given  before  the  Royal 
Commission  upon  Loss  of  Life  at  Sea, 
and  which  led  to  that  recommendation, 
there  was  still  reason  to  think  that  the 
present  legislation  was  not  sufliciently 
effective  for  the  purpose.  Djaling  only 
with  the  subject  of  missing  ships,  there 
was  evidence  given  befoi'e  the  Royal 
Commission  that  m  cas^s  which  had 
been  investigated  of  65  missing  vessels, 
the  disasters  were  due  in  30  of  those 
cases  to  overloading.  That  is  to  say, 
nearly  one- half  of  the  cases  of  missing 
fillips  inquired  into  were  found  to  have 
arisen  from  overloading,  or,  speaking 
roughly,  46  per  Cdfut.  The  inipjrtaat 
character  of  this  matter  will  appear 
from  the  fact  that  during  the  last  eight 
years  the  loss  of  life  in  missing  ships 
has  been  very  heavy,  amounting  to  944 
lives.  It  L3  impossible,  of  course,  to  say 
absolutely  that  the  percentage  found  in 
the  65  ca^es  of  missing  vessels  examined 
into,  namely,  46  per  cent,,  prevailed 
throughout  the  whole  of  the  Vtjssels 
lost ;  but,  supposing  that  to  be  so,  it 
would  show  that  there  had  been  a  loss 
Lord  Herschdl 
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of  life  owing  to  overloading  of  434  Hve8.J 
I  do  not,  of  coui'se,  suggest  that  that  < 
be  regarded  os  strictly  accurate ;  but,  at 
all  events,  it  is  sufficient  to  indicate  that 
the  recommendations  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission    proceeded      upon      substantial 
grounds,  and  that  ample  proof  was  given 
that  great  loss  of  life  did,  in  fact,  result 
from  overloading.     My  Loi'ds,  consider- 
ing that  this  measure  has  been  passed  in 
the  other  House,  that  it  is  approved  by  the 
B<:iard  of  Trade^  and  that  it  has  receive" 
the  acquiescence  of  the  great  body  of  ship 
owners,  who  ara  well  represented  in  thei 
other    House,    I    think   your    Lordshipa 
will   come  to  the  conclusion    that  it 
a  Bill  which  should  receive  your  sano 
tion,  and  that  you  ought  to  give  it 
Second  Reading, 

Moved,  **That  the  Bill  be  now  read 

♦The  SECRETARY  or  STATE  for  the 
COLONIES  (Lord  K  nuts  for  d)  :  My 
L<»rds»  I  do  not  rise  in  any  way 
to  oj^pose  the  Second  Reading  of  this 
Bill,  which  I  understand,  as  the  noble 
and  learned  I^ird  has  statetl,  has  re- 
ceived the  entire  approval  of  the 
Boai'^  of  Trade.  But,  since  the  Bill  was 
discussed  in  the  other  House,  it  appears 
that  a  difficulty  lias  arisen  with  regard 
to  Canada,  1  have  had  strong  represen- 
tations made  to  me  from  Canada,  and 
especially  from  New  Brunswick,  that  this 
Bill  will  operate  very  prejudicially 
against  a  certain  class  of  wooden  vessels 
which  are  largely  used  there.  Those 
vessels  are  classed  in  the  Bureau  Veritas 
and  not  at  Lloyd's  ;  they  are  built  on  a 
different  model  to  that  of  the  ii-on  vessels 
constructed  in  the  LTnited  Kingdom  ;  it 
is  thought  that  British  surveyors  have 
not  a  sufficient  knowledge  of  those 
vessels  which  would  enable  them  fairly 
to  decide  what  should  be  the  load-line 
for  those  vessels  ;  and,  lastly,  a 
strong  objection  is  felt  to  any  British  As- 
sociation being  employed  in  tinally 
approving  or  iixing  a  compuls<"»ry  lu;id- 
liiie  for  those  vessels.  It  is  proposed  that 
Canadian  vessels  of  tins  character  should 
be  altogetliL^r  exempted  fi'om  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Act :  or,  if  that  is  not  practic- 
able, that  tlie  further  proceeding  with 
ttiis  Bill  should  be  delayed  until  it  can  be 
subraittcsd  to  the  Canadian  Government, 
and  until  some  arrangements  can  be  made 
for  meeting  this  special  difficulty.  It  would 
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not  he  right,  I  tliink,  that  Canadian 
vessels  should  be  altogether  exempt  from 
the  operation  of  this  Act,  and  not  sub- 
ject to,  at  all  ev^mta,  tho  principles 
there  laid  down ;  but^  after  consultatitm 
with  the  officials  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and 
ivith  the  concurrenca  of  the  President 
of  that  Dapartment.,  we  have  framed  a 
clause  which  I  think  ought  to  satisfy, 
and  will,  I  believe,  satisfy,  the  Canarlian 
Authorities.  The  effect  of  the  clans?  is  that 
if  by  a  Colonial  Legislature  provision  is 
mafle  for  fixing  and  marking  a  load- 
line  which,  to  the  sjitisfaction  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  is  based  upon  the 
principles  of  this  Bill,  that  load-line  so 
fixed  should  then  be  (subject  to  the 
approval  of  the  Board  of  Trad 3)  declared 
by  an  Order  in  Council  to  be  a  load-line 
in  conformity  with  the  provisions  of 
this  Bill.  Similar  provisions  were,  as 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  is  aware, 
ma«le  some  years  ago,  by  Section  8  of 
32  *fe  33  Vict  c.  11,  with  reference  to  the 
examinations  and  certificates  of  masters 
nnd  pilots*  Upon  the  Board  of  Trade 
being  satisfied  that  the  examination  in 
fchose  cases  were  equal  to  the  examination 
in  this  country  certificates  which  wei*e 
given  in  Canada  and  other  colonies  to 
pilots  and  masters  were  held  to  be 
certificates  within  the  meaning  of  that 
Imperial  Act.  I  shall,  therefore,  propose 
in  Committee  that  this  clause,  which  1 
will  hand  to  my  noble  and  learned  Friend, 
and  which  emlwdies  the  substance  of 
what  I  have  stated,  be  added.  As  I  have 
stated,  it  has  received  the  approval  of  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 

The  Eakl  of  RAVEISrSWORTH :  My 
Lords,  I  do  not  propose  to  oppose  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  butl  should 
like  to  say  a  few  words  upon  it.  As  my 
noble  Friend  has  shown,  it  is  approved 
hj  very  hit^-h  Authority,  and  has  passed 
the  other  liouse  of  Parliament.  It  has 
also  received  the  acquiescence  of  ship- 
owners; but  there  are  one  or  two  observa- 
tions, I  think,  to  be  made  uix>n  it,  which 
I  hope  your  Lordships  will  pardon  me 
for  making  at  this  stage*  We  have 
already     heard     of     the     requests,     t) 

ich  I  shall  presently  refer,  by  a  vetj 
important  Body  with  regiird  to  the 
approval  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and 
consequently  it  has  been  thought  proper 
to  insert  a  clause  to  meet  the  objections 
on  that  point  I  shall  claim,  on  behalf 
of  an  equally  imporUnt  Body,  the  inser- 


tion of  a  claus?  in  Committee  which 
think  it  only  fair  should  be  inserted 
And,  speaking  for  myself,  I  will  venture 
to  make  one  or  two  observations  which,  I 
think,  are  not  altogether  M^thout  founda- 
tion. I  deny  that  any  cause  whatever  haa 
been  shown  for  this  Bill,  I  very  much 
object  to  the  principle  of  a  fixed  load- 
line  by  enactment,  upon  this  broad 
ground,  tliat  you  are  shiftint^  from 
the  shoulders  of  the  fihiijownei-s  that 
reHponsihility  which  experience  has 
shown  ought  to  be  thrown  upon  them, 
and  which  they  are  the  most  competent 
to  b^ar.  I  would  also  make  this 
objection  :  it  is  thouglit  by  many  who  are 
well  qualified  to  judge  that  this  Bill 
proceeds  upon  an  entirely  erroneous 
princifjle,  and  I  am  quit*  sure  that  my 
ijoble  and  learned  Friend  will  admit 
the  force  of  this  objection.  It  proceeds 
upon  tlio  assumption  that  a  certain 
amount  of  freelx>ard  or  clear  side  is  a 
guarantee  of  seaworthiness.  No  greater 
error  can  possibly  b©  advanced,  bat 
that  ap2>ears  to  bs  the  idea  most  promi- 
nent in  the  minds  of  the  fi'amers  of  this 
Bill.  It  is  no  guarantee  at  all.  In 
loading  ships  infinitely  mor^  depends 
uj>on  the  natur*?  of  the  cargo*  the 
strength  of  the  vessel,  the  disjjoaition  or 
placing  of  the  cargo,  and  the  effect  of 
strains  upon  certain  }K>rtions  of  the 
vessel  when  labjuring  in  heavy  seas. 
Those  are  considei'ations  of  paramount 
importance,  but  they  are  altogether 
ii,'nored,  and  there  is  merely  dealt  witli 
in  the  Bill  the  question  of  giving  a  cer- 
tiin  amount  of  clear  side  in  a  vessel. 
Therefore,  I  think  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  will  admit  that  my  objection  on 
that  ground,  that  a  fixed  luad-line  is  no 
guarantiee  whatever  of  the  seaworthiness 
of  a  ship,  is  entitled  to,  at  least,  some 
weight.  Then,  my  Lords,  there  is 
another  matter*  I  quite  admit  that  the 
Board  of  Trade  have  desired  to  consult 
not  only  humble  individuals  like  myself 
in  this  matter,  but  the  "wishes  of  the 
general  body  of  shipowners.  They  have,  in 
a  fair  and  honest  manner,  endeavoured  to 
meet  many  of  the  objections  raised 
ftgain&^t  a  fixed  load-line,  and  the  Bill 
now  before  us  is  a  very  di:fferent  Bill 
indeed  to  that  which  was  originally  pro- 
posed in  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
t'Specially  there  are  further  important 
provisions  in  it,  to  apply  after  the  Bill  has 
become  law,  as  regards  the  administra- 
2  Z  2 
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tion  of  tlie  Act.  The  supervision  of  a 
gingie  uifioialT  uaassistsd  bjscieutific  and 
oomp^^t^nt  advice,  would  have  been  a 
very  unwise  thing,  but  if,  as  I  understand 
is  the  case,  the  Board  of  Trade  have 
app:4nted  tlie  Committee  of  Lloyds  to 
administer  the  Act,  that  entirely  avoids 
the  tibjection,  because  of  all  Bodies  in  this 
eouutry,  I  tliink  it  will  be  agreed,  there  is 
none  more  qualified  tliau  that  Committee. 
If  you  are  to  have  apnblic  Body  appointed 
which  should  be  competent  to  iidminister 
this  Act>,  I  do  not  think  you  Could  select  a 
more  d.^sirablo  Body.  There  is  another 
point  of  very  great  importance,  which 
this  Bill  leaves  entirely  untouched,  and 
that  is  .with  regard  to  foreign  ships*  The 
representative*  of  the  Board  of  Trade  will 
correct  me  if  I  am  wrong,  but  1  think 
they  Imve  power  to  stop  any  vessels  in  our 
ports,  if  niiduly  loaded.  That  is  a  very 
jrapirtatit  mattc?r.  But  I  must  point  out 
that  British  ships  go  to  all  parts  of  the 
world.  Supposing  a  ship  built  for  a 
particular  service — for  instance,  designed 
to  curry  dead- weight  cargoes,  the  most 
dangerous  of  any  kind  of  cargoes. 
Her  load' line  will  be  fixed  with 
reference  to  tliat  particular  purpose 
of  caiTying  such  cargoes.  She  may 
start  fram  these  shores  under  a  time 
Charter,  and  may  be  absent  for  a 
couple  of  years,  loading  cargoes  at 
foreign  ports  in  various  parts  of  the 
world,  competing  w^ifch  foreign  vessels 
on  which  there  is  no  restriction,  and  the 
fact  of  her  being  restricted  to  a  dead- 
weight load-linc  may  absolutely  confine 
her  to  taking  a  dead* weight  cargo. 
Vessels  are  not  very  likely  to  get  a  dead- 
weight cargi>  in  a  foreign  port,  but  they 
go  out  with  various  cargoes  and  they 
will  be  heavily  handicapped  against 
foreign  ships  by  lieing  bound  to  a  fixed 
line  for  a  dead- weight  cargo.  That,  I 
think,  is  a  most  important  matter  for 
consideration.  Tlien  tliere  is  another 
point  to  which  I  desire  t^i  call  your  Lord- 
ships* attention.  When  1  rose,  1  intended 
to  make  a  suggestion  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  with  regard  to  appealing  in  cases 
which  involve  technical  scientitic  details, 
and  I  may  state  that  I  have  received 
communications  from  two  Bodies  which, 
I  think,  are  worthy  of  consideration.  I 
refer  to  the  representatives  of  two  of 
the  ports  in  this  country.  Now,  if  there 
are  two  of  our  ports  which  are  diatiii' 
guished  among  the  others,  though  I  do 
Thfi  End  nf  RnrefiRworfrh 


not  mean  to  the  exclusion  of  others,  for 
it  would  be  invidious  to,  say  that — two 
ports  which  stand  high  in  regard  to  the 
type  and  character  of  the  vessels  belong- 
ing to  them,  they  are  the  Clyde  and 
Belfast.  They  have  addressed  me  on  the 
subject,  and  have  iijsked  me  to  press 
this  point  upon  the  Board  of  Trade.  To 
show  the  hona  fides  of  their  request,  I 
limy  point  out  tlmt  they  are  perfectly 
willing,  in  case  there  should  be  any  diifi- 
culty  in  carrying  out  the  necessary 
scientific  investigations  and  recommenda- 
tions, which  very  few  people  are  qualified 
to  deal  with,  and  which  may  entail  con* 
sidemble  expense,  that  in  all  cases  of 
final  appeal  the  shipowner  shall  bear 
the  costs,  in  order  to  prevent  frivoloua 
and  vexatious  ap{>eals.  They  state  that 
they  are  perfectly  willing  that  that  should 
be  i-equired,  and  I  think  that  shows  a 
reasonableness  in  their  r*? quest,  which  I 
hope  will  not  be  lost  sight  of.  However, 
this  is  not,  of  course,  the  right  stuge  of 
the  Bill  at  which  to  propose  the  intpi> 
due  tion  of  a  clause  of  that  kind.  All 
I  would  ask  is  that  tliat  matter  should 
not  be  lust  sight  of.  Since  this  Bill 
has  passed  the  House  of  Commons  I 
have  had  the  opportunity  of  speaking  to 
a  man  who  is,  perhaps,  as  com|ietent  to 
give  an  opinion  upon  the  subject  of  fixing 
a  load-line  as  anybody  ;  I  mean  the  Chair* 
man  of  the  Peninsular  and  Oriental  Com- 
pany. He  is  strongly  in  favour  of  the  intro- 
duction of  such  a  clause,  and,  in  the  ^Yent 
of  the  Bill  passing  without  it,  it  would,  in 
his  opinion,  be  necessary  to  present  to 
Parliament  a  special  Bill  for  the  purpose 
of  making  provision  for  what  is  required. 
He  is  an  authority  of  some  weight,  and 
he  is  entirely  in  favour  of  such  a  claui 
lieing  introduced.  Then,  my  Lo: 
there  is  another  great  objection  \vhich,  to 
my  mind,  opei*ates  more  strongly  than 
any  other  ;  and  I  am  speaking  -now  from 
many  years'  personal  experience  of  these 
matters,  and  having  had  the  opportunity 
of  consulting  very  high  authorities 
on  the  subject.  My  objection  is  that 
if  you  lay  duwn  a  law  for  a  fixed  load- 
line  with  regard  to  ships  (because  tho 
gist  of  this  Bill  is  that  every  vessel  ought 
to  be  marked  w  ith  a  fixed  load-line),  in 
addition  to  the  stronger  objection  of  re- 
moving responsibility  frtim  the  proper 
shoulders,  you  must  consider  what  hi%& 
been  the  effect  of  such  legislation  in  past 
years.     My  opinion  is  that    shipowners 
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and     shipbuildera     will      build     simply 
according  to  the  law,  and  not  for  safety. 
When  the  Tonnage  Laws  forced  the  ship- 
owners into  bnildiDg  a  particular  descrip- 
tion of  vessels,  they  built  their  ships  with 
the  view  to  gettinj^  the  largest  amount  of 
carrying  capacity.     You  will  find  deep» 
narrow,  longvessels  being  built  which  will 
preseot  a  plausible  amount  of  freel^oard, 
but  which  in  heavy  seas  will  be  inevit- 
ably lost.     Scores  and  scores  of  vessels 
have,,  under  those   circuni stance s»   been 
lost  at  sea*     My  firm  conviction   is  thtit 
shipowners  will  lo;%d  simply  according  to 
hiw,    and    not    according  to    their   own 
wishes  and  discretion  as  to  what  the  ship 
should  really  carry.     A  shipowner  will 
say  :    "  Here  is  the  loiid-line  ;  I  am  en- 
titled by  law  to  load  the  ship  down  to  it/' 
You  will  divert  shipbuilders  from  build- 
ing     otherwise       than      as     the      law 
authorises.      Now»    my    Lords,    against 
whom  is  legislation  of  this  kind  directed? 
It  seems  to  me  it  is  directed  agaiust  the 
wise,  prudent,  and   humane  shipowner^ 
who  does  his  best  for  the  prosperity  and 
advantage  of  a  great  industry,  and  of  all 
industries  in    tjiis  country  I  think  this 
is  the  most  important  for  us.    I  can  speak 
from  my  own  knowledge  on  this  subject, 
because  I  know  that  the  improvement 
which  has  taken  place  in  the  type  of  our 
merchant  vessels  is  very  great.     That  is 
admitted  on  all  hands,  and   by  no  one 
more  so  than  the  Chiiirman  of  the   Com- 
mittee to  which    I    have    referred,   Sir 
Edward  Reed,  who  says  that  the  improve- 
ment in  our  ships   Inis  b^en  ejiormous. 
What  has  been  the  great  object  which 
our  shipbuilders  have  had  in  view  during 
the  last  four  or  five  years  ?     It  has  been 
by  careful  experiment  and  trial  to  ascer- 
tain those  parts  of  the   ship  where  the 
strain  is  felt,  from  the  dead-weight  cargo 
which  I  have  described  as  the  most  un- 
favourable kind  of  cargo  acting  upon  the 
hull    or   frame   of    the    vessel,    and   to 
strengthen  the  ship  in  those  parts  ;  that 
is  to  say,    the   upper   docks  and  those 
portions  of  the  ship  where  the  strain  is 
found  to  operate  most.     Surely  it  is  a 
very   hard  thing  for  our  shijiowuers  to 
he  called  upon  now  to  build   by  a   hard 
and  fa^t   law  of  this   kind,   and  that  n 
hard   and  fast   line   should  be    enforced 
upon  them.     I  do  not  think  that  would 
be  at  all  a  wise  piece  of  legislation.     My 
Lords,  I  have  detained  you  longer  than 
I    wished.     I   do   not   like    to    go    into 


technical  matters  on  this  subject ;  but  I 
do  hope  to  hear,  on  behalf  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  that  they  will  take  into  con- 
sideration the  suggestion  T  have  thrown 
out  with  regard  to  the  insertion  of  a 
clause  in  reference  to  a  Court  of  Appeal. 
It  is  necessary  that  provision  should 
be  made  for  that  purpose.  Scientific 
judgment  is  absolutely  necessary  upon 
the  question  whether  a  ship  is  sea- 
worthy or  not»  and  provision  should  be 
made  for  obtaining  in  proper  cases  a 
decision  whether  she  is  thoroughly  safe 
or  not  by  some  experienced  Body.  I 
wish,  of  course,  to  speak  in  the  highest 
terms  of  Lloyd's,  yet  they  have,  no 
doubt,  their  own  particular  views. 
Then,  another  point  is  that  au  owner 
may  build  a  ship  and  not  choose  to 
classify  lier  at  Lloyd's.  He  may  prefer 
to  class  her  with  some  other  Association, 
and  he  may  have  built  her  even  in 
eiccess  of  Lloyd's  own  rules.  Yet  the 
load-line  would  be  hxed  without  refer- 
ence to  that  fact,  which  should  have,  I 
think,  sume  weight,  given,  of  course, 
that  she  will  stand  the  strain,  I  will 
not  trouble  your  Lordships  further,  but 
1  hu[)0  I  shall  receive  something  like  an 
assurance  from  my  noble  Friend  on 
behalf  of  the  Board  of  Trade  that  they 
will  t-\ke  into  consideration  the  question 
of  a  Court  of  Appeal, 

♦The  secretary  to  rnE  BOARD  ok 
TRADE  (Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh)  : 
My  Loi"ds,  I  had  hardly  thought,  ufter 
the  speech  from  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  opposite,  that  it  would  be  neces- 
sary for  me  to  say  anything  in  regard  to 
this  Bill ;  but  I  feel  bound  to  say  a  few 
words  in  answer  ti>  the  direct  application 
made  to  me  by  the  noble  Lord  who 
has  just  sat  down.  As  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  hsis  said,  a  great  many 
alterations  were  made  in  this  Bill  Avhile 
it  was  passing  through  the  other  House 
of  Parliament  with  a  view  of  making  its 
provisions  workable  and  rendering  it  a 
useful  measurt?.  I  was  glad  to  hear  from 
the  noble  Lord  who  has  just  spoken,  that 
he  considers  those  Amendments  as  im- 
provements, and  was  not  now  prepared 
to  offer  a  strenuous  opposition  to  the 
passage  of  the  Bill  thr<jugh  your  Lord- 
ships' House,  Upon  one  remark  which 
the  noble  Lord  made  I  should  like  to  say 
a  few  words.  He  said,  which  is  n<» 
doubt  very  true,  that  the  having  a  com- 
pulsory  load-line   beyond  which  a  ship 


1243         Merchant  Shipping 


{LORDS} 


Act8^  (kc,  BUL 


124i 


shonld  not  be  loaded  was  not  in  itself  an 
absolute  guarantee  that  that  vessel  so 
loaded  would  be  safe.  We  entirely 
accept  that  statement ;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  I  think  it  will  be  admitted  that  a 
ship  which  is  obviously  overloaded  is  in 
a  dangerous  condition  on  that  account, 
and  that  she  should,  if  possible,  be  pre- 
vented from  sailing.  Every  effort  should 
be  made  to  prevent,  at  any  rate,  a  por- 
tion of  the  loss  of  life  which  has  been 
mentioned  by  the  noble  Lord  opposite. 

The  Earl  of  RAVENSWORTH  :  You 
have  the  power  of  stopping  any  ships 
which  you  think  are  overloaded  now. 

♦Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH: 
Yes,  there  is  that  power,  but  still  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Bill  will  be  an  additional 
guarantee  against;  overloading,  and  will 
strengthen  the  hands  of  the  officers  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  in  carrying  out  the 
powers  they  already  possess.  I  wish  also 
to  refer  to  what  the  noble  Earl  said  as  to 
the  powers  given  to  the  B.mrd  of  Trade 
to  make  regulations  in  regard  to  the 
difficulty  of  settling  any  fixed  load-line. 
That  difficulty  was  present  to  the  minds 
of  those  who  settled  this  Bill  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.  If  your  Lordships 
will  turn  to  Clause  2,  Sub-section  A,  you 
will  find  these  words :  that  the  Bowxi  of 
Trade  may  make  regulations 

**  Determining:  the  lines  or  marks  to  be  nsed 
in  connection  with  the  disc,  in  order  to  indi- 
cate the  maximum  load-line  under  different 
circumstances  and  at  different  seasons,  and 
declaring  that  the  provisions  of  the  Merchant 
Shipping  Ac,  1870,  are  to  have  effect  as  if  any 
such  line  were  drawn  through  the  centre  of  the 
disc.*' 

Your  Lordships,  therefore,  see  that  it  is 
to  bj  according  to  the  different  times  of 
the  year,  and  the  different  classes  of 
cargo  which  the  ships  are  intended  to 
carry  that  the  regulation  will  be  made ; 
and  I  think  the  noble  Lord,  therefore, 
will  admit  that  as  far  as  possible  elasticity 
has  been  introduced  into  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill  without  sicrificing  what  is 
good  in  them.  No  doubt  it  is  the  case 
that  when  ships  go  from  ports  in  the 
United  Kingdom  to  foreign  ports  and  are 
there  re-loaded,  the  control  of  what  may 
be  done  there  will  to  a  very  consider- 
able extent  be  lost  by  the  Board  of  Trade. 
It  is  intended  in  Committje  to  define  ac- 
curately the  application  of  the  liill  as  far 
as  possible,  and  to  put  in  an  Amendment 
which  will  make  distinct  the  exact  limits 
to  which  the  Act  will  apply.  A  proviso 
Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh 


will  be  submitted  to  the  Committee 
having  that  for  its  object.  My  Lords,  the 
noble  Lord  called  attention  to  the  prc^ 
visions  of  the  2nd  section  and  approvecl 
of  the  course  proposed  to  be  taken  of 
authorising  the  Board  of  Trade  to  appoint 
the  Committee  of  Lloyd's  Register  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  Bill.  But 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  are  even  more 
liberal  to  the  shipowners  than  the  noble 
Lord  indicated.  Not  only  is  it  compul- 
sory on  the  Board  of  Trade  to  appoini 
the  Committee  of  Lloyd's  Register  if 
the  Board  wishes  any  appointment,  but 
permission  is  given  to  the  owner  of  the 
vessel  to  select  any  other  Corporation,  or 
Association,  approved  by  the  Board  of 
Trade,  or  any  oflftcer  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  specially  salected  by  the  Board 
for  that  purpcse.  I  think  it  will  be 
admitted  that  on  that  point,  again,  a 
desire  has  been  shown  to  meet  all  the 
demands  of  the  ship-owning  community. 
With  regard  to  the  Amendment  which 
the  noble  Lord  has  intimated  his  inten- 
tion of  moving,  I  can  only  say  at  present 
that  I  have  not  had  the  opportunity  of 
seeing  the  representations  which  he  says, 
have  been  sent  in  to  the  Boaid  of  Trade. 
I  only  returned  this  morning  from  Ire- 
land,  ^here  I  have  been  engaged  on 
business  connected  with  the  Board  of 
Trade  ;  but  I  will  give  him  this  under- 
taking, that  I  will,  at  the  earliest  moment,, 
examine  those  representations,  and  that 
any  recommendation  put  forward  will 
receive  the  most  careful  consideration  > 
but,  as  I  understand  he  says  they  are 
recommendations  which  can  only  be- 
dealt  with  in  Committee,  I  will  not  say 
any  more  about  them  now.  I  will  ask 
the  House  to  give  a  Second  Reading  to* 
the  bill,  and  I  would  ask  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  who  has  charge  of  it  if  he 
will  allow  a  week  to  elapse  at  least  before 
takinsr  the  next  stage.  That  will  net- 
prejudice  the  Bill. 

The  Earl  or  RAVENSWORTH :  Might 
I  suggest  to  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
to  say  the  week  after  next  ? 

Lord  HERSCHELL:  My  Lords,  I 
should,  of  course,  be  desirous  of  meeting^ 
the  views  of  the  House  in  the  matter ; 
but  there  is  this  reason  against  any  delay 
taking  place  greater  than  is  necessary, 
that  the  Bill  does  not  come  into  opera- 
tion until  six  months  after  it  passes.  Of 
course,  that  suspension  was  intended  to 
give  an  opportunity  to  the  shipowners  ta 
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comply  with  its  requirementg.  But  even 
six  months  from  the  present  time  will 
bring  us  on  to  the  beginning  of  winter ; 
and,  therefore,  one  would  desire  that 
the  passing  of  the  Bill  should  not  be 
delayed  longer  than  neceBsary.  Subject 
to  that,  I  should  be  glad  to  giva  time,  ns 
the  nuble  Lord  desires.  Now,  I  sliould 
like  to  say  a  few  words  upon  what  my 
noblo  Friend  has  said  with  regard  to 
relieving  the  shipowner  from  responsi- 
bility. I  believe  the  noble  Lord  wsvS  in 
the  other  House  in  1876,  when  the  Mer- 
chant SI  lipping  Act  was  under  considera- 
tion, and  I  waa  one  of  thos^  who  took 
mucli  the  same  view  as  the  noble  Lord 
in  regard  to  being  very  much  disinclined 
to  relieve  the  shipowner  r>f  responsibility. 
But  I  think  in  this  particular  it  may 
safely  be  done.  The  noble  Earl  has 
suggested  that,  having  regard  to  the 
different  characteristics  which  different 
ships  may  p')ss.*8a,  there  are  many 
elements  to  be  considared  besides  the 
mere  questL<m  of  free-board  in  consider- 
ing  the  point  to  which  a  ship  may 
safely  hs  loaded.  You  cannot  put 
the  point  in  the  same  place  in 
all  circumstances ;  but  whether  you 
can  in  no  way  prevent  dangerous  over- 
loading is  another  question.  1  do  not 
express  any  opinion  myself;  but  I  think 
oonsideration  should  be  given  to  the  fact 
that  such  a  very  competent  Iwxly  to 
represent  the  views  of  the  shipowners 
as  Lloyd's  Registry,  hws  distinctly  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  it  is  practicable  Uy 
frame  general  rules  which  will  prevent 
dangerous  overloading  without  inter- 
fering with  trade.  As  to  the  point  of 
making  it  compuUory,  a  letter  has  been 
written  by  the  Chairman  of  the 
Peninsular  and  Oriental  Company,  draw- 
ing attention  to  tho  difference  of  opinion 
in  these  matters  between  the  shipowners 
and  the  Bqard  of  Trade  with  reganl  to 
the  proper  lotuling  of  vessels,  and  that  it 
has  become  necessary  that  something 
should  bo  done  to  put  an  end  Uy  the  state 
of  tension  existing  more  especially  in 
regard  to  ships  engaged  in  carrying 
heavy  cargoes.  So  tliat  a  distinct  indica- 
tion is  giv^eu  there  that  it  will  be  an 
advantag'e  to  shipowners,  seeing  that  the 
Board  of  Trade  has  power  to  detain  over- 
laden vessels^  that  there  should  be  a  load- 
line  fixed  which  has  the  smction  of  the 
Board  of  Tnide,  and  which  should  settle 


tbequestion  as  bet  we  en  the  Board  of  Trade 
and  the  shijrKJWners,  When  the  noble 
Earl  suggests  that  vessels  fehould  be  so 
constructed  as  that  they  will  require 
more  freeboard  than  at  present,  surely 
all  that  can  l>e  tiken  into  account  by  so 
highly  competent  a  body  lis  Lloyd's 
Registry  who,  before  fixing  a  load- 
line,  would  take  that  into  consideration 
and  fix  it  accordingly.  1  can 
only  say  with  regard  to  the  question  of 
appertl,  it  seems  to  me  there  would  be 
considerable  difficulty  in  establishing  or 
determining  upon  a  competent  Court  of 
Appeal.  As  the  matter  at  present  stands 
if  there  is  no  prior  appointment  by  the 
shipowner  it  would  be  left  to  the  deter- 
mination of  Lloyd's  Registry.  As  far  as 
that  body,  being  a  cipable  tribunal,  goes, 
I  do  not  snppo.se  there  will  be  much 
question  about  that ;  but  if  the  shipowner 
objects  to  that  tribunal  he  may  name  any 
other  Registry  of  Shipping,  and  if  that 
body  is  approved  of  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
the  line  may  be  fixed  by  them  instead  ; 
or  if  he  pleases  he  may  ask  that  the  line 
be  fixed  by  an  officer  of  the  Board  uf  Trade 
specially  appointed  for  the  purpose.  It 
seems  to  me  that  that  gives  such  a  prac- 
tical choice  l:>etween  tribunals  of  equal 
competence  as  to  leave  the  shipowner 
really  in  the  position  of  getting  a  satis- 
factory line  fixed.  I  have  some  doubt,  1 
ccmfes.s,  whether  there  would  be  likely  to 
lye  any  advantage  to  the  shipowner  in 
htmng  a  Court  of  Appeal,  and  whether 
you  cuuld  get  such  a  Court  of  Appeal  as 
would  be  practically  a  suitable  Court  by 
reason  of  superior  knowledge  and  ex- 
perience as  compared  with  the  know- 
ledge and  exjierience  to  be  found  in  any 
of  these  authorities  between  whom  tlie 
shipowner — not  the  Board  of  Trade — is 
g'lvi^n  the  choice.  My  Lords,  I  do  not 
think  at  present  I  need  say  anything 
further. 

On  questioD,  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2^  (according  to  order),  and 
committed  to  the  'Standing  Ctimmittee 
for  General  Bills. 

DOCK  ACOUMMOD.^TION   AT    BOMBAY 

AKDGIBKALTAIL 

QU  EbTlON — OB&ERVA^nOXS. 

Viscount  SIDMGUTH :  Hy  Lords, 
I  have  two  questions  which  1  wish  to 
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put  to  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and 
I  shall  not  detain  the  Hou63  more  than 
a  few   minutes   in  doing  so.     The  first 
has  reference   to  the  proposed  Dock  at 
Bombay.  I  would  ask  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Viscount 
Cross)     whether,     in      the     agreement 
about   to    be   made  with    the    Bombay 
Port  Trust,    care   will    be    taken    that 
a   clause  shall  be   inserted  which  shall 
empower    Her     Majesty's    Government 
to  make  a  prior  claim  in  all  cases  where 
it    may    be    necessary    for    the    repair 
of    Her    Majesty's    ships?    Upon    this 
matter    I    would   venture   to   refer    to 
a  remark  which  fell    from    my   noble 
Friend,  in  which  he  spoke  of  the  dock 
at  Bombay  as  being  intended  for  Indian 
and  not  for  Imperial  purposes.     I  think 
any  dock  there  which  is  to  be  used  at  all 
by  the  Navy  must  be  regarded  as  not 
for  the  use  of  the  ships  on  the  Station — 
not  confined  to  vessels  employed  merely 
on  the  Indian  Station,  but  extending  to 
vessels  which  sail  up  the  Persian  Gulf, 
patrolling  all  those  wat3rs,  and  going  as 
far  as  2^nzibar.     My  second  question  is 
as   to  the  proposed    dock  at  Gibraltar, 
and  with  regard  to  that  I  would  ask  the 
Government  whether  they  propose  to  in 
troduce  a  similar  clause  into  any  agree- 
ment in  i*eference  to  the  dock,  and  also 
whether  they  will  take  into  considera- 
tion the  importance  of  adding  a  clause 
which  will   enable  the  Government   in 
case  of  war,  or  in  any  case  of  necessity, 
to      purchase      the      dock      for      their 
own  use  ?     I  need  not  remind  the  House 
that  Gibraltar  is  a  military  rather  than  a 
commercial  port ;    and  it  seems  to  me 
that,  if  we  do  assume  the  great  respon- 
sibility which  rests  upon  us  of  making  a 
dock  not  entirely  belonging:  to  Govern 
ment,  that  the  Goveinraent  should  in  all 
cases  have  a  prior  claim  to  the  use  of  it. 
Before  I  sit  down  I  wish  to  refer  to  somi^ 
words  which  fell  from  a  Member  of  the 
Government   lately,  which   have  led  mi^ 
to  think  that  after  all  the  Government 
intend  to  construct  the  dock  themselves, 
and  to  take  it  out  of  private  hands.     That 
is  surely  the  only  course  worthy  of  a  great 
naval  country  like  this,  for  the  sum  of 
£350,000,  which  will  be  required,  is  a 
mere  flea-bite  considering  that  our  naval 
int3rest  upon  that   portion   of   the  seas 
alone   must   be  valued   at  £10,000,000 
sterling. 

Viscount  Sidmouth 


•The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
INDIA  (Viscount  Cross):  My  LordB, 
with  •reference  to  the  Port  Trust  Dock 
ab  Bombay,  the  noble  Viscount  will 
remember  that  when  I  was  asked  a 
similar  question  before  the  Recess  I  gave 
a  provisional  answer,  stating  my  belief 
that  the  Government  had  the  power  of 
using  that  dock  whenever  they  wanted 
it  for  Her  Majesty's  ships.  I  have  since 
made  inquiry  into  the  matter,  and  1 
Imve  much  pleasure  in  informing  the 
noble  Viscount  that  this  point  was  not 
lost  sight  of  when  sanction  was  given  to 
the  construction  of  the  graving  dock, 
and  that  the  Bombay  Port  Trust  have 
agreed  to  the  Government  having  a  pre- 
ferential right  to  the  use  of  it  in  time  of 
emergency. 

♦Lord  ELPHINSTONE  :  With  regard 
to   the   second  question   of    the    noble 
Viscount  as   to  the   dock    at  Gibraltar, 
when  he  mentioned  the  matter  early  in 
the   Session  I  told  the  noble  Viscount 
that  a  site  had  been  selected,  and  that  in 
tionnection  with  the  works  it  was  pro- 
posed   to   extend   the   new   mole   some 
16,000ft.     We  then  proposed  to  carry  it 
out  by  private  enterprise,  and    in    the 
draft  agreement  which  was  then  drawn 
up  on  the  subject  clauses,  such  as  the 
uoble  Viscount  refers  to,  were  inserted, 
bo  the  effect  that  the  Government  were 
bo  have  priority  of  claim  for  docking  Her 
Majesty's  ships,  and  Government  were  to 
have  the  power  of  acquiring  the  dock  by 
purchase,    not    only    in    the    event    of 
war,    but   in   any    other    circumstances 
when  such  a  course  might  be  desirable. 
Since  then  certain  difficulties  have  been 
pointed  out  with  rega^-d  to  the  construc- 
tion of  the  dock  by  private  enterprise — 
difficulties   which   require   very   careful 
consideration.     A    small    Departmental 
Committee  has  been  appoiifted  to  con- 
sider the  whole  subject  and  to  suggest 
the  best  way  of  carrying  out  the  work 
which  the  Admiralty  are  so  desirous  to 
see  concluded. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past 

Five  o*clock,  till  To-morrow,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Thursday,  24th  lAprit,  1890, 
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♦Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON' :  In   addition  to 
the  names  on  the  Paper  ? 
Mr.  BAUMANN:  Yes. 
♦Mr.  T,  H.  BOLTON  :  Then  without  the 
filightest  desire  to  §rive  personal  offence, 
and     speaking     individually,    1     must 
saj    that   I    think  the    names  proposed 
by    the    hon»     Member    for    Peck  ham, 
other  than  that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  has  beeti  elected,  will  scarcely 
command  the  confidence  of  the  people 
of    Liiiidon.       I,   therefore,    tiust    that 
the    hon.    Member    will    postpone    the 
appointment  of  the  Committee,  bo  that 
some    commtLnicatkm    may    take    place 
upon    the    matter  l)etween  the    various 
rjf>ndon   reprcseiitutives.     I    Imve   great 
respect     fur     the     hon.    Member     for 
Harrow  (Mr,  Ambrose),  but  I  believe  ho 
is   one   of    those    who   have   committed 
themselves  to  a  particular  view  upon  the 
question    involved    in  the    Bill ;    and   I 
hfirdly  think,  therefore,  that  he  ought  to 
be     appr^inted    ujton     the     Committee. 
Then,  a^^wn,  it  m  proposed  to  nominate 
the    noble    Marquess   the    Member    for 
Brixton  (the  Man^uess  of  Carmajrthen), 
hut  I    wouhl    venture    t^i    suggest  that 
there  are   many  Members  of  the  House 
who   have    had   a  larger   experience  of 
public    business,    and     who    possess    a 
greater    knowledge   of   the   wants    and 
requirements  of  the  Metropolis.     There 
are   Members  representing  London  and 
txvwn  constituencies  who  have  been  much 
hunger  Members  of  this  House  than  the 
noble  Marquess,  the    hon.    Member    for 
Peckhftra  himself,  or  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Harrow,  and  whose  decision 
in  deabng  with  this  important  question 
would  command  much  more  confidence. 
Under    these     circumstances    I    wt.nld 
make  aTi  appeal  to  the  President  of  the 
Li)cal  Government  Board  to  reconsider 
tlie  composition  of  the  Committee,  and 
to   consult   the    feeling   of   the   general 
body  of  the  rjondun  Membc^rs. 

♦The  PKE8IDKNT  or  toe  LOCAL 
GOVEENMICNT  BOARD  (Mr,  RircHii:, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St,  George's):  The 
Government  are  not  resptmsible  for  the 
names  which  appear  on  the  Paper,  and  I 
can  assure  the  hon.  Member  that  they 
are  as  anxious  as  he  is  that  the  Report 
of  the  Committee  on  a  subject  of 
such  vast  impcirtance  should  cxirry 
with  it  all  the  weight  which  ought  to 
come  from  the  consideration  of  such  a 
question.     It  may  be  invidious  to  discuss 


MR.  SPEAKER'S  INDISPOSITION. 

The  House  being  met,  the  Clerk  at 
the  Table  informed  the  House  of  the 
unavoidable  absence  of  Mr.  Speaker, 
owing  to  the  continuance  of  his  indisposi- 
tion :  — 

Whereupon  Mr.  Courtney,  the  Chair* 
man  of  Ways  and  Means,  procc^eded  to 
tlie  Table  ;  and,  after  I*rayers,  took  the 
Cluvir  as  Deputy  8p;?aker,  pursuant  to 
the  Standing  Order. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS, 

LONDON  STREETS  (STRAND  IMPROVE- 
MENT) BILL  {hxj  Order.) 
Order   read  for  resuming  Adjoarned 
Debate  on  nomination    of   Select    Com- 
mittee. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Shaw  Lefovi'e  be  a  Member  of 
the  Select  Committee."  -—  (J/r.  Ban- 
ma  an.) 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  Tliat  Mr.  Ambrose  be  a  Member  of 
the  S/lect  Committee,"  —  {Mi\  Bau- 
tnann,) 

•(3.5.)  Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St.  Pancras, 
N.)  :  [  had  expected  that  the  right  hoti. 
Meml>er  for  the  University  of  London  (Sir 
J,  Lubbock)  would  havcbL*en  here  to  have 
expressed  his  viewsin  regard  to  the  names 
pro^Kis^d  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Peck- 
ham  (Mr.  Baumann)  to  bj  upon  this  Com* 
mittee.  If  the  names  arj  to  be  put  up 
jwriatim  it  may  seem  invidious  to  suggest 
the  substitution  of  other  names. 

Mft.  BAUMANN  (Camberwell,  Peck- 
ham)  :  Perha[)S  the  hon.  Member  -will 
allow  me  to  explain  that  the  right  hon. 
l>arouet  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  London  has  agreed  with  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  BL>ard  and 
myself  that  two  other  Gentlemen  shall 
bo  added  to  the  Committee  ;  one  to  bo 
nominated  by  ea^^h  side  of  the  House. 
I  prujxise  to  move  the  names  on  the  Paper 

to-day,  and  then  to  give  notice  of  the 
names  of  the  other  two. 
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the  relative  merits  of  the  gentlemen 
who  are  nominated  to  serve  upon  the 
Committee ;  but,  as  to  the  first  objection 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  some  of  the 
gentlemen  whose  names  have  still  to  be 
agreed  to  have  already  expressed 
an  opinion  upon  the  subject,  I  hardly 
think  that  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  whose  name 
has  already  been  agreed  to,  will  concur  in 
that  objection,  because  1  think  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  whose  name  was 
agreed  to  without  discussion,  has  dis- 
tinctly expressed  his  views  upon  the 
matter.  I  make  no  complaint  against 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  that  score, 
but  1  simply  mention  the  fact  to  show 
that  it  would  be  extremely  difficult  to 
nominate  Members  upon  a  Committee  of 
this  kind,  who  are  conversant  with  the 
subject,  who  have  not  expressed  an 
opinion  upon  it.  It  must  be  remem- 
bered that  the  Committee  of  Selection 
have  also  to  nominate  four  gentlemen, 
and  it  is  to  be  hoped  that  the  gentlemen 
appointed  by  them  will  command  weight 
and  authority.  With  reference  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Harrow  I  may 
say  that  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
is  recognised  as  one  of  the  ablest 
lawyers  in  the  House,  and  at  the  Bar. 
At  the  same  time  there  is  some  force  in 
the  objection  that  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  London  is  not 
prese n t ,  and  I  think  tha  t  my  hon .  Friend  th  e 
Member  for  Peckham  would  do  well,  as 
he  has  arranged  with  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  to  add  two  more  names  to  the 
Committee,  making  the  number  ap- 
pointed by  the  House  seven  instead  of  five, 
to  postpone  the  Motion  until  the  whole  of 
the  names  can  be  submitted.  No  un- 
necessary delay  will  take  place,  seeing 
that  it  is  necessary  to  give  notice  of  the 
two  additional  names. 

♦Mr.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Haggers- 
ton)  :  I  must  say  that,  in  my  opinion,  the 
whole  of  this  question  has  been  placed 
in  a  most  unsatisfactory  position,  and 
therefore  I  hope  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  will  taxe  the  advice  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board  and 
pospone  the  consideration  of  the  subject 
until  the  whole  of  the  names  can  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  House.  I  would  respect- 
fully point  out  to  the  Government  that  it 
is  desirable  not  only  to  have  Members  of 
legal  standing  and  experience  upon  the 
Committee,  but  that  it  is  essential  to  have 
Mr,  Ritchie 


Members  who  are  practically  acquainted 
with  the  subject.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Harrow,  on  a  previous  occasion,  committed 
himself  toa  particularview,  and,  therefore, 
1  do  not  think  it  would  be  right  to  ap- 
point him  upon  a  Committee  which  is 
supposed  to  inquire  into  the  subject  with 
strict  impartiality.  It  would  be  just  as 
much  out  of  place  to  nominate  me,  seeing 
that  I  expressed  an  opposite  view  to  thai 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  and 
endeavoured  to  lay  before  the  House 
8om:e  reasons  why  the  principle  of  better- 
ment should  be  incorporated  in  the  Bill.. 
If  the  hon.  Member  for  Peckham  is  not 
prepared  to  accede  to  the  suggestion 
which  had  been  made  to  him,  I  would 
move  that  the  debate  be  adjourned. 

♦Mr.  RITCHIE  :  My  suggestion  was 
that  my  hon.  Frieiid  should  postpone  his 
Motion,  because,  in  any  case,  after  the 
arrangement  between  my  hon.  Friend 
and  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the 
University  of  London,  it  will  be  necessary 
to  place  the  additional  names  upon  the 
Paper. 

♦Mr.  CREMER :  As  the  hon  Member 
has  not  risen  to  accede  to  the  request  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  beg  to  move 
that  the  debate  be  adjourned,  with  a  view 
to  the  re-consideration  of  the  matter,  so 
that  the  Committee  may  be  composed  in 
a  more  satisfactory  manner.  It  must 
not  be  forgotten  that  this  is  a  question 
which  affects  vitally  the  interests  of 
•nearly  4,000,000  of  people  in  this  Me- 
tropolis, and  it  ought  not  to  be  passed 
over  lightly.  It  would  be  better  to 
postpone  the  consideration  of  the  Bill 
for  a  week  or  two  than  to  have  an 
inquiry  which  may  be  injurious  to  the 
interests  of  the  public. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
{Mr,  Creiner.) 

♦Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central)  :  I  think  that  the  coui'se  pro- 
posed by  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  that  the  discussion 
should  be  postponed  until  the  additional 
names  have  been  placed  upon  the  Paper 
is  a  reasonable  and  proper  one.  I  have 
only  to  say,  in  reference  to  the  remarks 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
made  upon  myself,  that  it  is  perfectly 
true  that  on  many  occasions  I  have  com- 
mitted myself  strongly  to  the  principle  oi 
what   is  oalled  the   betterment  cbemsey 
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but  I  have  not  formed  a  definite  opinion 
whether  it  should  be  applied  to  the  par- 
ticular ease  befoi*e  the  Housc?^  nor  have 
I  committed  myaelf  on  the  question 
whether  the  principle  should  be  embodied 
in  a  Public  Bill  or  should  ba  included  in 
Private  Bills  like  tliat  before  th© 
House. 

Mr,  BAUMAXX  :  Tha  nomination  of 
this  Committee  has  been  frequently  post- 
poned already,  but,  after  tht^  request  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Prt?aidont  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  I  have  no 
objectiou  to  postpone  the  Mention  »gain, 
although  I  (ftel  that  I  am  unable  iAi 
withdmw  any  of  the  names  which  are 
on  the  Paperj  or  to  alter  the  composition 
of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  AMBROSE  (Middlesex,  Harrow) : 
It  is  quite  true  that  I  have  ex[>rjfe8dd  an 
opinion  upon  the  general  question  of 
bett/erment^  but  hon*  Members  will  do 
me  the  justice  to  remember  that  I  did 
not  oppose  the  Second  Rcfwiiiig  cjf  tlie 
Bilb  There  is  some  difference  between 
betterment  in  the  abstract  and  better- 
ment  in  the  c^mcrete,  and  if  T  am 
appointed  upon  the  Coraniitt'e  1  shall 
certainly  enter  into  the  consideration  of 
the  question  with  an  impartial 
mind. 

Question,  **  Tliat  the  Debate  be  now 
adjourned,"  put,  and  agreeed  to. 

EICIIMOND    FOOTBRIDGE    (LOCK,   &c.) 
BILL  {bff  OrdfT.) 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) : 
I  beg  to  move  "Tliat  the  Order 
[24th  February]  that  the  Richmond 
Footbridge  |L  jck,  &c.)  Bill  be  committed, 
be  read  and ,,discharge€l/'  This  is  a  Bill 
Bimilar  to  tlie  one  wo  have  been 
discussing,  which  has  been  referred  to  a 
Hybrid  Committee.  Technical ly>  it  is  a 
Private  Bill,  but  it  embraces  important 
public  interests.  I  am  certainly  surprised 
tliat  there  should  be  any  opposition  to 
my  proposal,  becanse,  upon  aj^plying  to 
the  Board  of  Trade,  the  Secretary  of 
the  Board  said  that  not  only  was  there 
no  objection  on  the  part  of  the  Board, 
but,  on  the  contniry,  they  thoucfht  it  was 
desirable  that  this  fiction  should  l>e  taken. 
My  proposition  is  that  the  BHl  shouli  be 
referred  to  a  Hybrid  Committee  of 
seven  Members*  four  to  \m  nominated 
by  the  House,  and  three  by  the 
Committee  of    Selection.     I   hop2   that 


the  opposition  will  not  be  persisted  in. 
If  it  iSt  I  shall  certainly  take  the  sense 
of  tlxe  House  upon  it. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Order  [24th  February]  that 
the  Richmond  Footbridge  (Lock,  ire.) 
Bill  be  committed,  be  read  and  dis- 
charged.'*^(^lAr.  Labouchfre,) 

Mr.  DTXON-HARTL  and  (Middlesex, 
Uxbridge) :  I  am  at  a  loss  to  underatand 
U[xm  what  ground  this  proposal  is  made. 
It  is  an  ordinary  Bill,  and  should  be  sent 
to  an  ordiniiry  li-nd  not  ttJ  a  Special  Com- 
mittee. The  M«  tion  of  the  hon.  Member 
would  exclude  a  numl>er  of  the  resident 
parishioners  from  being  heard  upon  the 
Bill,  and  if  the  J>ill  be  sent  to  a  Hybrid 
Committee  I  think  it  will  be  necessarj 
to  secure  that  they  should  be  heard.  I 
shall,  therefore,  opposi  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  in  order  that  the 
Bill  should  be  sent  to  an  ordinary  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr,  LABOUCHEEE  :  The  hon. 
Member  has  not  explained  what  the 
Bill  is. 

Mr.  deputy  SPEAKER:  Order  * 
The  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr* 
Labtiuchere)  has  already  spoken. 

Mb.  LABOLTCHERE:  I  only  wish  to 
explain  that  although  the  Bill  is  described 
e^  a  Foutbridge  Bill,  it  is  really  a  Bill  for 
the  construction  of  a  lock,  and  to  authorise 
the  damming  up  of  the  River  Thames. 

(3.35.)  The  House  divided  t— Ayes 
100  ;  Noes  106.— (Div.  List,  No.  57.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 
^^'I'hiit  all  PelilintiB  ag-Hinat  the  aaid  Bill 
already  presented,  or  which  may  bt>  pre«eatod 
not  later  thjiii  three  tleiir  days  Wfor«  th» 
ttiitiiiff  of  the  CommittiiH,  be  ref irrtd  to  the 
Cuminiitee,  nnd  th»t  Mich  of  the  Pelttiontira  a» 
piiiy  tt>  bt>  heard  hy  ih^roselves,  or  by  their 
counsel,  «geHt»,  iind  viitne^oiea,  b<j  beard  upon 
their  PotitiuQii,  it  they  thiuk  fit,  imd  coudbcI 
htuitd  iQ  favour  of  the  bill  agaiDst  such  Peti- 
tiouB." — {Mr.  Oetat'iui  l\  Mi/tgau,f 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  I,  really  feel 
bound  to  oppose  this  Motion,  and  1  must 
point  out  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
that  they  have  got  themselves  into  a  nice 
mess,  seeing  thut  they  have  been  voting 
a^^ainst  the  express  wish  of  their  own 
Hoard  of  Trade*  As  the  Himse  have 
refused  tti  appoint  a  Hybrid  Committee^ 
and  the  Bill  has  to  be  referred  to  an 
ordinary  Committee,  and  as  one  of  the 
arguments  used  against  my  proposal  was 
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that  if  a  Hybrid  Committee  were  appointed 
it  would  involve  an  increasedexpeuditure, 
owing  to  the  large  naraberof  people  who 
would  go  before  it,  I  wish  to  point  out 
that*  if  the  present  proposal  is  adopted, 
it  would  open  the  door  to  every  Tom, 
Dick,  and  Hariy,  and  that  the  Com- 
mittee would  have  to  sit  for  the  next  two 
rauntha. 

Mr.  DIXOX-HARTLAND:  I  would 
propose  to  omit  from  the  Resolution  the 
words,  "  subject  to  the  Rules,  Orders,  and 
proceedings  of  this  House."  If  those 
wtirtls  ai*e  retained  a  number  of  persons 
will  be  left  out 

Mr.  deputy  speaker  :  The 
question  before  the  House  is  not  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
ampton,  but  that  which  stands  in  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Jklember  for  Battersea 

Ir,  0,  V.  Morgan). 

Major  BANES  (West    Ham,  S.) :  In 
iie  interests   of   an    important    pari   of 
London^  I  beg  t<:>  supfjort  the  Motion, 

♦Mh.  CH1LDER8  (Edinburgh,  S.)  : 
I  must  appeal  to  the  leadur  of  the 
ilouse  not  to  sanction  this  Motion. 
Aa  the  Bill  is  to  ho  referred  to  an 
ordinary  and  not  t«i  a  Hybrid  Committee, 
Hb  proceedings  must  he  governed  by 
iho  Standing  Ordei'S  of  the  House,  and 
they  would  have  to  be  suspended  before 
the  Motion  eould  be  put. 

♦The  first  LORD  of  the  TR]^ 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  West- 
jninater) :  I  think  that  we  ought  to  be 
careful  to  observe  the  rules  and  orders  of 
the  House,  and,  under  the  circumstances 
of  the  case,  I  hope  the  hon.  Member  for 
Battersea  will  consent  to  the  adjourn 
ment  of  the  Debate,  so  that  it  may  l>e 
ascertained  whether  the  Motion  is  in 
accordance  with  the  Standing  Orders. 

Mr.  O.  V.  MORGAN  (Battersea)  :  I 
am  willing  to  djusent  to  the  prupasal  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Question,  ''That  the  Debate  be  now 
adjourned,'^  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Monday  next. 
QU  ES  T 10  XS. 


IRELAND-LAND   COMMISSIONERS— 

.SECURITY  FROAI  TENANTS. 

(4.0.)    Mr.  J.  E.  ELLLS  (Nottingham, 

Rushcliffe)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 

4ary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 

Mr,  Luhoucherti 


whether   security, 
misscjry  notes,   or 


in  the  shape  of  p^ 
otherwise,  has  beei 
at  any  time  required  or  taken  by  the 
Land  Commissioners  from  persona  other 
than  the  purchasing  occupier*  in  sal 
under  the  Land  Purchase  (Ireland)  Ai 
1885  to  1888  ;  and,  if  so,  in  how  many 
instances  has  such  outside  security  been 
required,  and  what  is  the  legal  authority 
for  it'/ 

Thk  chief  SECRETARY  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J,  Balfocr,  Man* 
Chester,  E  )  ;  The  Land  Cummissioners 
report  that  in  carrying  out  sales  of 
estates  to  tenants  they  meet  with 
exceptional  cases  in  wliich,  wliile  they 
do  not  feel  justified  in  refusing  to 
sanction  the  sale  of  a  particulflr  holding, 
they  deem  it  prudent  to  receive  sup- 
piemen tal  securities.  Such  supple mentel 
securities  have  been  given  by  ihe 
landlord  in  61  cases,  and  on  belmlf  of  the 
tenant  in  1 4  eases.  The  Coramiss loners' 
legal  authority  is  the  right  possessed  by 
every  mortgagee  to  accept  supplemental 
securities,  if  offered. 


THE  ASHBOURNE  ACTS. 

Mr.  KSSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.): 
On  behalf  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Elgin  and  Nairn  (Mr.  Keay),  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  with  reference  to 
the  nine  holdings  stated  to  have  been  re- 
sold in  consequence  of  default  by  tenant 
purchasers  under  the  Ashbourne  Acts, 
whether  he  will  state  the  dat«  of  the 
original  sale,  and  the  amount  of  the 
original  purchtise  money,  of  each  of  these 
holdings  respectively ;  the  amount 
realised  from  the  timant  purchaser  in 
each  c^se  in  respect  of  Lhc  annuity  up  to 
the  date  of  default ;  and  the  date  of  re- 
sale, and  the  price  received  in  each  case  ; 
was  the  price  in  each  c^se  received  in  cash ; 
and  what  loss,  if  any,  has  been  sustained 
hy  the  Tr<*asury  or  by  the  original  land- 
lord in  each  case  in  consequence  of  the 
default  and  re-sale  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  the 
jmrticulara,  and  shall  be  happy  to  show 
them  to  the  hon.  Member,  but  it  would 
tiike  a  long  time  to  read  them  out  to  the 
House, 

Mr.  ESSLEMONT:  Has  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  any  evidence  to  show 
what,  ia  tlie  eases  of  re^sale,  the  arrears 
werel 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  No,  Sir. 
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Mr.  ES>LEM0NT:  It  is  well-known 
that  ill  many  instances  tb»  arrears  were 
included  in  the  purchase  money,  and  that 
the  default  w&a  owing  to  that  fact. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  What  the 
lion.  Gentleman  means  is  that  the  tutix! 
purchase  motiej  has  been  in  excess  of 
the  vuluj  of  the  huldings*  I  liav^e  no 
grounds  to  think  that  such  has  been  the 
case. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork):  I 
be;^  to  II 8 k  the  Chief  St'cretiry  to  the 
L>rd  Lieuteaanfc  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact  that 
on  several  estates  recently  sold  to  tenimts 
under  the  Ashbourne  Acts  (and  notably 
on  Jjord  Shannon's  estat.%  nearMiddletou) 
portions  of  tiie  property  sold  consisted  of 
the  plots  of  g-round  taken  on  99 years'  lease 
by  Boards  of  Guardians  under  the 
Labourers'  Acts,  for  the  erection  of 
labourers'  cottages  j  whether  in  these 
caa^s,  under  the  existing  law,  the  land- 
lord's rent  and  reversion,  in  respsct  of 
the  labourar's  cottige,  must  ba  either 
retained  by  the  landlord  who  is  selling, 
or  bought  by  the  tenant  who  is  pur- 
chasing, and  who  thus  becomes  the  laud- 
lord  of  the  Guardians ;  and  whether  he 
will  consider  the  advisability  of  giving 
Boards  of  Guardians  themselves  p<3wer 
to  purchase  in  such  cases  i 

Mb.  a.  X  BALFOLril:  The  law  is 
as  stated  in  the  question.  The  sugges- 
tion in  the  last  paragraph  shall  receive 
consideration. 

ENNISKILLEN  POST  OFFICE— CASE 
OF  D,  MAGAW. 
Mb.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  (Fer- 
managh, N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  tlie  Post- 
master General  whether  ho  will  re-con- 
sider the  claim  of  David  Magaw,  for 
compensation  from  the  Post  Office  for 
breach  of  agreement,  in  connection  with 
the  Post  Office  at  Euniskillen  ? 

♦The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raises,  University  of  Cambridge) :  I 
should  not  be  prepared  to  recommend 
the  Government  to  repeat  the  offer  made 
to  Mr*  Magaw  in  1884,  unless  he  were  to 
cancel  the  late  Postmaster  s  case,  as  from 
that  date. 

KNOCKADOON  AND  BALLYCOTTON 

TIERS. 
Db.  tanner  (Cork,  Mid) :  I  beg  to 
ask    the     Secretary    to     the     Treasury 
whether,  in  view  ol  the  fact  that   the 


Knockadoon  and  Ballycotton  piers  were 
both  constructed  under  the  same  Act, 
the  Boird  of  Works  have  sulxstin- 
t Lilly  repaired  the  former  and  neglected 
Ballycotton ;  can  he  explain  why, 
although  the  County  Cork  Grand  Jury 
(Summer  1889)  passed  i!200  to  repair 
KnockadtKjn,  the  Board  of  Works  would 
not  permit  them  tti  go  on  with  the  work, 
but  did  it  themselves ;  if  it  be  correct 
that  the  Board  of  Works  has  no  responsi- 
bility for  these  structures  after  they  are 
handed  ever  to  the  Grand  Jury,  why, 
and  by  wliat  authority,  did  they  accept 
responsibility  for  repairing  Knockadoon, 
and  deny  responi^ibility  in  the  case  of 
Ballycotton  ;  and  whether  the  Treasury 
is  aware  of  the  fact  that  the  Grand  Jury 
have  again  refused  to  take  over  the 
Ballycotton  pier,  for  the  third  time,  in 
consequence  of  its  faulty  construction 
and  rapid  disintegration  ? 

The  SECRETARY  tothe  TREASURY 
(Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.)  :  The  defects  at 
Knockadoon  arose  fiom  the  inadvt'rtent 
use  of  inferior  cement  in  part  of  the 
work.  The  contractors  expressed  their 
willingness  to  supply  fresh  matei-ial  free 
of  charge,  and  the  Boai-d  of  Works  were, 
therefore  authorised  to  make  the  repairs^ 
I  am  Lnfon:ned  by  the  B^Jard  of  Works 
that,  in  their  judgment,  no  repairs  have 
beent  or  are  required,  at  Ballycotton, 

Ds.  TANNER:  The  h  on /Gentleman 
has  not  answered  trie  first  and  third 
paragraphs  of  my  question.  Is  it  not  a 
fact  that  considerable  sums  of  money 
have  been  expended  on  Ballycotton  pier, 
and  did  not  the  lion.  Memlier  see  for 
himself  that  the  construction  of  the 
pier  is  faulty  ?  Is  he  satisfied  to  allow 
the  work  to  pasr*  into  the  hands  of  the 
Gi*and  Juiy  in  n-  faulty  condition  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON :  I  think  tlie  two  piers. 
may  be  placed  in  the  same  category.  I 
have  no  fear  of  any  accident  to  Bally- 
cotton pier.  All  the  Reports  show  that 
the  pier  is  in  a  satisfactory  condition. 

Db.  tanner  :  Who  is  responsible  for 
the  care  of  Billycottou  pier  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  ?  Is  it  the  Treasury,  or  the 
Grand  Jury  who  have  positively  and 
absolutelv  refused  to  take  it  over? 

Mb.  JACKSON:  I  think  the  Grand 
Jury  ai*e  re8|>onsiblo.  Tliey  have  no 
power  to  refuse  to  take  it  over,  and  it 
\m&  been  handed  over  to  them. 

Dr.  TANNER:  Have  not  the  Grand 
Juiy  for  the  third  time  refused,  in  con- 
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sequence  of  its  faulty  construction,  to 
take  it  over?  Are  they,  then,  respon 
flible  for  it  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON  :  Yes,  Sir. 

THE  BELFAST  POST  OFFICE. 
Mr.  sexton  (Balfast,  W.) :  I  beg  to 
^Ak  the  Postmaster  General  whether  the 
promotions  officially  notified  on  the  1 7th 
of  January  last  to  the  steifE  of  the  Tele- 
graph Department  of  the  Belfast  Post 
Office  as  about  to  be  made  have  yet 
taken  place ;  if  not,  what  is  the  reason  of 
the  delay,  and  if  it  is  due  to  local  causes ; 
&nd  if  he  can  state  whether  those 
promised  promotions  will  now  be  de- 
clared? 

•*Me.  BATK:E3:  The  promotions  at 
Belfast  have  now  been  miade,  and  will 
date  back  to  the  1st  of  February. 

Mr.  sexton  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General  whether  the  appointments 
to  the  vacancies  that  arise  upon  the  re- 
spective stafEs,  Postal  and  Telegraph,  of 
the  Belfast  Post  Office,  are  filled  by  open 
public  competition  or  by  nomination  at 
the  instance  of  the  Postmaster  of  Belfast; 
if  by  the  latter  means,  under  what 
circumstances  is  such  a  privilege  granted 
to  the  Postmaster ;  whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  the  power  of  making  appointments 
by  nomination  to  the  Dublin  Post  Office, 
was,  some  years  ago,  withdrawn  from  Mr. 
Secretary  Cresswell ;  whether  examina- 
tions for  vacancies  in  the  Belfast  Post 
Office  are  conducted  upon  the  strict  lines 
as  laid  down  by  the  Civil  Service  Com- 
missioners, and  if  such  examinations  are 
always  held  under  the  supervision  of  an 
irresponsible  person  ;  and  whether  direc- 
tions will  be  given  that  all  existing  and 
future  vacancies  upon  the  respective 
staffs  of  the  Belfast  Post  Office  be  filled 
by  open  public  competition  ? 
*Mr.  RAIKES  :  To  all  junior  appoint- 
ments in  the  Provincial  Post  Offices  the 
local  Postmasters  nominate.  This  is  in 
accordance  with  an  arrangement  made 
many  years  ago  upon  the  recommenda- 
tion of  a  Committee  of  Inquiry,  of  which 
the  late  Lord  Iddesleigh  and  Sir  Charles 
Trevelyan  were  Members.  It  is  not  the 
fact  that  this  arrangement  has  been 
withdrawn  from  the  Dublin  Post  Office, 
for  the  simple  reason  that  it  never 
existed  there.  Examinations  for  appoint- 
ment to  the  Belfast  and  other  Post  Offices 
are  conducted  in  accordance  with  the 
directions  of  the  Civil  Service  Commis- 
Dr.  Tanner 


sioners,  and  under  the  supervision  of 
responsible  persons.  This  existing 
arrangement,  on  the  whole,  is  believed 
to  work  fairly  well,  and  I  am  not  at 
present  prepared  to  alter  it. 

CHARGE     AGAINST    POLICE 

COI^STABLES. 
Mr.  WILLIAM   REDMOND :  I  beg 

to  as'.c  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  noticed  in 
the  issue  of  the  Fermanagh  MaU  of  the 
16th  April,  a  report  of  a  police  inquiry 
held  in  Police  Barracks  No.  2,  on  the  5tii 
April,  in  reference  to  a  charge  made 
against  Constable  Melley  for  an  alleged 
breach  of  discipline,  from  which  it 
appears  that  Constable  Fitzsimons,  who 
acknowledged  himself  to  have  been  help- 
lessly drunk  on  the  3rd  March,  while  on 
special  duty,  was  fined  the  sum  of  lOs., 
and  removed  to  Cossycon,  a  short  dis- 
tance from  Enniskillen ;  and  that  in 
reference  to  this  same  charge  against 
Constable  Fitzsimons,  Constable  Melley, 
who  was  in  charge  of  him,  and  who  was 
absolutely  proved  to  be  sober,  was  fined 
in  the  sum  of  25s.,  and  removed  to 
Eshendarragh,  one  of  the  worst  districts 
in  the  County  of  Fermanagh ;  and, 
whether  he  can  explain  the  difference  in 
the  respective  penalties  inflicted,  con- 
sidering the  relative  disproportion  of  the 
offences. 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Constabu- 
lary Authorities  report  that  Constable 
Melley  was  more  severely  punished  than 
the  other  constable ;  because  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Court  of  Inquiry,  who  had 
all  the  facts  before  them,  his  case 
deserved  it,  he  being  a  constable  of  18 
years'  service,  and  in  charge  of  the  other, 
who  had  only  four  years*  service.  Each 
of  the  men  was  transferred  to  a  station  for 
which  he  was,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
County  Inspector,  best  adapted. 

GALWAY  BARRACKS. 
Mr.  PINKERTON  (Galway):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
if  his  attention  has  been  directed  to 
resolutions  passed  by  the  Galway  Town 
and  Harbour  Commissioners  with  regard 
to  the  present  unsatisfactoiy  state  of  the 
barracks  in  that  town,  and  requesting  the 
War  Office  to  select  one  of  the  many 
excellent  sites  within  convenient  distance 
of  the  town,  for  the  erection  of  a  barrack 
suitable  for  troops,  both  from  a  sanitary 
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and  comfortable  point  of  view  ;  and  if  it 
ia  the  intention  of  tlie  War  Ollice  to 
accede  to  this  request  t 
♦The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr,  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Hornciistle)  :  My  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  Besolutiou  passed  by  the 
Gralway  Town  and  Harbjtir  Comrais* 
aiouers  with  regard  tci  the  present  nii- 
Batisfactory  state  of  the  barracks  in  that 
town.  I  was  otherwise  well  aware  of 
the  unsatisfactory  condition  of  the 
barracks  at  Gal  way  ;  and  I  certainly 
intend  to  deal  with  thi^  subject  under 
the  Barrack  Bill 

IBISH  COUNTY  COURT  RULES. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
who  is  responsible  for  the  drafting  and 
issuing  of  the  new  Irish  County  Court 
Rules  recently  promulgnted  ;  whether  it 
is  the  case  that  the  new  Rules  are  for  the 
most  part  an  exact  reproduction  of  the 
existing  Rules,  with  such  alterations  as 
recent  legislation  rendered  necessary,  and 
without  any  effort  to  amend  or  improve 
them  ;  whether  before  issuing  the  new 
Rules  they  were  submitted  to  any  of  the 
officials  of  the  various  County  Courts 
concerned,  or  any  attempt  was  made  to 
obtain  suggestions,  with  a  view  to  im 
proving  the  procedure  of  the  Courts  ; 
and  whether  it  is  the  fact  that  the  Rules 
as  issued  are  not  complete,  and  do  not 
contain  the  Rules  as  to  equity  1 

The  ATTORXEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  University  of 
Dublin)  :  The  Lord  Chancelloi's  Secre- 
tary informs  me  that  the  new  Irish  County 
Court  Rules  in  question  were  prepared 
and  issued  by  and  under  tlie 
directions  of  the  Lord  Chancellor 
and  the  Council  of  County  Court, 
Judges,  acting  under  the  provisions 
of  the  County  Officers  and  Courts 
(Ireland)  Act,  1877.  They  represent  a 
consolidation  and  amendment  of  fJl  Rules 
issued  from  time  to  time  by  the  Loi-d 
Chancellor  and  Council  of  County  Court 
Judges  under  that  Act»  all  of  which 
Rules  were  very  carefully  revised  and 
amended.  The  Rules  wert*,  l>efor3  being 
issued,  submitted  to  all  the  County 
Court  Judges,  who  liad  every  opportunity, 
which  was  no  doubt  taken  advantage  of, 
of  cousilting  with  their  officials,  and 
several  valuable  suggestions  were  thus 
obtained  and  adopted  in  the  consolidation 


and  amendment  of  the  Rules.  I  assume 
tliat  the  concluding  parao-raph  of  the 
question  relates  to  the  Rules  as  to  equity 
ap^^eals.  I  am  informed  tlmt  those 
Rules,  so  far  as  they  are  madtj  by  the 
Lord  Chancellor  and  Council  of  County 
Court  Judges,  are  embodied  in  the  Ruleii 
in  question. 

Mr,  M.  HEALY  :  Wliat  are  the  Rules 
which  are  not  embodied  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  There  are  certain 
Rules  under  the  County  Court  Trustees 
Act  which  are  not  embxlied.  All  tlie 
formal  Rules  made  by  the  LokI  Chancellor 
and  the  County  Court  Judges  are  em- 
bodied. 

FRENCH  FISHING  BOATS  OFF  THE 

IRISH  COAST. 
Mb.       EDWARD      HARRINGTOX 

(Kerry,  S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Fiiist  L<3rd 
of  the  Admiralty  wht-ther  atiy  com- 
plaints liave  reached  him  personally  or 
through  the  Bi^ard  of  Trade  that  the 
three  mile  offshore  limit  is  constantly 
invaded  by  French  tiahing  boats  near  Be  re- 
haven  and  on  the  adjacent  Kerry  Coast ; 
and  whether  he  would  deem  it  desirable, 
in  the  interests  of  the  hx!al  fishermen^ 
whose  boats  ar-  not  so  numerously 
manned,  to  send  a  gunboat  to  cruise  iu 
those  fishing  waters  to  prevent  possible 
injustice  to  them  ? 

The  FIRST  liORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Ijord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex* 
Ealing) :  No  complaints  have  been 
received  at  the  Admiralty  of  any  en- 
croachments by  French  fishing  boats  on 
the  coast  of  Kerrj-.  The  coastguard 
cruiser  Fiora  is  now  cruising  off  the 
south-west  coa^st  of  Ireland  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  fisheries,  and  would,  as  a 
matter  of  course,  extend  her  range  of 
action  t^)  include  the  fishing  grounds  on 
the  const  of  Kerry  if  the  proceedings  of 
French  tishermen  rendered  it  necessary, 

Mr.    K.     HARRINGTON:   la   it    a 

sailing  cutter  or  a  gunboat  1 

LoiU)  G.  IL^MILTON  :  A  sailing 
cutter. 

Mr.  E.  HARRLVGTON  :  la  it  not  the 
fact  that  a  gunboat  was  stationed  for 
three  years  in  Ilantry  Buy  for  the  use  of 
a  Resident  Magistrate ;  and,  if  bo^  why 
should  a  giinlK)at  not  be  considered 
necessary  now  ? 

[No  answer.] 
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Dr,  tanner  :  What  ia  tl^e  name  of 
the  cutter  ?  Is  it  the  same  cuttef  that 
was  Btationed  for  a  loDg  time  at  Qaeeus- 
townl 

rNo  answer,] 

CRUELTY  TO  PIT-HORSES. 
Mb.     CDNINGHAME     GRAHAM 

(Lanark,  N.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment if  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  the  following  paragraph  in  the  Daily 
Graphic  of  15th  April : — 

"  Cruelty  to  Pit  Homea. — A  haulier,  named 
Etadb.  engaged  in  a  pit  belonging  to  B^lesers. 
Bftvis  k  Son,  Ferndale,  was  cliarged  at  Yatrad 
Police  Court  yeaterday  with  cruelty.  Engaged 
at  night,  he  had  to  drive  a  horse  which  had 
been  worked  during  the  day  hy  another 
haulier.  Defendant  remarked  that  the  horao 
teemed  stubborn  and  would  not  do  its  work, 
whereupon  he  struGk  it  severtkl  times  with  a 
apragf  causing  serions  swelling.  The  unfortu- 
nate horse  had  had  only  two  hours'  rest  between 
the  two  shifts.  A  fine  of  t%  19b,,  including 
costs,  was  inflicted  ; " 

and  if  it  is  possible  to  inflict  heavier 
penalties  in  these  caaesi 

The  SECRETARY  or  STATE  ro»  thk 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  MATmEwa, 
Birmingham,  E.) :  1  have  obtained  a 
Report  from  the  Justices  on  this  case. 
They  were  inclined  to  believe  that  the 
defendant  atmck  the  horse  once  only 
with  the  fiprag,  as  only  one  mark  of  a 
blow  waa  proved.  The  horaa  was  not 
disabled  in  any  way.  The  defendant 
bore  a  good  character,  and  there  was  no 
complaint  e^inst  him  of  having  ill-nsed 
an  animal  previously.  The  Justices  C4>n- 
flider  that  the  sentence  erred,  if  at  all, 
on  the  side  of  severity.  It  waa  stated 
on  behalf  of  the  owners  that  the  horse 
working  for  two  consecutive  shifts  was 
an  exceptional  circumstance.  The  maxi- 
mum fine  is  J£5  ]  but  the  Justices  have 
the  power  of  sentencing  to  three  months' 
imprisonmeiit. 

CAVALRY  BOOTMAKERS. 
Mr.  CQNINGHAME  GRAHAM  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  if  it  is  a  fact  that  the  cavalry  boot- 
makers of  Adershot  have  been  removed 
from  the  ordinary  workshops  and  put  in 
flagged  outhouBt'S,  with  open  diuins  in 
snd  near  them  ;  if  it  iij  a  fact  that  the 
l)oot makers  of  the  llth  Hussars  had  tc\ 
buy  coals  all  last  winter  out  of  their 
wages  of  1 28,  a  week  ;  and  is  it  a  f lact 
that  the  master  bootmakers  of  the  1 6th 


Lancers,  llth  Hussars,  !9ib  HuBsars, 
Army  Service  Corps,  and  Engineer  Train 
are  receiving  100  per  cent,  on  repairs, 
and  50  per  cent,  on  new  work,  whilst 
workmen  average  12s.  a  week  wages  ? 

♦Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  The  cavalry 
bootmakers  of  Aldershot  have  not  been 
removed  from  the  place  where  they  have 
worked  for  years.  The  bocitmakera  of 
the  I  Ith  Hussai'S  bought  extra  coal  last 
winter  to  the  extent  of  1  cwt.  a  week. 
The  master  bootmakers'  prc»tits  are  fixed 
by  regulation,  and  iu  no  case  exceeds  20 
per  cent.  The  men  rarely  work  more 
than  five  days  a  week,  and  the  average 
in  most  corps  considerably  exceed  12g. 
In  the  cavalry  shops  they  could  amount 
to  228.  6d. 

♦Me.  C.  GRAHAM:  What  are  thc^ 
average  i^'ages  ?  In  how  many  instancesi 
are  thev  ubove  12s.  a  week  ? 

♦Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  :  The  wages  vary 
iu  different  forces.  If  the  men  choose 
to  work  overtime  they  receive  more 
wages;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  they 
only,  as  a  rule,  work  for  five  days  ib 
week. 

THE  SPmiT  DUTIES. 

Mr.  WATT  (Glasgow,  Camlachie):  Ibeg 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  the  duty  charged  upon  British 
spirits  is  now  lOs.  6d.  per  gallon,  while 
the  rate  on  West  Indian  Rum  is  IDs.  lOd. 
per  galkm,  ani  whether  the  difference 
was  originally  made  on  account  of  the 
British  distiller  being  interfered  with  by 
the  Excise  Laws;  whether  West  India 
distillers  are  also  subject  to  Colonial 
Excise  Laws  ;  and  whether,  if  the  two 
industries  are  on  the  same  footing,  he* 
will  consider  the  advisability  of  equalising 
the  rate,  having  regard  to  the  addltioiiuJ 
disadvantagts  at  which  West  Indian 
rum  is  placed,  consequent  upon  un- 
recoverable loss  or  damage  in  transit,, 
costs  of  freight,  insurance,  «fec  f 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE. 
QUE  a  (Mr,  GoscBEN,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  The  facts  are  as  stated 
in  the  first  paragraph.  It  ig  believed 
that  Colonial  distillers  are  subject  to 
certain  Excise  restrictions,  but  not  of 
such  stringency  as  those  imposed  upon 
British  distillers.  The  surtax  on  rum 
waa  formerly  only  2d.  a  gallon  ;  but  in 
1881  the  right  hon.  Member  lor  Mid 
Lothian  proposed  an  adjustment  of  the 
surtax  on  Foreign  and   Colonial   spiritfly 
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and  B^ed  it  at  the  uniform  rate  of  4d. 
on  all  imported  spirita.  Since  that  date 
oircnmstancea  have  not  arisen  to  justify 
any  modification  of  the  tax. 

FRENCH  LOBSTER  FACrTORIES  IN 
NEWFOUNDLAND. 

Mb.  de  lisle  (LoicesterBhire,  Mid.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether,  con- 
sidering the  fact  that  the  Law  Officers  of 
the  Crown  have  prononnced  the  opinion 
that  neither  by  the  Treaty  of  Utrecht, 
nor  by  any  other  Treaty,  nor  by  pre- 
scription, have  the  French  any  right  to 
erect  lobster  factories  on  the  shores  of 
Newfoundland ;  and  whether,  considering 
that  the  modus  vivendi  lately  established 
now  recognises  the  existence  of  such 
factories,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  take  into  consideration  the  exasperar 
tion  which  has  been  publicly  expressed 
at  indignation  meetings  held  throughout 
the  Island  of  Newfoundland  to  protest 
against  the  course  that  has  been 
adopted  1 

•The  under  SECRETAEY  of  STATE 
FOB     FOREIGN      AFFAIRS     (Sir     J. 
Fekgusson,  Manchester,  N.E.) :  The  Re- 
ports of  the  Law   Officers  of  the  Crown 
have    always    been     treated     by    Her 
Majesty^s  Government   as   strictly    con- 
fidential ;  but  I  do  not  recxignise  the  words 
quoted  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  as  having 
occurred    in   any   such   opinion.     Tliey 
represent^  nevertheless,  the  view  of  Her 
™Majesty^8     Government.       The     jn^nius 
Bvii?enc?i  now  established  in  noway  admits 
the  right  of  the  French  to  erect   lobster 
factories,    but   is    entirely    without  pre- 
judice to  the  claims   or  contentions  of 
either     Government.       Her     Majesty^s 
Ghivemment  will  give    the  fullest  con- 
^sideration   to   any    represen  tat  ions,    not 
^■inconsistent  with  the  Treaty  obligations 
Hfcf  this  country  and  of  the  colony,  w^hich 
■  may  be  made  to  them  from  Newfound- 
"  land  on  the  lobster  fishery  question,  and 
hope  shortly   to  hear  from  the  Colonial 
^■Delegates  what  proposals  they  desire  to 
Hxnake. 

^     Dr.  tanner  :  When  will  the  Dele- 
gates come  over  ? 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  I  do  not    low  ; 
but  I  have  seen  a  statement  th"^    they 
will  leave  shortly, 
VOL.  nrnxTJiT     ^rssM  ooob.] 


POSTAL  ARRANGEMENTS  AT  LISCARD, 
CHESHIRE. 
COLONBL  COTTON  (Cheshire,  Wirral)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  he  will  cause  further  inquiry 
to  be  made  into  the  Postal  arrangementa 
for  the  delivery  of  lettei^  in  Liscard, 
Cheshire ;  and  whether,  as  that  district 
contains  now  over  30,000  inhabitants,  he 
will  consider  if  he  cannot  establish  » 
head  Post  Office  there  instead  of  having 
it  worked  as  a  suboffice  of  Birkenhead, 
as  it  is  at  the  present  time  ? 

•Mr,  RAIKES  :  I  am  not  aware  that 
any  change  is  required  at  Liscard  in 
addition  to  that  of  which  I  informed  my 
hon.  Friend  in  my  letter  of  the  18th 
instant.  If,  however,  he  will  communi- 
cate with  me  respecting  any  further  im- 
provement which  he  considers  to  be 
needed,  the  matter  shall  receive  my 
attention.  It  is  not  propceed  to  estab- 
lish a  Head  Post  Office  at  Liscard,  as  the 
change  would  entail  additional  expense 
without  sufficient  corresponding  ad- 
vantage either  to  the  public  or  to  the 
Post  Office. 

SUPERIOR  OFFICERS  ON  THE  POST 
OFFICE  MINOR  ESTABLISHMENT. 
Mr.  CAUSTON  (Southwark,  W*)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  Superior  Officers  on  the  minor 
establishment  in  the  Post  Office  are 
allowed  to  openly  compete  'for  appoint- 
ments on  the  major  establishment  in 
their  own  Departments ;  and,  if  not,  why 
not  ? 

*Mr.  RAIKES  ;  Different  appointments 
are  entered  under  different  standards 
of  examination,  and  without  a  fi'esh 
examination  a  man  who  has  entered  the 
Service  under  one  standard  cannot  pass 
to  an  appointment  which  is  entered  by 
another  and  higher  standard.  But,  of 
course,  no  one,  provided  he  is  within  the 
pre scri lied  limits  of  age,  is  prevented 
from  to  king  part  in  an  open  competi- 
tion. 

SHERIFF  CLERK  OF  AYRSHIRE. 
Db,  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College)  : 
I  beg  to  aak  the  Lord  Advocate  whether 
in  BUing  up  the  vacant  highly-paid  office 
cf  Sheriff  Clerk  of  Ayrshire,  car©  will  be 
taken  that  the  person  appointed  shall  not 
only  discharge  the  duties  of  the  office  in 
3A 
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person,  but  shall  be  prohibited  from  en- 
gaging in  any  other  busiiiefis? 
♦The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P.  B. 
BoBiBTBoN,  Bnt«) :  In  recent  cases 
of  filling  up  appomtments  of  the  import- 
ance of  the  one  referred  to  in  this  ques- 
tion the  points  mentioned  by  the  hon. 
Member  have  been  given  effect  to.  As 
r«»gards  this  particular  office,  which  has 
just  fallen  vacant,  it  would  be  premature 
for  me  to  say  more  than  that  these  points 
will  receive  the  usual  careful  considera- 
tion. 

DEMOLITION  OF  A  HINDOO  TEMPLE 
AT  DURBUNGA. 

Mr.  KEAY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  ludia  whether  he 
has  now  received  the  particular!  regard- 
ing the  demolition  of  a  Hindoo  Temple 
at  Durbungaj  the  responsibility  for 
which  was  accepted  by  Mr.  BeadoD,  the 
civil  officer  of  the  district ;  whether  he 
has  noticed  a  telegram  from  the  Calcutta 
correspondent  of  the  Daily  I'^tivs^  pub- 
lished on  19th  instant,  stating  that  the 
Hindoo  community  are  not  satisfied  with 
the  decision  of  the  Lieutenant  Governor 
of  Bengal,  removing  Mr,  Beadon  to 
another  district,  and  demand  that  he 
should  be  punished  ;  whether  this  Mr. 
Beadon  is  the  same  officer  who,  when 
Acting  Deputy  Commissioner  at  Haza- 
reebagh,  was  severely  censured  by  order 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  in 
consequence  of  his  action  in  what  was 
known  as  the  "  Hiijsareebagh  Gaol  Case/ ' 
and  directed  to  make  a  full  apology  to 
the  Gaol  Superintendent,  wliom  he  haci 
wrongfully  accused  of  tampering  with 
the  official  records  under  his  charge  ;  and 
whether  he  will  make  inquiry  into  the 
conduct  and  antecedents  of  the  officer  in 
question,  with  the  view  of  determining 
whether  mere  removal  to  another  district 
is  sufficient  punishment  for  his  conduct 
in  the  present  case  1 

The  LTNDEIl  SECRETARY  or  STATE 
von  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gobst,  Chatham): 
The  Secretary  of  State  has  received  no 
official  information  respecting  the  demoli- 
tion of  the  1  udian  Temple  at  Durbunga. 
Hifl  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
telegram  only  by  the  question.  The 
facts  stated  respecting  Mr.  Beadon  are 
not  correct.  The  matter  occurred  more 
than  15  years  ago.  Mr,  Beadon  was  not 
censured  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  nor 
ordered  to  apologise  for  making  a  wrong- 

Dr.  Cameron 


ful  accusation.     Tha  Secretary  of  St^t 
sees  no  reason  lor  his  interference  in  thi 
matter. 

THE   AUSTUALTAN  AND    INDIAN 

MAILS. 

Me.  WATT :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Pott- 
master  General  whether  proposals  were 
made  to  the  Australian  Colonies  some 
time  ago  to  the  effect  that  the  rates  botli 
out  and  home  might  with  advatvtage  be 
reduced  to  3d.  per  letter  by  the  directJ 
ocean  route,  and  declined  ;  whether  thi 
Colonies  were  unanimous  in  their  de- 
cision ;  and  whether  it  is  the  intentiom 
d  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  reduce 
the  outward  rate  by  all  routes  to  2i(L 
per  letter  in  the  event  of  the  refusal 
the  Colonies  and  India  to  make  a  aimi 
reduction  homewards  ? 

*Me,  HENNIKER  HEATOK  (Canter- 
bury) ;  Before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
answers  the  question^  may  I  ask  if  he  is 
aware  that  the  Australian  people  and 
Press  are  strongly  in  favour  of  the  reduc 
tion,  and  that  the  Australian  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  opposed  it  simply  upon 
fiscal  grounds,  sitting  as  tightly  on  the 
Austra,Iian  Treasury  Chests  as  an  EngliBl 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  does  heref  j 

♦Mr.  RAIKES  :  The  hon.  Member  fo 
Canterbury  (Mr,  H.  Heaton)  is  perhapi'^ 
not  aware  that  to-morrow  lam  tohavean 
officialintcrview  with  the  Representatives 
of  the  Australian  Colonies.  Under  those 
circumstances,  I  do  not  think  it  is  desir- 
able to  enter  further  into  the  question 
which  he  has  raised.  In  reply  to  the 
question  upon  the  Paper,  I  have  to  say 
that  in  1887  proposals  were  made  to  the 
Australasian  Colonies  to  institute  a  3d. 
or  4d,  postage  on  letters  forwarded  be- 
tween this  country  and  the  Colonies,  in 
both  directions,  by  the  all  sea  route.  My 
own  wish  was  to  establish  a  3d.  rate,  butt 
at  a  Conference  held  in  Sydney,  the 
Colonies  adopted  a  Resolution  in  favour 
of  a  4d.  rate  ;  and,  in  deference  to  their 
wishes,  that  mte  was  adopted, 
regards  the  last  jmrt  of  the  hon.  Member*! 
question,  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  add 
anything  to  the  statement  made  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  his  recent 
Budget  Speech, 

THE   BOUNDARIES  COMMISSION 

(SCOTLAND.) 
Mr,     MARJORIBANKS     (Berwick^ 
shirt.')  :  1  Ixff  to  ask  the  Lord   Af3h 
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whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Bonndary 
Commissioaera  for  Scotland,  at  their  sit- 
ting held  at  Duns  on  the  14th  ultimo, 
intimated  that,  in  their  opinion,  they  had 
no  power  to  deal  with  the  boundaries  of 
counties  except  in  the  case  of  detached 
portions ;  and  whether  thia  intimatiou  is 
accordance  with  the  proviiioris  of 
ion  45  of  the  Local  Goyernnient 
(Scotland)  Act,  and  with  kia  own  state- 
ments as  to  the  powers  and  duties  of 
the  Boundary  Commission  made  in  the 
House  of  Commoni  on  8th  April,  1889? 

♦Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  I  am 
informed  hy  the  Chairman  of  the 
Boundary  Commission  that  the  Commis- 
sioners did  not  make  the  broad  statement 
contained  in  the  first  branch  of  the  ques- 
tion. The  import  of  the  Commissioners* 
statement  wa3,  that  tliey  did  not  propose 
to  undertake  a  general  strai^phtening  of 
overhauling  of  county  boundaries^ 
although  they  were  prepared  to  deal 
with  them  in  instances  where,  owing 
to  parishes  being  situated  in  more 
oonnties  than  one,  or  owing  to  the  de- 
tachmentof  parts  of  counties  and  parishes, 
such  a  rectification  seemed  to  be  necessary 
or  advantageous. 

THE  CITY  OF  PARIS. 
Mr,  GROTRIAN(Huli,  E  )  :  I  l^eg  to 
aak  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  to  order  an  official  investigation 
into  the  serious  accident  which  I'ecently 
occurred  to  the  steamship  City  of'  ParU  ; 
if  so,  to  what  tribunal  it  is  proposed  to 
refer  this  important  case^  in  which  not 
only  the  lives  of  several  hundred  persona 
were  imperilled,  and  property  to  the 
value  of  about  £250,000  involved^  but 
which  must,  of  necessity,  embrace 
technical  details  of  very  great  intricacy, 
and  whether,  in  the  event  of  the 
judgment  of  the  Court  being  against  the 
owners,  builders,  officers,  and  crew  of 
the  vessel,  or  any  of  them,  there  is  or 
will  be  in  either  case  any  right  of  appeal ; 
and,  if  so,  to  what  Court  ? 

*The  PEIESIDEIST  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  M,  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
W.)  :  An  official  investigation  has  been 
ordered  before  a  Wreck  Court,  composed 
of  the  Stipendiary  Magistrate  at  Liver- 
pool and  skilled  assessors.  The  officers 
will  have  a  right  of  appen.1  to  the  Ad- 
miralty Divisiott  of  the    Hi^h  Court  of 


Jnstice  if  the  Wreck  Court  suBpends  or 
cAucels  their  certificates,  but  not  other- 


THE  IMPERIAL  DEFENCE  ACT. 
Mb.  SHAW  LBFETRE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  I  beg  to  aak  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whetlier  he  can  state  the 
amount  which  it  is  estimated  has  been 
expended  under  the  Imperial  Defence 
Act  in  fortifications  in  the  year  1889-90, 
and  how  much  it  is  estimated  "will  be 
expended  in  the  year  1890-91  ? 

•Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  :  The  expenditure 
on  fortifications  under  the  Imperial 
Defence  Act  has  been  for  1889-90  ap- 
proximately  £320,000,  and  for  1890-91 
it  is  estimated  at  £400,000  ? 

PROHIBITION  OF  MEETINGS  OF  POST 
OFFICE  OFFICIALS. 

Mr.  ALFRED  THOMAS  (Glamorgan, 
E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General,  with  reference  to  a  Circular 
purporting  to  be  issued  by  him,  for- 
bidding certain  meetings  of  the  office n 
of  the  Post  Otfice,  whether  he  will  sus- 
pend the  operation  of  the  Order  until  th^ 
Departmental  Committee  which,  on  the 
1 5  th  in  St.,  he  informed  the  House  had 
been  appointed  to  examine  the  gricTancet 
put  forward  by  the  telegraph  clerks,  have 
reported  on  the  matter ;  and  whethei 
that  Committee's  Eeport  will  bo  laid 
before  the  House? 

♦Mr.  C.  GRAHAM:  Will  the  Postmaater 
Genei'al  C4.Kmmunicate  to  the  House  the 
fall  and  exact  ferms  of  the  notice  issued 
recently  with  reference  to  the  holding  of 
meetings  by  Postal  employ^ ;  and  will 
be  state  the  authority  by  which  he  is 
entitled  to  prohibit  postmen  from  meet- 
ing to  discuss  their  grievances,  or  to 
insist  upon  Government  shortlaand 
writers  being  present  at  such  meetings  ? 

Mr.  PICKER8GILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S,W.) :  Hau  the  Postmaster  General  prohi- 
bited meetings  of  telegraphists,  sorters, 
and  postmen  outside  the  Post  Office  build- 
ing for  the  discussion  of  official  questions, 
except  under  certain  conditions  ;  and  is 
it  one  of  those  conditions  that  "  an 
official  shorthand  writer  be  present  if 
required  by  the  authorities  '*  1 
♦Mb.  RAIKES  :  What  has  been  done 
has  been  to  relax  the  rule  of  the  Semoe 
on  the  subject  of  meetings  outside  the 
Post  Office  building  for  the  di0on«Ai(m  ci 
oMicial  que^ions,  not  to  mi^e  ib^  rule 
3  A  2 
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more  stringent,  and  at  the  same  time  to 
make  it  known  to  the  telegTapbists,  wlio 
appear  to  have  had  no  intimation  of  it 
before,  that  from  this  rule  they  are  not 
exempt.  The  conditions  on  which  Post 
Officjo  servants  are  now  allowed  to  meet 
are — (1)  that  ample  notice  l>e  given  to 
the  Local  Post  Office  Authority  that  such 
a  meeting  will  be  held,  and  where  it  is 
proposed  to  hold  it ;  (2)  that  the  meeting 
will  be  confined  to  Post  Office  servants, 
and  to  those  Post  Office  servants  only, 
who  are  directly  in  teres  ted  in  the  matter 
or  matters  to  b©  diacuBsed  ;  (3)  that  an 
official  shorthand  writer  be  present  if 
required  by  the  authorities,  I  «ee  no 
reason  for  suspending  the  operation  of 
this  mle,  which  is  far  less  stringent  than 
the  one  it  supersedes.  Although  it 
would  be  contrary  to  precedent,  and 
obviously  most  inconvenient  to  th# 
Public  Service,  to  communicate  to 
Parliament  any  confidential  Papers  pre- 
pared by  the  Department  for  Depart- 
mental use,  I  shallj  of  course,  be  glad  to 
lay  upon  the  Table  such  documents  as 
embody  the  decisions  at  which  the 
Government  may  arrive. 

Eeplying  to  a  farther  question  by  Mr. 
0.  Geaham, 

Mr.  RAIKES  said :  It  is  certainly 
my  object  to  confine  the  meetings 
to  Post  Office  servants.  I  wish  to 
protect  the  Public  Service  and  the  State 
from  the  incursion  of  agitators,  either 
hired  or  otherwise  ;  and  ^ith  regard  to 
the  other  part  of  the  hon.  Member's 
question,  1  have  only  to  say  that  my  wish 
is  that  the  Department  may  be  accurately 
informed  of  the  grievances  which  are 
alleged  at  these  meetings.  With  that 
object  it  is  desirable  there  should  be 
an  authentic  report  of  what  takes  place 
at  the  meetings ;  but  the  Post  Office 
servants  are,  and  must  be,  well  aware 
that  to  statements  made  bond  fide  and 
couched  in  proper  and  suitable  language^ 
as  I  am  sure  they  will  be,  no  serious 
consequences  can  be  attached. 

In  further  reply  to  Mr.  0.  Graham  and 
Mr,  Fenwtcjc. 

♦Mb.  RAIKES  said  :  Because  this  rule 
is  entirely  adapted  to  the  persons  who 
are  in  the  service  of  the  State»  and  my 
only  wish  is  that  accurate  information 
should  be  obtained  of  the  discussions  at 
these  meetings ;  and  I  am  quite  sure  that 
Mr.  BaikeM 


the  fact  that  an  authentic  report  is  made  of 
the  meetings  will  kt^ep  within  bounds  tlje 
rhetoric  of  some  of  the  gentlemen  who 
address  the  meetings,  and  that  they  will 
confine  themselves  to  the  statement  of 
asceitained  facts, 

SiB  W.  LAWSON  (Cumberland, 
Cockermouth)  :  Is  it  a  rule  of  the  Service 
that  none  of  the  officials  shall  attend  Party 
or  political  meetings  ? 

♦Mr.  RAIKE8  :  I  do  not  think  ther« 
is  any  rule  which  prevents  an  official 
attending  a-Party  meeting  ;  but  there  has 
always  been  a  very  clear  nnderatanding 
that  they  should  not  t>ake  any  active  part 
in  them. 

Sib  W,  LAWSON;  Under  these 
circumstances,  is  it  true  that  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  himself  attended  a 
political  meeting? 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  :  Inconsequence 
of  the  unsatisfactory  reply  given  by  the 
Postmaster  General  as  to  the  Circular 
which  he  has  issued  respecting  the 
meetings  of  Post  Office  servants  to 
discuss  official  question,  I  shall  on  the 
Post  Office  Vote  call  further  attention  to 
the  matter,  and  by  moving  a  reduction 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  salary  give 
the  House  an  opportunity  of  pronouncing 
an  opinion  on  the  subject 

TRINIDAD. 

Mb.  ESSLEMONT  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Undersecretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  the  Secretary  of  State  has  given 
iuBtruotions  that  education  in  Trinidad 
shall  neither  be  compulsory  or  free  1 

The  under  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Baron  H.  de  Worms. 
Liverpool,  East  Toxteth)  :  The  Secretary 
of  State  has  expressed  his  concurrence  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Governor  of  Trinidad 
that,  in  the  circumstances  of  the  Colony, 
it  IS  not  yet  practicable  to  intn:>duce  com- 
pulsory education,  and  that  moderate 
achoi^l  fees  should  continue  to  be  charged, 
except  for  the  children  of  Indian  Immi- 
grant labourers  and  of  parents  who  are 
too  poor  to  pay  them. 

INHABITED  HOUSE  DUTY. 
Me,  KELLY  (Camberwell,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether,  in  the  case  of  the  alterations  in 
the  amount  of  the  Inhabited  House 
Duty,  making  it  !2d.  and  4d.  for  shops 
and  houses  between  the  annual  values 
of  £20  and  MO,   and  4d.  and  6d,  for 
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shops  and  houses  between  the  aimiial 
ralues  of  £40  and  £60,  it  is  intended  to 
provide  that  the  amounts  of  £40  and 
£60  shall  be  inclusive  respectively  ? 

•Mft.  OOSCHEN  :  The  amounts  of  £40 
and  of  £60  are  respectively  inclusive  ; 
but  the  duty  on  houses  between  £20  and 
£40  is  reduced  to  3d.,  not,  as  I  said  in 
my  Financial  Statement,  to  4d, 

THE  CUSTOMS. 

Mr.  KELLY  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  whether  it  is  the 
fact  that  the  question  of  the  re-organisa- 
tion  of  the  Statistical  Department  of  the 
Customs  has  been  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Treasury  for  nearly  three 
years  ;  what  is  the  reason  for  such  pri> 
longed  delay;  and  whether  he  can  fix 
the  date  at  which  a  final  settlement  of 
the  question  may  be  expected  ? 

JMe.  JACKSON  :  The  Report  of  the 
Departmental  Committee  on  the 
Statistical  Department  of  the  Customs 
was  received  in  1888.  1  think  it  only 
right  to  say  that  the  postponement  of  a 
deciflioo  on  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee  has  not  been  due  to  any 
delay  on  the  part  of  the  Treasury^  but 
to  the  necessity  of  first  deciding  ques- 
tions suggested  by  the  Report  of  the 
Royal  Commission  on  Civil  Establish- 
ments, I  am  glad,  however,  now  to  be 
in  a  position  to  say  that  an  agreement 
has  practically  been  arrived  at  between 
the  Commissioners  of  Customs  and  the 
Treasury  as  regai-ds  the  future  status 
and  rates  of  pay  of  the  men  engaged  on 
statisticaJ  abstracting,  and  that  the 
agreement  now  only  requires  to  be  put 
into  formal  shape. 

THE  REV,  S.  F.  GREEN. 
Me.  WARDLE  (Derbyshire,  S.)  :  My 
question,  I  notice,  has  been  considerably 
altered,  but  I  beg  to  aak  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  Rev.  Sydney 
Faithorne  Green,  who  was  deprived  of 
the  living  of  St.  John's,  Miles  Platting, 
iu  1882,  for  wilful  disobedience  to  the 
laws  of  the  Church  of  England,  was  in 
1886  licensed  by  the  Bishop  of  London 
to  St,  John  Baptist's,  Kensington,  where 
unlawful  ritual  is  in  use,  and  that,  not- 
withstanding this  continued  defiance  of 
Her  Majesty's  Ecoleaiastical  Courts,  the 
same  clergyman  has  been  inatituted  to 
the  benefice  of  Oharlton-in-DoTerf  and 
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is  there  continuing  the  same  unlawful 
practices,  which  formed  the  ground  of 
his  removal  from  Miles  Platting  ;  and,  if 
80,  whether  the  Government  is  prepared 
to  take  any  action,  by  legislation  or  other- 
wise, in  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  am  informed  by 
His  Grace  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury 
that  Mr.  Green  waa  instituted  last  year 
to  the  benefice  of  Charlton-in-Dover  on 
the  presentation  of  Keble  College,  Oxford^ 
and  on  the  production  of  proper  testi- 
monials. The  Archbishop  has  no  informa- 
tion as  to  any  illegal  practices  at  Charlton, 
I  am  also  informed  that  this  gentleman 
was  never  licensed  to  St.  John  Baptist^s, 
Kensington.  That  church  was  not  conse- 
crated in  the  year  1886.  It  was  merely 
a  proprietary  chapel  It  is  not  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  take  any 
action  in  the  matter. 

THE  DUTY  ON  CURRANTS  AND  TEA. 
Me.  OLDRCYD  (Dewebury):  I  beg 
t«  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  large 
stocks  of  currants  now  in  the  hands  of 
the  trade,  he  will  consider  the  expediency 
of  deferring  the  reduction  of  the  duty  on 
currants  until  Monday,  the  1st  of  Sep- 
tember, the  date  at  which  the  importation 
of  the  new  crop  practically  commences  1 

♦Mb.  GOSCHEN:  I  hope  the  Houbo 
will  sillow  me  to  answer  this  question 
somewhat  fully,  as  I  have  received  an 
enormous  number  of  letters  and  telegrams 
on  the  subject.  I  have  done  my  best 
to  see  what  would  be  the  fairest  manner 
of  acting  under  the  circumstances  with 
regard  to  this  reduction  of  the  duty  on 
currants  ;  and  I  have  distinctly  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  it  would  be  a  great 
mistake,  and  would  hamper  business  in  a 
manner  not  to  be  sanctioned,  if  a  postr 
ponement  to  the  1st  of  September  were 
to  take  place.  I  have  taken  the  opinion 
not  only  of  importers  and  of  wholeiale 
mun»  but  also  of  grocers  and  retailers  in 
various  parts  of  the  country.  The  stocka 
are  unusually  low  ;  and  if  a  postponement 
to  the  1st  of  September  takes  plaoe  it 
would  disorganise  the  whole  of  the  trade 
and  would  diminish  the  consumption  of 
the  article,  while  it  is  doubtful  even 
whether  it  would  benefit  the  people  who 
ask  for  the  postponement.  The  majority 
of  the  comparatively  small  number  who 
ask  for  the  extension  are  Co-operative 
Societies.     I   should   be   veiy  lorry   to 
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inflict  any  loss  upon  these  Societiea,  but 
they  are  precisely  the  bodies  who  can 
b^st  recoup  themselTea  ;  because^  if  they 
reduce  the  price  of  currants  while  they 
have  got  duty-paid  stocks  at  the  higher 
duty,  their  members,  if  they  lose  as  oo- 
operatorSf  would  gain  as  consumers  at 
the  cheaper  price-  So  it  strikes  me  that 
the  loss  would  not  be  so  great  as  tltese 
Societies  anticipate.  At  all  events,  the 
general  upshot  of  the  inquiries  is  that  it 
would  be  impossible  to  grant  the  long 
delay  which  has  been  asked  for.  Com^ 
parativcly  few  demands  have  been  made 
for  an  extension  of  a  fortnight  or  a  month. 
Practically  the  same  considerations  apply 
to  tlie  reduction  of  the  Tea  Duty ;  but  the 
enormous  majority  of  the  grocers  who 
hare  been  conaulted,  and  of  all  persons 
connected  with  the  trade,  beg  me  not  to 
postpone  the  reduction  of  the  duty  be- 
yond the  1st  of  May.  Many  of  them 
have  already  made  tiieir  arrange  men  ta, 
and  in  many  cases  the  prices  have  already 
been  reduced.  I  have  been  informed, 
and  believe,  that  great  confusion  would 
arise  from  any  change  in  the  dates 
originally  fixed*  The  allowance  of  a 
drawback  in  the  case  of  tea  and  currants 
would  be  quite  out  of  the  question.  I 
hope  that  hon.  Members  will  allow  me 
to  make  this  public  answer  to  the 
numerous  private  communications  that 
have  bean  made  to  me  on  these  subjects. 

THE  GOLD  PLATE  DUTY. 
Mb.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether  ho  has  come  to  any 
decision  as  to  the  abolition  of  the  duty 
on  gold  plate  ? 

•Mr.  GOSCHEI^  :  No,  Sir  ;  I  have  not 
come  to  any  final  conclusion  on  that 
point* 

EDUCATIONAL   ENDOWMENTS    IN 
SCOTLAND. 

Mk.  ASHER  (Elgin,  &c.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Lord  Advocattf  whether  tlie 
Scheme  of  the  Educational  Endowment 
(Scotland)  Commissioners  for  the  manage- 
ment of  the  endowments  known  as  the 
Redhythe  Bursaries,  George  Smithes 
Bounty,  and  the  Stuart  Mortification,  in 
the  County  of  Banff,  sa  submitted  by  the 
Commisgioners  for  thu  approval  of  the 
Scotch  Education  Department,  was,  in 
consequence  of  an  intiBrview  between  a 
deputation  from  tbo  burghs  aud  County 
Mr.  Goichen 


of  Banff  and  the  Secretivry   for  SootlMid^ 
remitted  by  the  Department  to  the  Com*] 
missioners,  with  a  declaration  that  the 
Scheme  should  provide  for  the  buraariei' 
being  tenable,  with  the  consent   of    the 
Goveruors,  at  any  school  where  higher  in- 
struction is  efficiently  given,  which  the 
bursar  could   attend   while   living  with 
parents  or  relatives  ;  whether  the  Scheme 
re-submitted   by   the   Commissioners  toj 
the  Scotch  Education  Deimrtment  con- 
tained  that    provision,    and  was    then ' 
approved     by     the     Department ;     and 
whether  he  ydW  state  why  he,  as  the  re- 
presentative  of    the    Scotch    Education^ 
Department,    supported   the   Motion    of 
the     hon.     Baronet     the    Member    for 
Ipswich,  to  omit   that  clause   from  the 
Scheme  ? 

•Mr.  J.  P,  B.  ROBERTSON :  In  con- 
sequence of  the  representations  made  as  ■ 
to  the  prevalent  local  feeling,  the  De- 
partment gave  effect  to  the  views  of  the 
deputation  to  which  the  hon.  Membes 
refers,  and  the  Scheme  was  remitted  to 
the  Commissioners,  and  approved  with 
this  change.  But  the  question 
admittedly  one  open  to  doubt,  and  tha 
Department  has  given  effect  to  the 
change  with  much  hesitation.  It  sub 
sequently  appeared  that  very  strong 
objection  was  entertained  to  the  change 
by  the'  people  of  Fordyce  ;  and,  in  these 
circumstances,  the  Government  felt  it 
right  to  leave  it  to  the  House  to  form  its 
own  judgment  upon  the  aiTguments  plac 
before  it.  With  reference  to  the  laal 
paragraph,  I  have  to  say  that  I  voted 
with  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Ipswich,  because,  the  question  having 
been  legitimately  opened  for  Parliamen- 
taiy  re-consideration,  I  thought  he  ha  * 
made  out  his  caae.  The  hon.  and  learne 
Gentleman  will  not  expect  me  within 
the  limits  of  an  answer  to  give  a  remimt 
of  the  argument  which  convinced  me,  as  I 
doubt  not  it  would  have  crmvinced  him, 
had  he  been  present. 

THE  SPIRIT  DUTIES. 
Db.  CAMERON ;  I  lieg  to  ask  the " 
Chancellor  uf  the  Excliequer  if  he  will 
state  the  amount  of  duty  levied  per 
gallon  of  proof  spirit  contained  in  beer 
and  in  spirits  res[>ectivoly  ;  the  amount 
per  gallon  of  proof  spirits  contained  in 
beer,  representtjd  by  the  3d,  per 
barrcjl  which  it  is  pniposed  under  his 
Budget  ^httmc'  to  ^Jlucikt)   U*  iuoil   pur- 
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poees  ;  aud  thu  amount  of  Spirit  and  uf 
Beer  Duty  paid  during  the  last  financial 
year  by  England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland, 
respeotdvely  ? 

•Me.  GOSCHEN:  Tlie  figures  of  the 
amount  of  duty  levied  in  England,  Soot- 
land,  and  Ireland,  will  not  help  the  hon. 
Member  in  arriving  at  the  result  which 
he  desires  to  attain,  as  they  represent 
production  and  expoHv  not  consumption. 
He  is  further  attempting  to  institnte  a 
comparison  whicli  is  misleading  when 
he  compares  the  duty  charged  on  spirits 
aud  that  levied  on  beer  by  taking  the 
spirit  contained  in  the  latter  as  a  basis 
for  calculation.  The  modes  of  levying 
the  duties  on  beer  and  spirits  are  essen- 
tially different.  The  duty  on  beer,  an 
article  of  consumption,  which,  to  some 
extent,  is  of  a  nutritious  nature,  is  charged 
according  to  the  specific  gravity  of  the 
original  wort  or  extract  from  which  the 
beer  is  made,  without  reference  to  the 
quantity  of  spirits  subsequently  gene- 
rated therein  ;  while  the  duty  on  spirits, 
which  are  pure  inttixi cants,  is  charged 
on  the  quantity  of  proof  spirit  produced  by 
the  distillation  of  a  fermented  saccharine 
liquid, 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
Bollox)  ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  the  number  of 
gallons  of  home-made  spirits  on  which 
duty  has  been  paid  **  retailed  for  con- 
sumption aa  beverages "  in  England, 
Scotland,  and  Ireland  respectively,  for 
the  past  financial  year  ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  Scotland  consumeB  close  on 
three  times  as  much  home  spirits  aa 
England  in  proportion  to  the  population  ; 
whether  the  duty  on  home  Bpirits  is 
more  than  double  the  duty  on  other 
alcoholic  beverages  ;  and  whether  of  the 
XI, 304,000  to  be  set  adide  as  grants  in 
aid  of  kietkl  taxation  the  larger  amount 
per  head  per  population  will  be  payable 
by  Scotland  % 
•Me.  GOSCHEN  :  The  oonaumption  of 
British  spirits  was  in  1889-90 — England, 
16,854,000  gallons,  equal  to  -57  per  head ; 
Scotland,  6,264,000  gallons,  equal  to  1*53 
per  head;  Ireland,  4,711»000  gallons. 
The  consumption  of  this  one  kind  of 
spirits  is  therefore  in  Scotland  almost 
three  times  that  in  England;  but,  of 
OOurBe,  the  proportionate  consumption  of 
foreign  spirits  in  the  three  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom  is  of  a  totally  different 
ohacacier.    Xb^  duty  ou  home  spirits  is, 


of  course,  practically  the  same  as  that 
on  foreign  spirits.  It  is  probable  that 
Scotland  will  contribute  a  somewhat 
larger  amount  per  head  of  the  population 
to  this  particular  Rum. 

Mr.  R.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Islington, 
W.) :  I  should  like  to  ask  whether  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will  consent 
to  issue  the  continuation  of  the  inter- 
esting curve  published  last  year  showing 
the  consumption  of  apirits,  beer,  and  tea 
for  a  considerable  number  of  years  ? 

*Mr,  GOSCHEN  :  I  do  not  object  in 
the  least  to  produce  such  a  Report, 

SCOTCH  EDUCATION  GRANT. 
Mr.  SINCLAIR  (Falkirk,  kc,)i  1 
beg  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  the  disappointment  caused  by  the 
amount  received  by  certain  School 
Boards  in  Scotland  from  the  Probate 
Grant  being  m  much  less  than  the 
amount  receivable  from  fees  as  formerly 
charged  in  the  schools  comprised  in 
these  districts  ? 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  The  question  of  the 
distribution  of  the  sum  to  be  given  in 
aid  of  local  burdens  in  Scotland  is  not  a 
matter  within  the  special  province  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer*  It  is, 
however,  being  carefully  considered  by 
the  Scotch  Office  and  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  as  a  whole, 

INHABITED  HOUSE  DUTY, 
Mr,  HOBHOUSE  (Somerset,  E.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man if,  in  defining  the  classes  of 
lodging  and  boarding  houses  which 
he  proposes  shall  be  taxed  to  the 
Inhabited  House  Duties  at  the  lower  rate 
as  trade  premises,  he  will  consider  the 
claims  of  schoolmasters  and  others,  who 
noake  their  livelihood  by  keeping  board- 
ing houses  for  boys,  to  share  in  the  pro- 
posed exemption  ? 

♦Mb.  GOSCHEN :  One  of  the  greatest 
difficulties  attending  the  grant  of  such 
concessions  as  I  have  proposed  to  make 
to  lodging-house  keepers  is  that  it  at  once 
leads  to  further  demands,  which  again 
are  followed  by  others.  If  schoolmasters 
were  allowed  to  pay  the  lower  duty  aa 
having  trade  premises,  I  feel  confident 
that  further  questions  would  be  opened 
up.  The  line  between  shops  and  houses 
is  very  difficult  to  draw,  I  will  consider 
the  pointy  but  without  holding  out  much 
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hope  that  csonaide ration  will  lead  to  con- 
sent. If  the  hon.  Member  will  remember 
what  took  place  on  the  Horse  Tax  he  will 
imderBtand  mj  difficulty. 

THE  WOOD  GREEN  LOCAL  BOARD 
ELECTION. 

Mb.  JAMES  ROWLANDS :  I  beg  to 
aak  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  whether  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  following  ir regularities 
which  took  place  at  the  election  of  the 
Local  Board  for  Wood  Green,  owing  to 
the  Returning  Officer  not  performing  his 
duties,  in  acoordanoe  with  the  provisions 
of  the  Public  Health  Act ;  that,  while 
voting  papers  were  taken  from  the  same 
list  of  voters  as  that  in  use  for  the  elec- 
tion of  Guardians,  hundreds  of  ratepayers 
were  left  out  for  the  former  but  were  in- 
cluded in  tlio  latter,  the  Returning  Officer 
himself  being  a  candidate  in  the  latter 
case*  and  the  election  taking  place  within 
a  few  days  of  the  same  time ;  that  the 
Returning  Officer  sat  and  gave  out  papers 
after  they  had  been  collected  from  the 
ratepayers,  whereas  the  Act  provides  that 
such  application  must  be  made  before  the 
day  of  collection  (Rule  49^  section  (a) 
Public  Health  Act)  ;  that,  on  the  day  of 
election,  before  the  counting  of  votes 
was  commenced,  the  Returning  Officer 
oansed  candidates  to  be  removed  by  the 
police  simply  because  they  had  agents 
present ;  that  one  candidate  was  removed 
because  he  asked  a  question  before  the 
counting  began,  and  that  the  counting  of 
votes  was  performed  in  such  a  manner 
that  neither  candidates  nor  ^^nts  were 
able  to  verify  the  votes  in  any  way> 
although  the  number  of  voting  papers 
declared  invalid  was  abnormally  large ; 
and  whether,  if  these  facts  were  corro- 
borated, he  would  institute  an  inquiry 
into  the  case  ? 
•Mr*  RITCHIE:  The  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  have  no  jurisdiction 
whatever  with  regard  to  the  elec- 
tion of  members  of  a  Local  Board.  K 
it  is  considered  that  a  person  who  has 
been  returned  by  the  Returning  Officer 
has  not  been  duly  elected,  the  question 
as  to  the  validity  of  the  election  can  be 
raised  by  an  Election  Petition  under  the 
Municipal  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 
Practices)  Act. 

Mr.  JAMES  ROWLANDS :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  any  special  ins  true- 
Mr.  Ooichm 


tions  were  given  to  the  Wood  Green 
police  during  the  recent  local  elections  ; 
and,  if  so,  on  what  grounds  1 

♦Kfi.  MATTHEWS  :  The  answer  to  the 
bon.  Member's  question  is  in  the  nega- 
tive. 

VACCINATION  IN  THE  EASTERN 

COUNTIES. 
Mb.   BRADLAUGH:    I    beg   to  ask 

the  Pn^sident  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  whether  an  Inspector 
has  been  recently  sent  into  •  the 
Eastern  Counties  to  investigate  certain 
allegations  of  injuries  arising  from  cer- 
tain vaccinations  performed  by  Dr. 
Masson,  public  vaccinator,  or  his  sub- 
stitute ;  whether  the  Inspector's  Report 
has  been  received,  and  if  he  wiU 
cause  such  Report  to  be  at  once  furnished 
to  the  Royal  Commission  on  Vaccina- 
tion ;  and  whether,  in  the  event  of 
future  cases  of  evils  alleged  to  result 
from  vaccination  being  brought  to  the 
notice  of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
he  will  cause  notice  to  be  at  once  given 
to  the  Royal  Commission? 

•Mr.  RITCHIE :  The  Local  Govern- 
ment  Board  have  instructed  one  of  their 
Inspect'Ors  to  investigate  the  allegations 
of  injuries  arising  from  vaccination 
wliich  are  referred  to.  The  Report  of 
the  Inspector  has  not  yet  been  received. 
The  facts,  when  ascertained,  will  b© 
communicated  to  the  Royal  Commission 
on  Vaccination,  As  regards  the  third 
question,  the  Board  will  be  happy  to 
meet,  as  far  as  they  can,  any  wish  which 
the  Royal  Comnussion  may  express  on 
the  matter. 

PRISON  ACCOMMODATION  AT  BUEY 
ST.  EDMUNDS. 
Lord  ELCHO  (Ipswich):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  he  is 
aware  that,  although  there  is  no  prison 
accommodation  at  Bury  St,  Edmunds, 
Assizes  are  still  held  there  ;  whether  it 
has  been  brought  to  his  notice  that  un* 
tried  and  often  innocent  prisoners  are 
publicly  taken  by  rail  in  chained  gangs 
from  the  Court  Gaol  at  Ipswich  to  the 
Assizes  at  Bury ;  whether  William 
Cocker,  an  Ipswich  labourer,  with  other 
similar  cases,  was  last  November  taken 
backwards  and  forwards  in  chains  on 
three  successive  days  before  he  was 
finally  acquitted,  the  crime  of  which  he 
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was  accused  haying  been  cutting  the 
moorings  of  a  tug  ;  and  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  take  im- 
mediate steps  to  put  an  end  to  such 
pothcticesy  either  by  doing  away  with  the 
Assizes  at  Bury,  or  by  seeing  that  prison 
aocommodation  was  provided  there  1 

Mb.M  ATTHEWS :  The  fact  is  m  stated 
in  the  first  paragraph.  I  have  some 
time  back  called  the  attention  of  the 
Prison  Commisaionera  to  the  subject  of 
the  conveyance  of  prisoners  to  Bury,  and 
the  Prison  Commissioners  have  lately 
entered  into  arrangemente  with  the  Rail- 
way Authorities  which  I  hope  will  pre- 
vent the  prisoners  brought  from  Ipswich 
from  being  exposed  to  the  public  gaze  in 
the  future,  either  on  leaving  or  entering 
the  railway  carriage.  I  have  no  informa- 
tion with  regard  to  the  case  of  William 
Cocker.  There  are  difficulties  in  the  way 
of  doing  away  with  the  Assisies  at  Bury, 
and  I  have  lately  received  a  Resolution 
of  the  West  Suffolk  County  Council  pro- 
testing against  any  such  change.  The 
subject  is  still  under  consideration. 

Lord  ELCHO  :  I  beg  to  give  notice 
that  I  will  repeat  the  question  in  another 
form  at  the  earliest  possible  opportunity. 

BELIEF  OF  EDUCATION  IN  SCOTLAND. 
Mb.  SINCLAIR:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Lord  Advocate  if  he  is  able  to  state, 
either  accurately  or  approximately,  the 
relief  given  in  each  of  the  five  compulsory 
Standards  throughout  Scotland  by  the 
substitution  of  the  educational  portion  of 
the  Probate  Grant  for  the  fees  formerly 
charged  ? 
♦Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  Tliere  are 
no  materials  enabling  me  to  make  such  a 
statement.  The  payment  under  the 
Local  Government  Act  is  a  capitation 
grant  on  the  total  average  attendance  in 
schools.  The  extent  of  relief  of  fees 
to  parents  is  settled  by  the  term  of  the 
Code,  which,  with  certain  exceptions,  re* 
quires  that  such  relief  shall  prevail  over 
the  compulsory  Standards.  But  the 
pecuniary  effect  of  this  as  regards  each 
Standard  depends  upon  circumstances 
which  vary  with  each  particular  school. 
Mb.  ESSLEMONT  (in  the  absence  of 
Mr.  ELbay)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  with  reference  to  Return 
No.  130,  of  1890,  which  gives  the  parti- 
culars  of  the  Irish  Church  Temporalities 
Fund  on  the  expenditure  side  of  the 
account  only^  whether  he  will  likewise 


give  particulars  of  the  income  of  the 
Fund,  stated  at  present  to  amount  to 
£550,000,  but  described  as  declining 
gradaally  to  X266,000  ;  and  whether,  in 
giving  such  particulars,  he  will  indicate 
the  items  of  income  which  are  "per- 
manent '*  and  those  which  are  *^  tem- 
porary "  7 

•Mr.  JACKSON  :  If  the  hon.  Member 
will  confer  with  me,  and  state  under 
what  heads  he  thinks  that  the  informa- 
tion that  he  desires  might  be  arranged,  I 
simll  be  glad  to  see  whether  it  can  con- 
veniently be  given. 

NEW  UULD  COIN, 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  I  beg 
to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether,  in  view  of  the  prospect  of  a 
great  issue  of  new  gold  coin  to  replace 
the  present  light  gold,  he  will  take  mea 
sures  to  procure  an  improved  design  for 
the  future  gold  coin^e  ? 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  A  new  design  for 
the  head  of  Her  Gracious  Majesty  the 
Queen  is  under  consideration.  As  for 
the  reverse,  nothings  in  my  opinion,  is 
more  handsome  than  the  St.  George  and 
the  Dragon,  and  we  should  propose  to 
retain  it. 

THE  POLICE  BUILDINGS  ON  THE 
EMBANKMENT. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT :  I  beg  to  ask 

the  First  Commissioner  of  Works  who  is 
reponsible  for  the  design  and  elevation 
of  the  new  police  buildings  on  the 
Thames  Embankment  1 

♦The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr,  Plunkbt,  DubUn  Univer- 
sity) :  The  new  police  buildings  on  the 
Embankment  are  built  under  the  autho- 
rity and  direction  of  the  Secretary  for 
the  Home  Department. 

Sifi  W.  HARCOURT :  I  should  like  to 
know  whether  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  does  not  exercise  a  general  autho- 
rity over  a  considerable  number  of 
public  buildings,  and  whether  the  build* 
ings  in  question  represented  the  accepted 
views  of  the  Secretary  of  State  ? 

•Mb.  PLUNKET:  It  is  true  that  I 
exercise  a  general  authority  over  a 
certain  number  of  public  buildings,  and 
whatever  1  do  I  am  abused  for  it.  I 
prefer  to  express  no  opinion  about  the 
buildings  on  the  Embankment* 
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Sm  W.  HARCOURT :  1  beg  to  give 

notice  that  I  will  call   attention  to  these 
buildings  on  the  Home  Office  Vote. 

THE  EXECUTIVE  COUNCIL  IN  KALTA. 

Mr,  hunter  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Nandi, 
Dr.  Grech,  and  Baron  Chapelle  as  repre- 
sentative members  of  the  Executive 
Council  in  Malta,  baa  been  approved  or 
confirmed  by  Her  Majesty^s  Govern- 
ment? 

Babon  H.  de  WORMS:  After  the 
General  Election  of  the  Malta  Council  of 
Government  last  year,  Baron  Chapelle 
and  two  other  elected  members  who 
belonged  to  the  Party  which  had  obtained 
a  majority  in  the  Council  were  appointed 
by  the  Governor  members  of  the  Execu- 
tive Council,  and  their  appointment  wafi 
confirmed  by  the  Queen.  These  gentle- 
men recently  resigned  their  seats  in  the 
Executive  Council,  and  other  members 
of  the  same  Party  having  declined  to 
succeed  them,  Dr.  Nandi,  Dr.  Grech,  and 
Mr.  Cachia  Zammit,  who  do  not  belong 
to  that  Party,  were  appointed  by  the 
Governor  to  the  vacant  seats.  Subse- 
quently three  members  of  the  Party, 
having  a  majority  in  the  Council  of  the 
Government,  were  willing  to  become 
members  of  the  Executive  Council,  and 
thereupon  Dr.  Nandi,  Dr.  Greek,  and 
Mr.  Cachia  2iam.mit  resigned  their 
seats.  In  these  circumstances,  while  Her 
Majesty's  Government  approved  the  ap- 
pointment of  these  gentlemen,  and  re- 
cognise their  loyal  action,  they  have 
not  advised  Her  Majesty  formally  to  con- 
firm it. 

Mr.  hunter  :  On  what  date  did  the 
resignations  take  place  ? 

Babon  H.  de  worms  :  I  cannot  give 
the  hon.  Member  the  date,  but  it  is  quite 
recent.  If  he  will  put  a  question  on  the 
Paper,  I  will  answer  it. 

THE  PRAYER  BUOK. 

Mr.  WARDIiE:  I  beg  to  ask  Mr. 
Attorney  General  how  soon  the  "exact 
copy  of  the  Prayer  Book,  annexed  to  the 
Act  of  Uniformity,'*  is  likely  to  be  issued 
to  the  public  1 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  <Sir 
R.  WebsTBR,  Isle  of  Wight) :  Mossrg, 
Eyre  and  Spottiswoode  inform  me 
that  they  will  be  able  to  pabliah   the 


edition  of  the  Prayer  Book  referred  to 
early  in  1891  ;  but  that  it  is  difficult  to 
state  exactly  how  soon  the  work  will  be 
completed,  as  the  time  required  must 
depend  on  the  period  the  proofs  are  kept. 
The  work  is,  however,  making  satiafac- 
tory  progress. 

POUTIOAL  APPOINTMENTS  IN  THE 
POSTAL  SERVICE. 
Mr.  SUMMERS:  I  beg  to  aak  the 
First  Lt>rd  of  the  Treasury  whether,  in 
view  of  the  widespread  feeling  of  dis- 
satisfaction that  prevails  with  regard  to 
the  system  of  pohtical  appointments  in 
the  Postal  Service,  he  will  consider  the 
advisability  of  taking  such  appointments 
out  of  the  hands  of  the  Patronage  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury,  and  of  placing 
them  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the  Depftrt* 
ment  that  is  responsible  for  the  efficient 
administration  (k  the  Service  in  qimeA* 
tiont 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  The  Govern- 
ment  are  not  in  possession  of  any 
facts  to  show  that  any  such  wide* 
spread  dissatisfaction  exists  ;  but  if  the 
hon.  Member  will  bring  forward  any 
facta  in  support  of  his  allegation,  the 
matter  shall  receive  the  beat  considera- 
tion of  the  Government. 

THE  TOWN  HOLDI^'GS  COBOi: 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :  I  beg  to 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether 
the  Government  intend  to  introduce  any 
legialatioD  to  carry  out  the  unanimous 
recommendations  of  the  Town  Holdings 
Committee,  which  reported  last  year  in 
favour  of  the  exercise  by  Local  Authori- 
ties of  powers  which  would  facilitate  the 
acquisition  by  leaseholders,  especially  of 
the  industrial  classes,  of  the  freehold  of 
their  dwelling-houses,  and  to  the  effect 
that  all  Religious  Bodies  to  whom  land 
has  been  granted  on  lease  for  the  erection 
of  their  places  of  worship  and  achooU, 
should  be  empowered  to  purchase  the  fee 
subject  to  payment  of  ^ir  compensa- 
tion 1  -^•^..^ 

♦Ms.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  1  am  not  aware 
that  any  recommendations  of  the  Com- 
mittee were  unanimous.  But  whether 
that  is  so  or  not,  I  am  not  able  to  under- 
take that  legislation  on  these  lines  will 
be  proposed  by  the  Government  during 
this  Session,  especially  as  the  Town 
Holdings  Committee  have  not  oompleted 
the  whole,  of  tlioir  duties. 
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THE  EIGHT  HOURS  BILL  FOR  MINERS, 
Mr.  CIJNINGHAME  GRAHAM :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury if  lie  can  now  promise  a  day  for 
the  discussion  of  the  Eigbt  Hours  Bill 
for  Miners  ? 

♦Mr,  W,  H.  SMITH:  I  understand 
that  an  Eight  Hoars  Bill  is  in  charge  of 
some  Member  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  and  I  hope  he  will  find  an  oppor- 
tunity of  securing  a  discussion  on  this 
question  in  the  House  before  the  end  of 
the  Session.  But  I  am  not  able  at 
present  to  undertake  to  give  it  any 
Government  time. 

•Mb.  C.  GRAHAM  :- 1  should  like  to  ask 
whether  the  right  bon.  Gentleraan  is 
aware  that  the  day  on  which  this  BOl 
was  put  down  has  already  passed,  and 
whether,  as  tlie  Bill  excites  great  interest 
in  the  mining  community,  ho  will  re-con- 
sider his  decision  1 

•Me.  W.  H. smith  :  I  know  the  mining 
community  of  Great  Britain  take  an  in- 
terest in  this  question  ;  but  there  are 
other  qnestions  ia  which  the  community 
at  large  take  a  deep  interest,  and  I  am 
not  able  to  make  an  exception  in  favour 
of  this  particular  Bill  at  the  present 
time* 

LIVERPOOL  AND  MANCHESTER 
PARCEL8  POST. 

M&.  J.  ROBERTS  (Flint,  &c.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  what  ia  the 
estimated  coat  of  the  nightly  service  of  the 
three  horsed  parcel  van  recently  started 
between  Liverpool  and  Manchester^  and 
how  does  it  compare  with  the  c^^st  of  the 
conveyance  of  the  same  parcel  by  rail  ? 

Mr.  RAIKES  :  The  cost  ol  the  Parcel 
Service  by  road  is  estimated  at  X2,659, 
and  the  cost  of  the  corresponding  service 
by  railway  at  £3,016  a  year. 

THE  DOKEOAL  CROWN  SOLICITOR. 
Mr.   SEXTOUi:    I   beg    to    aak    the 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  his  attention  haa  been 
directed  to  a  criminal  prosecution  against 
Mr.  Jokn  Mac  key.  Sessional  Grown  Soli* 
oitor,  County  Donegal,  and  to  his  admis- 
sions and  statements  made  on  oath  at 
#  Petty  Sessions  in  Ramelton,  County 
Donegal,  on  29th  March  last ;  whether 
he  ia  aware  that  Mi*.  Mackey  swore  that 
he  would  have  run  a  sword  through  the 
body  of  Hugh  Hogarty,  compI&Luaut  in 


the  said  action,  if  he  had  resisted  arrest, 
because  his  (Mr.  Mackey^a)  pane  of  glass, 
value  Is.  6d.,  had  been  accidentally 
broken,  and  that  the  summons  which 
Mr.  Mackey  issued  against  Hegarty, 
under  the  ^lalicious  Injuries  Act,  for 
breaking  his  window,  was  dismissed  by 
the  Magistrates  ;  whether  Mr.  Mackey 
reported  the  matter,  the  occurrence  at  his 
own  house,  to  the  Government ;  and,  if 
so.  what  is  the  date  of  the  Report ;  and 
whether  he  ia  still  in  the  Service  of  the 
Crown  1 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  not 
seen  an  authoritative  report  of  the  evi- 
dence in  the  case  referred  to,  which,  it 
appears,  is  still  sub  judice,  having  been 
adjourned  to  the  Petty  Sessions  to  be 
held  on  Saturday  next.  I  cannot  estab- 
lish the  precedent  of  making  a  statement 
in  regard  to  an  official  communication 
alleged  to  have  passed  between  this 
officer  and  the  Government^  which,  did 
it  exist,  would  necessarily  be. regarded 
as  of  a  privileged  character.  The  reply 
to  the  last  paragraph  is  in  the  affirma- 
tive. 

THE  RAILWAY  STRIKE  IN  IRELAND- 
SOLDIERS  AS  RAILWAY  PORTERS. 
Dr.  TANNER:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  the 
Report  is  true  that  the  Military  Authori- 
ties at  Spike  Island  have  agreed  to  send 
a  company  of  soldiers  to  act  as  porters 
for  the  Great  Southern  and  Great 
Western  Railway  Companies  of  Ireland, 
at  the  Queenatown  terminus,  to  replac43 
the  employ efi  of  the  company  on  strike  ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  such  employment  of 
soldiers  has  the  sanction  and  approval  of 
the  War  Office  % 

•Mfi.  E.  STANHOPE :  I  have  no  informa- 
tion on  the  subject  ;  but  I  have  tele- 
graphed to  Ireland  to  ascertain  the 
facts. 

Dr.  TANNER :  1  should  Like  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  or  the  Chief 
Secretary,  whether  the  Central  Newi 
report  is  correct  that  the  afternoon  pas- 
senger train  for  Dublin  has  been 
despatched  by  soldiers  ^ 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  no 
information  on  the  subjects 


STANDING  COMMITTEE  ON  TRADE,  Ac, 

Ordered,  That  th©  Standing  Committee 

on  Ti-ade,  ic,  have   leave   tu  print  and 
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circulate  with  the  Votes  from  day  to  day 
any  amended  Clauses  of  Bills  committed 
to  them  from  time  to  time. — {Mr, 
Arthur  O^Connar,) 

PUBLIC   PETITIONS   COMMITTEE. 
Seventh  Report  brought  up»  and  read  ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

LAND   COMMISSION  (IRELAND) 
Return  ordered — 

**  Showing  the  datea    of   the    last    sittiDge 
of  the  Land  Courts  in  each  county  in  Ireland, 
with  the  number  of  applications  for  judicial 
ronti  undiaposed  of  Ln  each  county  on  the  3 1  at 
day  of  March,  specifying  how  miuiy  of  these 
applications  are  more  than  six  months  old  :  - 
Province- 
County. 
Date  of  last  sitting  of  Court. 
Number  of  applications  undisposed  of  on  the 

3l»t  day  o*  March,  1890, 

Number  of  these  applications  which  were  then 

more  than  six  months  old, 

*(ifr.  /oAft  mut.) 

CONTAGIOUS    DISEASES    (ANIMALS) 
(PLEURO- PNEUMONIA)    [EXPENSES]. 
Considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Reaolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise 
the  payment^  out  of  moneys  to  bo  provided  hy 
Parliament^  of  an  annual  aumj  not  exceeding 
£140,000,  towards  defraying  the  coat  of  the 
execution,  in  Great  Britain,  of  any  Act  of  the 
present  Session  for  conferring  further  powers 
undt^r  the  Contagious  Disoaaes  (Animals)  Acts^ 
187dto  1886,  with  respect  to  Pleurp-pneumonia; 
and  of  an  annual  sum,  not  excee^g  £20,000^ 
towards  defraying  the  costs  of  the  execution 
of  the  said  Act  in  Ireland. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow, 
at  Two  of  the  clock. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


PURCHASE  OF  LAND  AND  CONGESTED 

DISTRICTS  (IRELAND)  BILL.     (No.  199.) 

SECOND   READINQ.      [ADJOURNED    DEBATi:.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [Slat  April],  "That  the  Bill 
be  now  read  a  second  time.** 

And  which  Amendment  was,  to  leave 
out  the  word  "  now/*  and,  at  the  end  of 
the  Question,  to  add  the  words  "apon 
this  day  six  months,'' — {Mr.  PartielL) 

Qaestion  again  proposed,  **That  the 
word  *  now  *  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion.'' 


Debate  resumed. 

(4.53.)  Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE 
(Edinburgh,  Mid  Lothian) :  I  wish 
in  the  first  place  to  make  my  ac- 
knowledgments to  the  courtesy  of 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Cavan  (Mr.  Knox)  in  having  allowed 
me  to  take  this  early  opportunity  of 
making  known  my  views  on  this  impor- 
tant question.  Sir,  it  is  with  very  mixed 
sentiments  tliat  I  rise  to  express  my 
opinion — mixed  in  this  manner  :  that  I 
deeply  regret  to  find  myself  compelled  to 
oppose  a  Bill  which  it  would  have  given 
me  far  greater  satisfaction  to  support, 
had  I  not  been  driven  by  overwhelming 
conviction  to  ofEer  opposition  to  it.  1 
had  hoped,  and  entertained  a  lively  hope, 
that  it  might  he  possible  for  us  on  this 
side  of  the  House  to  give  support  to  the 
plan  of  the  Grovernment.  I  was  en- 
couraged in  that  hope  by  the  remarkable 
declaration  of  Lord  Salisbury,  about 
which,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  I  believe  there 
is  no  question,  that  the  plan  of  the 
Government  was  not  intended  to  impose 
any  burden  on  the  British  taxpayer. 
According  to  Parliamentary  and  in- 
variable usage  there  can  be  only  one 
meaning  assigned  to  these  words.  They 
are  totally  incompatible  with  any  inten* 
tionto  propose  a  heavy  engagement  ol 
the  public  credit.  They  were  so  under- 
stood universally,  and  by  myself  amongst 
others.  It  would  have  been  a  very  great 
advantage  on  many  grounds  if  it  had 
been  possible  for  us  to  see  the  land  ques- 
tion in  Ireland^  in  familiar  phrase,  **  got 
out  of  the  way.*'  Every  such  questioOt 
however  there  may  be  involved  in  it 
principles  of  justice  and  right  as  Bgainai 
oppression,  yet  likewise  tends  to  stir  up 
the  turbid  elements  of  society,  and  those 
who  have  no  good  cause  for  makiiig 
demands  on  the  landlord  can  often  bring 
forward  a  claim  in  such  circumstanceB, 
under  cover  of  those  who  have 
such  a  cause.  It  is  very  well  that 
the  country  should  have  seen  brought 
finally  to  issue  the  question  whether — 
as  is  often  alleged,  and,  as  I  tbink, 
believed,  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House— the  land  question  is  the  only 
question  in  Ireland,  Emd  the  demand  fdt 
national  self-government  merely  an  ap- 
pendage to  that  question.  It  would 
have  been  most  satisfactory  to  me,  and  I 
believe  to  oiheni  who  thinic  that  national 
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self-govermnent  ought  to  be  granted  to 
Ireland  for  Irish  affaii's,  to  have  seen 
tliat  important  point  relieved  from  all 
possibility  of  doubt  and  dispute  by  some 
satisfactory  legislation  with  regard  to 
Irish  land.  With  regard  to  this  Bill, 
the  Chief  Secretary,  who  in  his  speech 
repeated  the  assurance  that  no  harden 
was  to  be  placed  on  the  taxpayer,  mnst 
have  seen  from  the  reception  of  those 
words  in  what  sense  they  were  understood 
by  the  House.  My  first  disappointment 
as  to  the  Bill  was  when  he  proceeded  to 
infonn  us  what  was  the  real  meaning  of 

»the  words-^that  the  credit  of  the  country 
waa  to  be  pledged  to  the  extent  of 
£33,000,000  for  the  sake  of  carrying 
through  the  provisions  of  the  Bill.  I 
should  not,  Sir^  have  been  deterred 
from  supporting  this  Bill  by  the 
argument  offered  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  (ilr.  Parnell),  though 
I  admit  there  is  great  force  in  it. 
He  said,  and  I  think  with  truth,  that  we 
oaonot,  with  perfect  satisfaction,  approach 
the  settlement  of  a  question  of  this  kind 
as  long  as  Ireland  is  under  the  present 
Coercion  Laws,  because  the  effect  of  those 
laws  is  to  disable  the  weaker  portion  of 
the  Irish  tenantry  from  prosecuting  their 
aims  by  peaceable  and  lawful  means,  and 
by  what  were  lawful  means,  and,  by  what 
would  be  lawful  means  in  England  or 
Scotland,  from  entering  into  a  combina- 
tion, which  is  a  legitimate  weapon  in 
their  hands,  for  determining  the  just 
amount  of  rent  they  ought  to  pay.  Still, 
I  was  quite  prepared  to  enter  upon  the 
consideration  of  this  question  on  the 
introduction  of  the  Bill.  I  endeavoured 
to  do  justice  to  the  pains  bestowed  upon 
it,  to  the  ingenuity  which  it  displays, 
and  in  no  respect  do  I  retract  what  I 
said  upon  that  occasion,  I  waited  to 
examine  the  Bill,  still  cherishing  what 

^hope  I  could ;  but  I  am  sorry  to  say  tliat 
examination  has   brought  upon  me  ray 
second  and  my  greater  disappointment. 
One  word  1  must   say  with   respect   to 
the    alternative    plan    which    has    been 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork, 
[^I    think    his    conduct  in  making   that 
proposal   was  not  only   honourable,  but 
even    chivalrous,    because    he   appeared 
\  admit  that  a  person  who  is  in  opposi- 
aan,  may  fairly  be  called  upon  by  tho 
cjvernment,  if  he  objects  to  a  meaanre 
of  the  Government,  to  propose  an  alter na- 
.tiye   meaaure  ol  his  own.      That  is  a 


principle,  I  think,  new  to  this  House. 
The  hon.  Member  accepted  it  at  the  same 
time  without  hesitation.  Now,  Sir,  it 
would  not  be  possible  to  discuss  in  detail 
the  plan  of  the  hon*  Member,  and  I  am 
not  certain  that  in  all  its  details  I  have  a 
perfect  comprehension  of  it,  [MiniBterial 
laughter,]  I  have  no  doubt  it  was  my 
own  fault ;  hut  the  statement  was  a  very 
brief  one,  and  while  the  general  purpose 
was  clear,  the  exact  terms  are  not, 
certainly,  fnlly  in  my  mind.  But  on  two 
points  I  wish  to  do  justice  to  the  plan. 
In  the  first  place,  it  was  comprehensive ;  it 
was  intended  to  effect  a  settlement  of  the 
whole  question.  In  another  point  I 
strongly  sympathise  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork.  One  object  of  his  plan 
was  not  to  expatriate  the  Irish  landlords, 
but  to  retain  them  in  Ireland ;  and  I, 
for  my  part,  am  of  opinion  that  though 
the  expatriation  of  the  Irish  landlords 
may  be  a  leas  evil  than  many  others — 
for  instance,  than  a  continuance  of  tho 
land  system  as  it  once  was — would  have 
been,  yet  I  own  that  I  think  it  would 
be  a  sorry  conclusion  to  their  long  career 
if,  upon  the  establishment  of  a  free 
Government  and  of  free  institutions  in 
their  country,  they  were  to  decline  to 
take  that  part  in  the  adjustment  of  the 
affairs  of  Ireland  which  their  station 
entails  upon  them  as  a  high  and  absolute 
duty.  I  am  glad  to  observe  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland,  aa  I  underatood,  in  no  way 
took  exception  to  this  principle  of  the 
proposiil  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork, 
and  I  think  a  well-known  Irish  County 
Court  Judge,  Mr.  O'Connor  Morns — a 
gentleman  who,  though  an  excellent 
public  officer,  is  known  to  he  a  supporter 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  in  regard  to 
Home  Rule  for  Ireland — has  propounded 
a  plan  based  on  the  same  ideas.  I  do 
trust  that  we  may  have  full  opportunity 
for  the  consideration  of  snch  features  of 
the  plan  as  would  tend  to  the  retention 
of  Irish  landlords  in  Ireland,  as  well  as 
to  the  adjustment  of  the  land  question. 
I  am  sorry  to  say  that^  partly  perhaps 
owing  to  my  own  fault,  I  did  not  fully 
gather  from  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land in  introducing  this  Bill  its  real 
character  in  regard  to  several  important 
points.  I  shall  go  over  very  rapidly  the 
objections  to  various  points  which  appear 
to  mo  capablo  of  being  dealt  with  in 
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Committee,  and  I  shall  avoid  the  iiican- 
▼enience  of  entering  unduly,  in  a  Second 
Reading  epeech^  into  details  which  can 
be  dealt  with  in  Committee.  Over  this 
class  of  objections  I  shall  run  rapidly, 
though  some  of  them  are  so  serious  in 
themselves  as  possibly  to  constitute 
valid  objections  to  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Bill.  The  first  objection  is  one  on 
which  firobably  there  may  be  a  disposi- 
tion on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment  to  come  t<3  an  agreement.  I  think 
this  Bill  ought  to  be  confined  to  land- 
lords who  are  already  such.  It  would 
be  highly  improper  to  encourage  persnns 
to  become  buyers  of  land  with  a 
view  to  taking  advantage  of  the 
enormous  boon  which  is  being 
offered.  I  shall  not  dwell  on  this 
point,  because  I  hope  it  may  not  be  a 
subject  of  dispute  between  us.  Next 
there  is  the  question  of  arrears.  1  shall 
not  dwell  on  this  point  at  length  after 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Bridgeton  Division  ; 
but  anyone  who  heai-d  the  right  hon. 
Geutleman's  remarks  in  regard  to  the 
pmpoaal  to  allow  two  years'  arrears  to  be 
calculated  in  the  purchase  money  must, 
I  think,  admit  tliat  the+  proposal 
stands  in  need  of  justification,  which 
possibly  may  be  forthcoming.  There  is 
very  great  force  in  the  objection  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  in  respect  to  the 
treatment  of  tenants  of  non-selling 
landlords.  That  difficulty  in  the  present 
Bill  has  been  raised  bo  a  maximum.  It 
may  be  said  tins  applied  to  the  proposal 
of  1 88G,  and  it  is  true  that  it  did  app'y 
but  in  a  very  mitigated  degree,  because 
in  the  Bill  of  1886  we  proceeded  to  take 
a  very  large  portion  of  the  boon  to  be  con- 
veyed by  Parliament,  not  for  the  benefit 
of  tenants  as  tenants,  but  as  benefit  for 
tlie  whole  community  in  Ireland.  Ko 
less  than  18  per  cent,  was  proposed,  not 
to  go  directly  to  the  tenants,  but  to  the 
benefit  of  Ireland,  though^  of  course,  it 
indirectly  would  have  gone  to  the  tenants 
in  some  degree,  inasmuch  as  tenants 
form  a  large  proportion  of  the  population. 
Well,  I  own  I  think  it  is  a  very  great 
objection  indeed  that  the  benefits  pro- 
posed by  the  Bill  are  given  to  the  two 
classes  of  landlords  and  tenants,  and  I 
must  say  in  no  degree  to  the  nation. 
With  the  exception  of  a  very  limited 
proposal  in  regard  to  labourers,  and 
while  Ireland  aa  a  whole  will  have  her 
i/r,  W*  E,  Gladatotm 
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There  is  another  point  which  appears  to 
me  to  be  impossible  to  be  defended,  and 
which^  indeed,  goes  so  near  the  root  of 
the  Bill  as  to  cause  me  almost  to  doubt 
whether  it  can  be  dealt  with  in  Commit- 
tee.  I  refer  to  the  method  for  ascertain- 
ing the  net  rental  of  the  land*  The 
standard  laid  down  in  the  Bill  appears 
to  me  to  be  so  had  that  it  would  enable 
a  landlord  to  obtain  compensation  in 
respect  of  a  large  jmrt  of  income  that  he 
had  never  receivei  and  never  had  it  in  his 
power  to  appropriate  to  liis  own  benefit 
and  advantage.  No  reduction  is  provided 
to  be  made  for  expenses  of  management^ 
or  for  law  charges — as,  for  instance,  in 
regard  to  evictions — or  bad  debts.  Under 
the  Bill  the  landlord  is  to  be  com- 
pensated even  for  bad  debts,  which 
have  had  tij  be  written  off,  and  which 
absolutely  beyond  recovery.  I 
the  effect  of  tliis  is 
think  yon  are  giving 
17  years'  purchase,  you  may  be  giving  20 
or  22  years'.  I  think  these  are  all 
elements  that  ought  to  be  considered  in 
arriving  at  the  real  .rent.  Next,  I  take 
the  strongest  possible  objection  to  our 
placing  an  embargo  on  the  local  funds 
of  the  counties  of  Ireland.  That  appears  to 
me  to  involve  a  principle  which  this  House 
ought  to  hold  sacred,  and  from  which  it 
ought  never  to  depart.  I  am  now  on  a 
point  upon  which  I  stand,  perhaps,  in 
need  of  some  information.  As  I  under- 
stand the  BUI,  there  is  nothing  to  pre- 
vent the  occupier  who  becomes  an  owner 
under  this  measure  from  himself  be- 
coming a  landlord. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  He  cannot  sub-let  without  the 
jjermiasion  of  the  Land  Commission* 

Mb.  W.  E,  GLADSTONE:  Cannot 
sub-let  ?     Cannot  let  at  all  ? 

Mb.  MADDEN :  He  can  sell,  but  he 
cannot  sub-divide  or  sub-let. 

Ke.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  Oannot 
get   an  occupier  under  him  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN  :  Hear,  hear  ! 

Mr.  W'  ^  GLADSTONE  t  But  upon 
what  principle  is  the  Land  Commission 
to  proceed  in  granting  or  refusing  such 
permission  ?  This  is  a  very  important 
point     Is  it  to  be  nnderatood  as  an  uni- 
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versal  principle  of  the  Bill,  that  every 
man  who  buys,  buys  under  a  legal 
obligation  to  occupy  ?  It  is  a  question  of 
great  importance,  upon  wliich  there 
ought  to  be  a  clear  understanding,  which 
no  doubt  we  shall  obtain  at  the  proper 
time.  Now,  with  regard  to  the  guaran- 
tees that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
ingeniously  provided,  I  will  not,  at  the 
present  time,  undertake  to  make  a 
minute  examination  of  them.  The  really 
valuable  part— indeed,  I  may  say  the 
only  valuable  part — of  those  guaran- 
tees is  to  be  found  in  the  grants  to  be 
made  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
on  account  of  Probate  Duty  and  other 
public  charges.  But  we  have  already 
given  to  England  and  Scotland  corres- 
ponding grants,  free  from  any  lien  what- 
ever. How  is  it  possible,  if  we  make  a 
free  gift  of  these  grants  in  England  and 
Bcotland,  and  place  them  unfettered  at 
the  disposal  of  the  Local  Authorities — 
how  is  it  possible  for  us  to  say  that  the 
grants  in  the  case  of  Ireland  should  have 
this  embargo  placed  upon  them,  not 
even  for  the  benefit  of  each  county 
at  large,  but  for  the  benefit  of 
certain  individuals  in  each  coantyl 
There  have  been  at  various  timei 
violations  of  the  principle  of  equality 
as  applied  to  di&rent  parts  of  the 
three  Kingdoms ;  but  I  am  not  aware  that 
we  have  ever  known  a  more  glaring 
departure  from  that  principle.  Another 
point  which  1  must  also  mention,  though 
it  is  one  that  can  be  do^Jt  with  in  Com- 
mittee, relates  to  the  charges  which  it  is 
proposed  to  impose  on  the  counties  for 
the  salaries  ol  the  Land  GommiBsion  and 
the  composition  of  that  Commission. 
These  are  a  very  grave  assemblage  of 
points,  on  wlvich,  however,  I  feel  that  it 
is  not  desirable  to  dwell  at  length  3t  this 
moment,  as  I  do  not  wish  to  prolong  the 
remarks  I  have  to  make,  and  as  there 
will  be  an  opportunity  for  the  future 
discussion  of  them.  I  come  now  to 
objections  of  which  I  must  frankly  own 
that  each  and  all  of  them  appear  to  con- 
stitute an  absolute  reason  against  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  BilL  I  have 
already  expressed  vaj  desire  to  discuss 
this  question  apart  from  considerations 
of  Party.  I  will  endeavour  to  adhere  to 
the  principle  of  that  declaration,  I  will 
not  remind  any  hon.  Member  of  this 
House  of  what  it  might  be  inconvenient 
for  him  to  recollect.     I  will  noi  remind 


him  intentionally  of  any  portioii  of  the 
conduct  of  the  Goveniinent.  It  is 
enough  for  me  to  endeavour  to  look  at 
their  propositions  as  a  matter  of  business, 
and  not  as  a  matter  of  Party ;  and  to 
endeavour  in  that  sense,  and  in  that 
light,  to  place  their  character  before  the 
country.  When  this  Bill  was  introduced, 
I  liad  no  reason  to  know  from  any  com- 
munication, direct  or  indirect,  what  view 
would  be  taken  of  it  by  the  Representa- 
tives of  Ireland— whetherthe£33,000,000 
held  out  would  operate  as  a  golden 
attraction  for  the  purpose  of  placing  in 
abeyance  any  objections  which  they 
might  feel  inclined  to  entertain.  I  did 
not  say  one  single  word  in  the  course  of 
the  remarks  which  I  then  made  which 
tended  or  were  meant  in  any  degree  to 
predispose  unfavourably  the  mind  of  any 
single  person  in  this  House,  But,  Sir,  it 
became  obvious  at  once  that  Irelaud  was 
opposed  to  this  BilL  T  have  seen  an 
account  of  a  meeting  of  Irish  landlords, 
whose  position  under  the  Bill  it  will  be 
ourduty  closely  to  examine  and  carefully 
to  exhibit ;  but  I  cannot  say  that  I  consider 
them  as  having,  in  reference  to  this 
matter,  even  the  smallest  title  to  express 
the  voice  of  Ireland.  For  the  voice  of 
Ireland  I  must  look  to  two  quarters.  I 
must  look,  in  the  first  place,  to  the  Mem- 
bers for  Ireland,  and  I  suppose  that  I  am 
quite  right  in  saying  that  five-sixths  of 
those  Members  are  deliberately  and 
determinedly  opposed  to  this  Bilh  But 
this  present  House  is  perfectly  familiar 
with  the  idea  of  passing  Irish  Bills  in 
defiance  of  the  wishes  of  the  Irish  Members. 
And,  therefore,  I  never  should  dream  of 
addressing  to  this  House  such  an  argu- 
ment— however  operative  in  my  own 
mind- — it  would  be  idle  to  address  to  this 
House  of  Commons  such  an  argument, 
as  that  in  legislating  for  Ireland  the 
opinions  of  the  Irish  Members  should  he 
considered.  Tlie  contrary  practice  is  re- 
corded in  the  transactions  of  the  House 
during  the  four  years  in  which  the  present 
Parhament  has  sat.  But  this  ca^e  is  alto- 
gether peculiar.  You  are  going  to  make 
Ireland  a  debtor  ;  you  are  going  to  consti- 
tute a  debt  of  which  1  have  not  the 
smallest  doubt  that  in  perfect  good  faith 
it  is  your  intention  to  rigidly  exact 
repayment.  But  if  tliat  is  your 
intention  and  plan,  it  is  a  matter  of 
\ntal  imijortance  to  consider  what,  in 
the    conclusion    of    this   tmn sanction ,   in 
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the  attitude  of  the  person  who  is  about 
to  be  made  subject  to  the  debt.  That 
person  has  but  two  means  of  speakiiig. 
The  first,  the  greatest  and  the  most  Con- 
stitutional, is  by  the  Members  ;  and  if 
the  great  bulk  of  these  Members  protest 
against  the  constitution  of  this  debt — if 
they  decline  to  recognise  it  as  an  obiiga- 
tion— if,  on  the  contrary,  they  treat  the 
proTisions  of  the  measure  as  a  new  wrong 
inflicted  on  Ireland — 1  say  nothing  now 
as  to  the  correctness  or  incorrectness  of 
their  opinions  ;  I  am  simply  stating  the 
facta,  and  ray  proposition  is  that  if  you 
are  going  to  make  the  i>eople  of  Ireland 
your  debtor  for  a  sum  of  about 
£35,000,000— which,  if  the  Bill  be  read 
aright,  is  a  figure  which  may  rise  very 
much  higher— it  is  a  most  formidable 
combination  of  circumstances  under  which 
you,  by  your  own  choice^  involve  Ireland 
in  that  pecuniary  obligation,  she  protest- 
ing all  the  time,  and  declining  to  admit 
that  she  ia  getting  value  for  her 
money.  To  illustrate  that  question  I 
would  make  an  appeal  to  Her  Majesty *s 
Government,  Do  they  think  it  would 
be  possible,  within  the  widest  limits  of 
the  widest  definition  of  Parliamentary 
omnipotence,  to  enact  a  law  for  Scotland 
which  should  contain  a  concession  of 
Imperial  credit  to  the  extent  of 
£33,000,000  for  the  benefit  of  certain 
classes  in  Scotland,  and  to  impose  the 
i*epayment  of  that  money,  in  case  of 
default,  upon  the  counties  of  Scotland, 
in  defiance  of  the  protest  of  60  out  of 
the  72  Scotch  Members?  If  a  Meml>er 
of  the  Government  does  me  the  honour 
t  >  follow  me  in  this  debate,  I  beg  him 
to  answer  tliat  question.  Would  hi'  be 
prepared  so  to  legislate  for  Scotland,  con- 
templating with  perfect  good  faith  the 
benefit  of  certain  classes  in  Scotland, 
and  then,  by  reason  of  a  thing  done  for 
the  advantage  of  those  classes,  imposing 
upon  the  counties  of  Scotland  and  upon 
all  persons  and  interests  in  those  coun- 
ties^ — though  ninetentha  may  not  have 
derived  a  farthing  of  benefit  under  the 
Act — this  liability  upon  them,  in  defiance 
of  their  protest  ?  There  is  importaDt 
auxiliary  evidence — the  evidence  of  the 
counties  themselves.  Is  there  a  single 
county  in  Ireland,  is  there  a  single 
elective  body  in  Ireland,  which  has  said 
one  word  in  favour  of  the  measured 
Their  credit  is  about  to  be  intt*rfered  with 
and  appropriated  by  us  for  purpoflei  of 
Mr,  W.  E.  GlacUtom 


which  they  do  not  approve,  and  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  say  that  even  had  I  doubts — 
which  I  do  not  entertain — upon  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Bill,  which  I  shall  pre- 
sently refer  to,  I  should  deem  it  meet 
unconstitutional,  most  impolitic,  to  force 
suth  a  measure  upon  Ireland  in  defiance 
of  her  own  del ilie rate  and  overwhelming 
objection.  My  second  objection  is  to  the 
use  of  British  credit  in  this  case.  I 
have  never  been  one  of  those  who  take  an 
extreme  view  on  the  subject  of  the  xxse 
of  British  credit.  But  I  think  it  is  a 
very  grave  matter  indeed,  even  when  the 
security  taken  for  the  repayment  of  the 
money  advanced  is,  in  my  own  judgment 
at  least,  an  absolute  security.  I  cannot 
deny  that  any  large  use  of  British  credit 
is  a  burden  U{>on  the  country.  I  should 
think  I  was  tampering  with  words,  and 
what  is  called  **  throwing  dust  in  the 
eyes "  of  those  whom  I  address,  if  I 
denied  tliat  for  a  moment*  It  is  quite 
clear  that  every  large  use  of  British 
credit  diminishes  your  power  of  using  it 
in  other  directions,  and  how  am  I  to  be 
told,  if  that  is  the  case — and  I  believe  it 
to  be  utterly  undeniable — that  it  is  no 
burden  on  the  people  ?  I  do  not  wish 
to  push  this  too  far.  It  may  be  quite 
right  to  impose  burdens  upon  the  coun- 
try with  the  assent  of  the  country  and 
for  an  adequate  object  and  with  ample 
security.  I  shall,  therefore,  avoid  any 
abstract  declamtion  on  this  subject,  but  I 
shall  refer  to  the  circumstances  in  which 
we  stand,  and  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say 
that  it  appears  to  me  that  this  Parlia* 
ment  is  buth  in  honour  and  in  policy, 
and  upon  the  clearest  Constitutional 
ground,  precluded  from  a  large  applica- 
tion of  British  credit  for  the  purchase  of 
land  in  Ireland.  Remember,  if  ever 
there  was  a  question  decided  at  a 
General  Election  this  question  was 
decided  at  the  General  Election  of  1886. 
About  the  voice  of  the  Party  opposite 
upon  it  there  could  not  be  the  slightett 
doubt.  I  am  not  going  to  make  the 
smallest  invidious  reference  to  the 
benefit  which  they  derived,  to  the  vic- 
tories wliieli  they  obtained,  through 
exhibiting  the  tremendous  burden  which 
was  to  be  imposed  upcm  the  country  by 
the  Land  Bill  of  1886.  And  with  regard 
to  this  subject  of  the  burden  upon  the 
country,  I  must  remind  the  House,  it  is 
in  all  our  recollections,  that  the  univer- 
sal repreientatiou  wafithat  £100,000,000, 
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.£150,000.000  or  X200,000,000  were  to 
be  exacted  from  the  British  taxpayer  for 
the  purchasing  the  estates  of  the  Irish 
landlords*  That  was  the  case  with  regard 
to  the  Party  opposite.  It  was  still  more 
the  case  with  those  who  still  do  us  the 
honourof  interspersing"  themselves  among 
us*  I  think,  generally  speak-ing,  Ihat 
tliey  went  further  and  took  a  raorj 
extreme  view  than  the  Tories  took  with 
respect  to  this  question  of  the  use  of 
British  credit  for  the  purchase  of  Irish 
estates.  I  must  go  further  still ;  I  must 
admit  that  a  very  larga  nniilber  of 
Liberal  candidates  at  the  Election  de- 
clared their  opposition  to  purchase  on 
that  basifl»  and  I  believe  that  a  still  larger 
number  of  Liberiil  constituencies  ent^jr- 
tained  that  objection.  I  do  not  now  enter 
into  the  question  whether  that  is  a  final 
judgment  or  not.  A  judgment  may  be 
pronounced  very  clearly  at  one  General 
Election,  and  it  may  be  reversed  by 
another  Gd^neral  Election,  and  I  am  not  at 
all  sure  whether  this  subject  of  Imperial 
credit  may  not  possibly  add  another  to 
the  many  examples  of  the  truth  to  which 
I  have  just  reverted.  I  ara  not  at  all 
sure  whether  we  ourselves— each  of  us 
as  individuals — are  parfectly  capable  of 
giving  a  final  judgment  on  this  question 
of  British  credit  until  we  have  cons  id  ei-ed 
more  largely  than  we  have  yet  done,  and 
until  we  have  obtained  more  thorough 
and  author  it  itive  information  than  we 
yet  possess  upon  the  old  relations  of 
Kngland  and  Ireland  with  respect  t-o 
finance  as  they  stood  at  the  period 
of  the  Union,  and  with  reference  to 
nil  the  expcjnditure  which  has  been 
thrown  upon  Ireland  by  the  Union. 
But  I  do  say  that  for  this  present  Parlia- 
ment, if  British  credit  ever  were  to  be 
used  for  the  purpose  of  purchasing  those 
estates,  it  ought  to  be  under  a  system  of 
guarantees,  I  am  bound  to  say,  very 
ilifferent  indeed  from  thosa  which  are 
provided  in  the  present  case.  I  do  not 
think  that  the  present  Parliament — if 
there  be  such  a  thing  as  an  honourable 
understanding  with  the  nation— is  in  a 
position  to  adopt  the  proposals  of  Ker 
Majesty's  Government  for  S-Hting  aside 
a  vast  sum  of  money,  and  by  means  of  a 
circulating  fund,  and  therefore  with  an 
interminable  operation— I  do  not  think 
that  the  present  Parliament  is  in  a 
|iosit(on  to  take  such  a  step  and  give 
&uch  a  vote  in  conformity  with  our 
VOL.  CCCXLin.     [third  series.  ] 


honourable  obligations  to  our  conatifcuent»» 
These  two  objections — the  Irish  opposi- 
tion and  tlie  use  of  Imperial  credit  under 
the  circumstances  in  which  we  stand — 
constitute  a  conclusive  reason  why  we 
should  not  permit  the  Bill  to  be  read  a 
second  time.  1  now  come  ty  the  third 
objection  which^  in  my  judgraent»  is 
more  formidable  still,  and  that  is  the 
question  of  State  landlordism.  The 
economical  test  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  ingeniously  covered  with  a  triple 
front  of  brass  in  his  three  impc3ssibilities, 
I  am  afraid  that  those  impossibilities 
would  all  be  penetrated  hy  pecuniary 
necessity,  aa  the  spears  of  great  warriors 
us^d  in  ancient  times  to  go  through  the 
many  folds  with  which  shields  were 
covered.  I  own  I  do  not  think  the 
i^esnlts  of  pi-esent  repayments  are  alto- 
gether satisfactory.  About  2 J  per  cent, 
is  the  deficit  upon  the  repayment  of  ad- 
vances which  have  been  made  upon  sucli 
a  scale  as  evidently  not  very  greatly  to 
com  prom  is. ^  the  jKiwer  of  the  State  or  to 
entail  any  particular  danger,  Tlie  pay* 
ments  under  the  Acts  we  have  passed  up 
to  the  present  time  are  2' 4  per  cent,  in 
arrears.  I  do  not  think  thiit  is  a  brilliant 
result,  when  you  consider  that  it  is  the 
outcome  of  measures  which  involved  an 
enormous  pecuniary  boon,  manufactured 
out  of  British  credit,  to  the  persons  who 
have  directed  the  siles  and  pnn^hasea  iu 
Ireland.  It  is  when  from  hundreds  you 
come  to  deal  with  thousands,  and  go 
from  thousands  to  tens  of  thousands,  and 
from  tens  of  thnusands  to  hundreds  of 
thousand.^,  that  the  mere  question  of 
pecuniary  risk  assumes  a  totally  diiTe rent 
aspect.  The  occurrence  of  seatjons  of 
famine  will  entail  difficultiesof  which  we 
are  not  at  all  competent  to  measure  the 
extent ;  but  the  political  clanger  i.s,  in 
my  opinion,  tenfold  greater  than  the 
economical.  I  think  I  may  sjiy  that 
nothing  will  induce  me,  in  a  Bill  of  thij* 
kind,  on  a  large  scale  to  incur 
the  political  danger  of  State  land- 
lordism in  Irc»land.  It  is  terribh* 
to  contemplate.  I  sup[>ose  that  the 
right  lion.  Gentleman  does  not  think 
of  coming  upon  the  ratepayers  of  the 
country  or  upon  the  recipients  of  the 
Probate  Duty  Fund  until  every  measure 
has  been  tiiken  against  a  defaulting 
occupier,  for  I  assume  that  the  very 
first  thing  to  bo  done  in  the  case  of 
default  is,  iu  the  name  of  the  English 
SB 
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Treasury,  to  evict  the  Irish  tenants, 
with  the  help  of  the  constabulary,  the 
soldiery,  and  the  battering  ram,  with  no 
aid  wanting  except  that  of  the  emer- 
gency man,  whom,  I  presume,  the  State 
will  not  have  occasion  to  employ.  I  am 
not  willing  to  be  a  party  to  such  opera- 
tions conducted  in  our  name.  In  a  most 
able  pamphlet  just  published  by  an  hon. 
Member  who  promises  to  be  a  very 
considerable  addition  to  our  ranks,  judg- 
ing from  the  argumentative  power  he 
shows — I  mean  the  hon.  Member  for 
Elgin  and  Nairn  (Mr.  Keay) — I  find 
some  words  which  the  hon  Member  says 
wwe  used  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  in  1886. 
I  am  quite  certain  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber must  be  wrong  in  saying  that  those 
Avords  were  used  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  j  he  could  not  have  used  those 
words,  because  they  are  totally  untrue. 
There  is  not  a  single  word  of  truth  in 
them.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  could 
not  have  been  ignorant  of  the  facts,  and, 
therefore,  he  could  not  have  used  the 
words.  They  are  directed  against  State 
landlordism.  In  the  Bill  of  1886  there 
was  nothing  affecting  England ;  the 
Treasury  was  not  the  creditor ;  the 
British  State  was  not  the  proprietor; 
the  Irish  authority  was  the  proprietor ; 
no  power  was  given  to  the  representa- 
tives of  the  British  Exchequer  to  levy 
one  single  shilling  towards  the  recovery 
of  the  advances  under  the  Bill,  but  it 
was  wholly  an  Irish  matter.  The 
equivalent  of  the  Irish  advances  was 
simply  to  be  deducted  from  the  gross 
jimounfc  of  the  public  funds  of  Ireland. 
Until  that  had  been  done  not  .a  single 
sliilling  was  to  be  applied  to  expenditure. 
The  passage  I  am  going  to  quote  is,  I 
believe,  strictly,  literally,  and  absolutely 
applicable  to  the  present  Bill.  There 
:ire  only  three  lines,  but  they  are  suffi- 
ciently pungent,  and  the  virtue  of  their 
pungency  is  co  be  found  in  their  truth 
as  applied  to  the  Bill  now  before  us. 
IMiey  run — 

"  Bear  in  mind  Ihia,  working  men  of  England 
/tnd  Scotland,  you  will  be  the  Irish  landlords ; 
you  will  have  to  evict  the  tenants  ;  you  will 
h;ivo  to  collect  the  arrears  at  the  point  of  the 
hiyonet ;  and  I  refuse  to  be  a  party  to  such  a 
transaction." 

Ill  my  opinion,    Sir,   the   knowledge — if 
oven  tlie  deficiency  is  only  2|  per  cent., 
OP   is    any    percentage  whatever  —  the 
Mr.  W.  E,  Gladstone 


knowledge  that  the  eviction  of  the 
purchasing  tenant  is  by  the  agency  and 
for  the  behoof  of  the  British  Treasury 
forms  a  conclusive  objection  to  any  large 
measure  of  Irish  purchase  in  which  it  is 
included.  Now  I  come  to  my  fourth  and 
last  objection,  that  is  to  the  terms  which, 
when  we  first  heard  them,  and  before  it 
was  realised  what  they  meant,  were 
naturally  and  of  necessity  almost  seduc- 
tive to  the  ears  of  every  Member  of  the 
House.  The  terms  of  purcha83  were 
to  be  adjusted  between  the  landlord  and 
the  tenant  by  voluntary  arrangement. 
There  are  some  of  us  who  are  accused  of 
wishing  to  have  voluntary  arrangements 
in  certain  cases  where  at  present  there  are 
legal  State  arrangements  ;  and  on  this 
occasion  the  friends  of  voluntary  arrange- 
ments felt  that  the  statement  I  have  just 
cited  was  the  best  introduction  to  any 
measure  of  this  nature.  But  what  is  the 
voluntary  arrangement  under  this  Bill  t 
I  am  bound  to  think  the  Government  have 
not  sufficiently  studied  the  operation  of 
their  voluntary  arrangement.  I  will 
begin  by  stating  what  may  seem  para- 
doxical until  I  have  illustrated  it,  that 
this  provision  for  voluntary  arrangement 
is  a  provision  under  which  you  will  place 
it  in  the  hands  of  the  landlords  of  Ireland 
to  transfer  to  their  own  pockets,  if  not 
the  whole,  yet  nearly  the  whole  of  the 
enormous  boon  which  you  think  you  are 
providing  for  the  tenant.  This  is  a  grave 
statement,  and  I  could  not  have  made  it 
without  being  fully  convinced  of  its 
truth.  I  first  of  all  assume — what  I 
believe  will  not  be  disputed  — 
that  this  Bill  is  mainly  meant  to  meet 
the  cases  of  the  tenants  who  are  desirous 
to  buy  their  holdings  in  Ireland  I  am 
glad  if  it  is  an  accommodation  to  the  land- 
lord ;  but  it  has  always  been  stated  on  the 
other  side  that  to  convert  occupiers  into 
proprietors  is  the  object  they  have  in 
view.  In  order  to  enable  the  tenants  to 
buy,  what  is  it  that  we  do  ?  We  offer  a 
boon,  primd  facie  a  boon  which  is  large, 
which,  if  I  understand  it  aright,  is 
enormous.  The  offered  sum  of  XlOO 
involved  in  any  one  of  these  transactions 
is,  by  a  touch  of  the  magician's  wand,  at 
once  reduced  to  £68.  That  is  how  you 
begin— by  a  gift  of  £32  in  every  £100  ; 
£32  of  hard  money,  coined  out  of  British 
credit,  in  every  £100  of  hard  money 
that  is  to  pass.  And  that  is  not  all ; 
because  you  likewise  provide   that  the 


1301     Purchase  of  Land,  d:c,      {April  24,  1890) 


{Ireland)  BUI. 


1302 


i 


reduced  anaual  payment  shall  not  be  a  ' 
payment  in  perpetuity,  but  at  the  end  of 
49  years  it  is  to  lapse,  and  the  oceiipying 
pui*chaser  is  to  l>ecomo  absolute  pro- 
j^riefcor.  What  is  the  value  of  that 
reversion?  I  am  not  going  to  compute 
it  as  an  actuary  wouH,  and  say  exactly 
what  it  would  be ;  but  I  do  not  think  I 
am  wrong  in  putting  its  present  value  at 
£8.  Therefore,  I  say  that  £40  in 
«very  XI 00  upon  everyone  of  these 
transactions  is  a  boon  which  you  are 
going  to  confer  upon  somebody  in  Ire- 
land by  means  of  the  uao  of  the  public 
credit.  To  whom  are  you  going  to  offer 
it?  I  do  not  ask  what  your  iutention 
is — I  know  it ;  it  is  to  give  it  to  the  man 
who  is  now  the  tenant,  and  whom  you 
seek  to  convert  into  the  landlord  of  his 
holding.  That  is  your  intention.  Is  it 
really  effected  by  your  legislation  1  No, 
Sir.  In  the  former  measure  what  was 
I  contsmplatt'd  was  tlmt  there  should  be 
lone  integral  transaction  for  the  passage 
'  of  the  estate  ;  that  the  whole  of  these 
transactions  should  be  carried  on  by 
public  advances  ;  and  that  the  landlord 
should  have  no  more  to  say  to  the  person 
who  had  been  occupier  and  was  about  to 
become  owner.  In  the  Bill  it  is  totally 
Bdifferant.  If  the  terms  of  the  Bill,  that 
^Btho  landlord  and  tenant  shall  agree,  are 
^Bto  ba  followed,  provided  the  two 
"parties  are  are  not  collusive,  they 
will  have  no  effect  whatever.  In 
SBch      a      matter      collusion      implies 

»the  connivance  of  both  parties  to  cheat 
public   jus  tic  J.     I   am    sp  Leaking   of  the 
enormous  leverage  you  are  about  to  put 
in  the  liands  of  Irish   landlttrds  for  tlio 
pur|ioHe  of  extracting  from  the   tenants 
nearly  the  whole  of  the   immense  boon 
which  you  are  offering.     Here  are  two 
persons,  A  and  B,  in  business  relations 
with  one  another.     Parliament  makes  a 
grant   of  X500  to  A,   the    tenant,    but 
attaches    to     the    grant    the    condition 
that  he  must  obtain  the  consent  of  B,  the 
landlord*     A,  the  tivnant,  goes  to  B,  the 
Ij      landlord,  and  says,    **  I    want   to   buy." 
^L''  You  want  to  buy/'  replies  the  landlord ; 
^P**  that  is  all  very  well,     You  cannot  buy 
without    my    consent,    and    I    am   the 
^stronger  party/'     And,  undoubtedly,  in 
^Bthe  casa  of  a  tenant  desirous  to  buy,  the 
^Bandlord    is   the    stronger    party.      The 
^Bandlord  may  exact  from  the  tenant,  in 
^the  sliap  ^  of  a  mortgage  on   the  land,  or 
in  the  shapa   of   additional  year.^^  pur- 


chase, any  addition  whatever  to  the 
terms,  and  into  that  addition  he  may 
import  as  much  of  this  £40  in  every  XI 00 
as  he  can  force  his  tenant  to  agree  to. 
And,  further,  it  may  be  worth  the  whilo 
of  the  tenant  to  agree  as  long  as  th© 
hmdlord  leaves  him  something.  Sup- 
pose the  landlord  tvkes  £35  out  of  the 
£40 — that  is  a  good  slice  ;  but  he  may 
say  to  the  tenant — **  If  you  agree  with 
me,  you  get  £5  in  the  £100,  and  you 
become  your  own  proprietor  in  the 
courae  of  49  years.  If  you  do  not  agree 
you  go  on  paying  till  the  crack  of  doom/' 
That  is  the  position  in  which  the  two 
parties  arc  placed.  As  long  as  you  allow 
these  contracts  under  the  name  of  volun- 
tary engagements,  the  landlord  can  screw 
out  of  the  tenant  whatever  terms  he 
likes.  1  do  not  mean  that  every  land- 
lord would  do  this,  but  there  are  many 
who  would.  I  am  showing  what  we 
ought  not  to  permit.  We  are  pi i icing  in 
the  hands  of  the  landlord  an  instrument 
emibling  htm  to  enrich  himself,  and  to 
obtain  an  excessive  and  exorbitant  price 
for  his  land,  in  direct  contravention  of  the 
intentions  of  Parliament.  Tliat  is  what 
Ulster  is  well  awari?  of.  Ulster  is  not 
deceived,  Ulster  sees  into  it.  The  tenants 
there  are  somewhat  stronger  than  they 
are  upon  the  average  in  Ireland  ;  their 
|xisition  is  a  stronger  position  ;  but  what  is 
the  language  they  hold  ?  The  language 
they  hold  is  that  if  you  want  to  have  a 
u?ieful  Bill  it  must  be  not  voluntary  but 
compulsory.  Tlie  tenants  must  have  the 
rigiit  to  require  that  the  purchase  should 
take  place.  Tliat  is  a  very  different 
demand,  and  it  involves  a  very  serious 
question.  I  am  not  going  to  give  an 
opinion  upon  that  question  now*  I  am 
pointing  out,  by  an  argument  which  I 
think  irrefragable,  that  the  tenants,  for 
the  sake  of  whom  we  are  going  to  pledge 
British  credit,  will  be  at  the  mercy  of  the 
landlord.  After  having  mtwie  this 
enormous  and  unprecedented  effort,  and 
placed  ourselves  in  a  position  of  the 
greatest  disadvantage,  it  is  the  landlord 
who  will  h^  master  of  the  position.  In 
the  division  of  the  spoil  the  lion  s  share 
will  fall  to  him,  and  nothing  but  the 
leavings  and  the  remnants  to  the  tenant. 
These  four  objections  I  am  prepared  to 
let  stand  upon  their  own  mi'rits— first, 
Irish  opposition  ;  secondly,  the  use  of  the 
national  credit  in  opposition  to  the 
recorded  judgment  of  the  country  at 
3  B  2 
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the  last  election — a  judgment  whicli, 
in  my  opinion,  none  bnt  the  conntry 
itself  is  entitled  to  reverse;  thirdly,  the 
evil  of  State  landlordisra,  which  involves 
large  pecuniary  risks,  bnt  which  involves 
an    evil    ten- fold     greater     than     any 

I  pocnniary  risks  in  the  shock  to  humanity, 
to  order,  and  to  the  relations  between 
countries,  which  must  ensae  from  the 
abuse  of  such  a  power ;  and  lastly,  the 
sad  reverse  which  we  experience  when 
we  find  that,  in  the  name  of  a  voluntary 
arrangement^  we  enable  the  landloi'd  to 
bring  an  irresistible  pressure  to  bear  on 

t^e  tenant,  with  the  view  and  with  the 
effect  of  extorting  from  him,  perhaps, 
nearly  the  whole,  or  a  very  large  part,  of 
the  immense  boon  which  Parliament 
proposes  to  confer.  In  these  circum- 
stances, 1  resign  with  great  regret  the 
hopes  which  I  entertained  of  being  able 
to  support  the  Bill.  I  am  not  sure  that 
I  have  even  now  obtained  anything  like 
a  full  comprehension  of  the  BilL  It  is 
,an  exceedingly  complicated  measure.  I 
do  not  know  that  a  more  complicated 
measure,  or  one  so  comphcated,  has  ever 
been  brought  before  us.  It  oontaijis 
points  of  great  ambiguity  and  points  of 
great  difficulty.  All  these  might,  perhaps, 
be  encountered  judiciously,  and,  with 
temper  and  management,  might  be  got 
rid  of.  But  the  foar  difficulties  I  liave 
mentioned,  all  persons  in  this  House, 
whatever  their  jxjlitical  creed,  will  feel 
constitute  points  which  ought  to  be 
placed  clearly  in  the  view  of  the  country, 
and  the  country  ought  to  know  Tvhat  it 
is  asked  tfj  do,  and  what  Parliament  miiy 
be  about  to  do»  For  my  part,  though  I 
have  not  the  smallest  idea  of  joining  in 
any  obstructive  oppfisition  to  this  or  any 
other  measure  whatever,  still  I  feel  it  to 
be  my  boanden  duty  to  make  objection 
to  provisionfl  so  dangerous  and  flaf^rant 
in  their  character,  tending,  on  the  one 
hand,  to  embark  the  country  in  pecuniary 
risks  to  which  it  ought  not  to  be  exposed, 
and  on  tho  other,  to  make  the  question  of 
land  purchase  not  an  aid  in  the  settle- 
ment of  tho  general  question  of  Ireland, 
but  the  means  of  importing  into  it  new 
social  and  pecuniary  diliicultics,  and 
further  and  further  plunging  us  into  the 
deepest  political  embarrassment. 

♦(5.55.)      The     CHANCELLOR     or 

THE     EXCKEQLTER     (Mr.      Goschen, 

St    George^s,    Hanover    Spuare) :     Mr. 

Deputy    Speaker,    the  House    has   had 

2\fr.  W,  E.  Glaiktom 


the  great  advantage  now  of  hayio^ 
had  placed  before  it  the  main  objections 
which  can  be  urged  against  this 
measure,  in  the  first  place  by  the  hon* 
Member  for  Cork,  who  led  the  Opposi- 
tion on  this  occasion,  and  in  the  next 
place  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  who  has  just 
sat  down  ;  and  I  hope  we  may  conclude 
that  in  those  two  speeches  from  tho 
respective  leaders  of  the  two  different 
wings  of  the  Opposition  we  have  tho 
whole  of  tlie  arguments  of  those  opposed 
to  this  measure*  I  hope  that  '\&  the  case» 
though  I  will  not  say  I  am  confident^ 
because,  if  I  remembt?r  the  8|>eech  made 
last  night  by  the  Memlser  for  Kewc-aatlei 
there  were  points  in  that  speech  diame- 
trica^lly  opiwaed  to  the  argument  of  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  the  Member  lor 
Mid  L<:)tbian-  I  propose  to  go  tn rough 
tho  various  points  raised  by  the  right  hon* 
Member  for  Mid  Lotluau  seriating  I 
am  bound  to  say  Uiat  he  has  placed  them 
before  us  with  such  clearness  that  it  will 
be  extremely  easy — -I  will  not  at 
this  moment  say  tt3  answer  them, 
— but,  at  all  events,  to  follow  them. 
But  first  let  me  point  to  the  argu- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
ilember  for  Newcastle,  in  his  speech 
last  night,  that  the  effect  of  the  Bill 
would  be  destroyed — and  other  lion. {Mem- 
bers have  also  said  so,  Ixjth  outside  and 
inside  the  House — ^by  the  fact  that  under 
this  Bill  I'cnts  would  be  so  lowered  that 
there  would  be  an  agitation  on  the  part  of 
those  tenants  who  did  not  purchase  for 
the  sake  of  getting  those  excellent  terms 
which  are  given  by  this  Bill.  But  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  holds  no  such  view.  He 
holds  the  opposite,  as  I  understand* 
He  holds  that  this  Bill  would  have  the 
effect  of  placing  the  tenants  who  buy  in 
a  position  which  would  piivctic?\Uy  be  a 
neutralisation  of  all  the  advantages  w© 
hope  f ix>m  it. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  1  said 
many  landlords  had  the  opportunity  of 
securing  the  benefit  for  themselves. 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  do  not  wish  Uy  push 
the  argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man one  iota  beyond  liis  legitimate  con- 
tention. We  have  not  to  deal  with  "  the 
many  landlords,"  but  with  the  generai 
argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
Tbit  [general  argument  was:  •*Who 
wnll  gain  by  the  Bill?    It  will  be  the 
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landlords."  That  is  t  >  rsay,  the  land- 
lords would  ase  their  powers  to  such  an 
extent  that  the  tenants  would  not  get  the 
jidrantiges  which  we  expect  them  t<j 
get.  But  if  the  J  do  not  get  the  advran- 
tages,  then  the  argument  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  entirely 
breaks  dnwn^that  one  person  will  be 
placed  in  such  a  position  of  fid  vantage  that 
his  neighbour  will  fet^l  dissatisfaction,  and 
that  agitation  in  Irc*knd  will  be  thereby 
increaa'id.  Tlie  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
in  the  opening  of  his  S[>eech,  s^K^ke  of 
the  plan  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork. 
I  should  like,  t>eftn'e  I  sit  down,  to  be 
allowed  to  say  a  fc^w  words  with  respect  to 
that  plan.  I  hatl  hrjpjd  that  the  Member 
for  Mid  Tjothiiiu  would  have  bestowed 
fiome  morj  time  upon  an  examination  of 
the  plan  "chivalrunsly  *'  proposed  l>y  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork,  but  1  am  not  sure 
that  it  was  *'  chivalrously  "  treated  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Liithian. 
On  the  whole,  T  think  that  there  is  no  per* 
son  in  the  House  who  will  deny  that  the 
.speech  to  which  wehave  just  lisiteiied  wqs 
a  heavier  indictment  against  the  Bill  than 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork. 
The  right  lion.  Gentlemat\  says  that  this 
Bill  is  opposed  by  iive-sixtlm  of  the 
Members  from  Ireland.  I  wonder 
whether  in  the  remaining  sixth  we  are  to 
include  the  hon.  Merab.tr  for  Cork.  As 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  has  said,  the  sp-edi 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  was  not  a 
speech  really  against  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Dill.  It  was  a  speech  which 
muight  as  ivell  have  been  deliver.^d  in 
OommitteL*,  and  which  I  m\y  sn-i^gest 
before  I  sit  down  may  still  pisaibly  b? 
expanded  in  Committee.  There  wa« 
nothing  in  th?  speech  of  the  hon.  Meralier 
for  Cork  which  was  thoroughly  oj»posed 
to  the  plan  of  the  Government.  There 
is  another  jioint  on  which  I  hope  we 
may  eay  thrit  we  are  all  in  agreement, 
and  that  is  as  regards  the  expatriation  of 
Irish  landlords.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  dojs  not  desire  it;  tlie  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  does  not  desire 
t ;  and  cjrtainly  the  Bill  of  Her 
jesty's  Government  is  not  constructed 
n.«nch  a  manner  as  to  lead  to  it.  Tjook 
what  has  hippened  under  the  Ashlx>urne 
Act-  Under  ihe  Ashb:»urne  Act,  large 
transactions  have  taken  placj*  There 
are  many  landhmls  who  have  sold  under 
ihe  Asbbourac  Act  who  will  still  continue 


in  Ireland,  and  will  continue  to  exer- 
cise, to  the  advantage  of  the  country,  the 
duties  of  a  landlord  to  their  neighbours. 
Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  went 
through  a  certain  number  of  objections, 
which  he  said  would  be  objections  to  be 
tfiken  in  Committee.  I  hope  that  I  may 
be  allowed  to  follow  the  example  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  p\\ss  these 
points  over  with  great  i*apidity.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  it  could  bo 
proved  that  the  provisions  which  the  Go- 
vernment had  made  we  re  given  for  the  sake 
of  the  tenants  themselves*  bnt  that  they 
were  not  given  for  the  nation  at  large. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  suggested  that 
we  had  neglected  Ireland  as  a  whole*  and 
that  Ireland  would  reap  no  afJvantage 
from  this  Bill.  We  believe  that  the 
settlement  of  the  L'^nd  Question,  to 
which  we  believe  this  Bill  will  contribute 
in  a  lai'ge  degree,  is  a  niatt*?r  which 
deeply  concerns  Ireland  generally.  It 
concerns  the  prosperity  of  the  whole 
of  Ireland.  We  believe  that,  in 
lending  British  credit  to  the  solution  of 
this  question,  we  are  not  only  doing 
something  for  the  tenants  and  the  land- 
lords, but  something  for  Ireland,  and  that 
we  are  also  doing  something  for  this 
country.  Nay,  more.  We  believe  that 
the  establishment  of  a  peasant  pro* 
prietorship  in  Ireland  is  a  matter 
deeply  tifiecti  ng  the  prosperity  of  all 
parts  of  the  kingdom.  It  strikes  me 
lit  this  moment  that  tlie  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  refer  by  a  single  word 
to  that  part  of  the  Bill  wiiich  deals  with 
the  congested  districts.  Tliat,  liosvever, 
is  a  large  and  important  part  uf  the  Bilh 
Many  of  us  are  agreed  that  there  are 
provisions  in  it  which  inay  be  iise- 
lully  developed  for  the  happiness  of 
Ireland;  and  if,  on  the  other  hand, 
there  are  many  points  for  consideration 
in  Committee  ;  why  shou  d  not  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  and  his  friends  go  with 
us  into  the  Lf>bhy  in  support  of  the 
Second  K^'ading  at  least  ?  If  yuu  throw 
out  the  Second  Rjadmg  you  throw  out 
the  pnrt  as  regards  the  congested  dis- 
tricts. 

Mk,  DILLON  (Mayo,  K):  It  is  abeo 
lutely  worthless. 

♦Mk.  GOSCHEN  ;  If  the  hon.  Member 
says  it  is  worthless,  I  can  understand  liis 
view,  but  his  leader  said  that  it  was  in* 
adequate,  not  that  it  was  worthless. 
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the  last  election — a  judgment  which, 
in  luy  opinion,  none  bnt  the  country 
itself  is  entitled  to  reverse  ;  thirdlyj  the 
evil  of  State  landlortiihra,  which  involves 
large  pecnninry  risks,  but  which  involves 
an  evil  ten*  to  Id  greater  than  any 
pecuniary  risks  in  the  shock  to  humanity, 
to  order,  and  to  the  relations  between 
countries,  which  must  ensue  from  the 
abuse  of  sacU  a  power ;  and  lastly,  the 
sad  reverse  which  we  experiepce  when 
we  find  that,  in  the  name  of  a  voluntary 
arrangement,  we  enable  the  landlord  to 
bring  an  irresistible  pressure  to  bear  on 
the  tenant,  with  the  view  and  with  the 
effect  of  extorting  fi*om  him,  perhaps, 
nearly  the  whole,  or  a  very  lar^e  part,  of 
the  immense  boon  which  Parliament 
proposes  to  confer.  In  these  circum- 
atances,  I  resign  with  great  regret  the 
hopes  which  I  entertained  of  being  able 
to  support  the  Bill.  I  am  not  sure  that 
I  have  even  now  obtained  anything  like 
a  full  comprehension  of  the  Bill.  It  is 
an  exceedingly  complicated  measure,  I 
do  not  know  that  a  more  complicated 
measure,  or  on©  so  complicated,  has  ever 
been  brought  before  us.  It  contaiDS 
points  of  great  ambiguity  and  points  of 
great  difficulty.  All  these  might,  perhaps, 
be  encountered  judiciously,  and,  with 
temper  and  management,  might  be  got 
rid  of.  But  the  four  difficulties  I  have 
mentioned,  all  persons  in  this  House, 
whatever  their  jmlitical  creed,  will  feel 
constitute  points  which  ought  to  bo 
placed  clearly  in  the  view  of  the  country, 
and  the  country  ought  to  know  what  it 
is  asked  to  do,  and  what  Parliament  may 
be  about  to  do.  For  my  part,  though  1 
have  not  the  smallest  idea  of  joining  in 
any  obstructive  opposition  to  this  or  any 
other  measure  whatever,  still  I  feel  it  to 
be  my  bonnden  duty  to  make  objection 
to  provisions  so  dangerous  and  flagrant 
in  their  character,  tending,  on  the  one 
hand,  to  embark  the  country  in  pecuniary 
risks  to  which  it  ought  not  to  be  exposed, 
and  on  tho  other,  to  make  the  question  of 
land  purchase  not  an  aid  in  the  settle- 
ment of  the  general  question  of  Ireland, 
but  the  means  of  importing  into  it  new 
social  and  pecuniary  diiliculties,  and 
further  and  further  plunging  us  into  the 
deepest  political  embarrassment. 

♦(5.55.)      The     CHANCELLOR     of 

THB     EXCHEQL7ER     (Mr.      Goschen. 

St.    George's,    Hanover    Spuare) :     Mr. 

Deputy    Speaker,    the  House    has   had 

Mr.  IK.  £.  Gladstone 


the  great  advantage  now  of  Laving 
had  placed  liefore  it  the  main  objections 
which  can  be  urged  against  tlua 
measure,  in  the  first  plaice  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork,  who  led  the  Opposi- 
tion on  this  occasion,  and  in  the  next 
place  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  who  has  just 
sat  down  ;  and  I  hope  we  may  conclude 
that  in  those  two  speeches  from  the 
respective  leaders  of  the  two  difierent 
wings  of  the  Opposition  we  have  the 
whole  of  the  arguments  of  t)iose  opposed 
t43  this  measure.  I  hope  that  is  the  case, 
though  I  will  not  8ay  I  am  confident^ 
because,  if  I  remember  the  8|>eech  made 
last  night  by  the  Member  for  NewcaatlCj 
there  were  i3ointfl  in  tJiat  speech  diame- 
trically opposed  to  the  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian.  I  prt3pt>8e  to  go  tii rough 
the  various  points  raised  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lotliian  seriatinu  I 
am  bound  to  say  tliat  he  has  placed  them 
before  us  with  such  clearness  that  it  will 
be  extremely  easy — I  will  not  at 
this  moment  say  to  answer  them, 
^but,  at  all  events,  to  follow  them. 
But  first  let  me  point  to  tho  argii- 
mcMt  i>f  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle,  in  his  speech 
last  night,  that  the  effect  of  the  Bill 
would  be  destrtiyed^and  other  honJMem- 
bers  have  also  said  so,  Uith  outside  and 
inside  the  House — by  the  fact  that  under 
this  Bill  rents  would  be  so  lowered  that 
there  would  be  an  agitation  on  tho  parted 
those  tenants  who  did  not  purchase  for 
the  sake  of  getting  those  excellent  terms 
which  are  given  by  this  Bill.  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lotliian  holds  no  such  view*  He 
holds  the  opposite,  as  I  understand. 
He  holds  that  this  Bill  would  have  the 
effect  of  placing  the  tenants  who  buy  m 
a  position  which  would  practically  be  a 
neutralisation  of  all  the  advantages  we 
hope  from  it. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  1  said 
many  landlords  had  the  opportunity  of 
securing  the  l>enefit  for  themselves. 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  do  not  wish  to  push 
the  argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man OTie  iota  beyond  his  legitimate  con- 
tention. We  have  not  to  deal  with  *Hh© 
many  landlords/'  but  with  the  general 
argument  of  the  nght  hon.  Gentleman. 
That  [general  argument  was:  "Who 
will  gain  by  the  BUI?    It  will  be  the 
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laiidlorda/'      That  is   t  >  saj^  the    land- 
lords would  use  their  powers  to   such  an 
extent  that  the  tenants  would  not  get  the 
Aid  vantages    which   we   expect  them    to 
get.     But  if  they  do  not  get  the  advan- 
tages, then  the  argument  of  the   right 
hon.    Member   for    Newcastle    entirely 
breaks  down — that  one   person  will   be 
placed  in  such  a  position  of  advantage  that 
hisneighbourw*ill  fetjl  dissatisfaction,  and 
tliat  agitation  in  Ireland  will  be  thereby 
increasad.       The  right  lion.  Gentleman, 
in  the  opening  of   his   8;>eecli,  spoke   of 
the  plan  of  the    hon.  Member  fur  Cork. 
I  should  like,  before    1    sit  df_>wn,  to   be 
allowed  to  say  a  few  words  with  resp-'ct  to 
that  plan.    1  had  hop  ad  thai  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  would   have  bestowed 
aome  mor^^  time  upon  an  examination  of 
the  plan  ** chivalrously '^  proposed  by  the 
Jion*  Member  for  Cork,  but  I  am  not  sure 
that  it  wa3  *'  chivalrously  ''   treated   by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian. 
On  the  whole,  I  think  that  tliere  is  no  per- 
son in  the  House  w^ho  will  deny  that  the 
apcecli  Uj  which  we  have  just  listened  was 
a  heavier  indictment  agivinst  the  Bill  than 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  this 
Bill    is   opposed   by    five-sixths    of    the 
I  Members      from      Ireland,      I     wondd* 
whether  in  the  remaining  sixth  we  are  to 
include  the  lion,  Memb.^r  for  Cork,     As 
my   right    hon.    Friend    the    Attorney 
General   for  Ireland  has  said,  the  sp-ech 
|^4}f  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  was  not  a 
^fiBpeech  really  against  the  Second  Reading 
V-of    the     Uill.     It    wan   a   speech     wldcli 
■  might   as   well  have    been  deliverjd    in 
Committee,  and  whicli    I   nny   su'^gest 
before   I  sit  down   may  still  possibly   b:^ 
expanded    in     Committee.     There    wau 
nothing  in  th?  speech  of  the  hon.  Ale ra her 
for  Cork   which  was  tliorougbly  oppr^sed 
l_Ao  the  plan  of  the  Government.     There 
anothur  point  on   wliicli   I    hope    we 
say  that  we  are  all  in  agreement, 
;  that  is  as  regards  the  expivtriation  of 
Irish   landlords.     The   hon.  Member   for 
3ork  docs  not  desire  it ;  tlie  right  hon. 
Member  for  ^Iid  Lothian  does  not  desire 
it  ;    and     certainly     the      Bill    of     Her 
Majesty's  Government  is  not  const  met  od 
on-«nch  a  manner  as  to  lead  to  it.     Ijook 
what  has  happened  under  the  Ashbounie 
Act.     Under  the  Ashlxmrne   Act,  large 
transactions    ha%^e    t^iken   plac.^     There 
are  many  landlords  who  have  sold  under 
the  Ashbourne  Act  who  will  still  continue 
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in  Ireland,  and  will  continue  t<:*  exer- 
cise, to  the  advantage  of  the  country,  the 
duties  ol  a  landlord  to  their  neighbours. 
Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  went 
through  a  certain  number  of  objections^ 
which  he  said  would  be  objections  to  be 
taken  in  Committee.  I  hope  that  I  may 
be  allowed  to  follow  the  example  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  pass  these 
points  over  with  great  rapidity.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  it  c<5uld  be 
proved  that  the  provisions  which  the  Go- 
vernment had  mad  ewe  re  given  for  the  sake 
of  the  tenants  themselves,  hut  that  they 
were  not  given  for  the  nation  at  large. 
The  right  kon.  Gentleman  suggest:^d  that 
we  had  neglected  Ireland  as  a  whole,  and 
that  Ireland  would  reap  no  advantage 
from  this  Bill.  We  believe  that  the 
settlement  of  the  Ij^nd  Question,  to 
w^hich  we  believe  this  Bill  will  contribnto 
in  a  hirge  degree,  is  a  matter  which 
deeply  concerns  Irehmd  generally.  It 
concerns  the  prosperity  of  the  whole 
of  Ireland.  We  lielieve  thsit^  in 
lending  British  credit  to  the  solutitm  of 
this  question,  we  are  not  only  doing 
something  for  the  tenants  and  tbe  land- 
lords,  but  something  for  Irj-laml,  and  that 
we  are  also  doing  something  for  this 
country.  Nay,  more.  Wo  beh'eve  that 
the  est4iblishment  of  a  peasant  pro- 
priet<jrship  in  Ireland  is  a  matter 
deeply  afiecting  the  prosperity  of  all 
pitrts  of  the  kingdom.  It  strikes  ma 
at  this  moment  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  refer  by  a  single  w^ord 
to  that  part  of  the  Bill  wnich  deals  with 
the  congested  districts.  That,  however, 
is  a  largo  and  imprtant  part  of  tlic  Bill. 
Many  of  us  arc  agreed  that  there  are 
provisions  in  it  which  niay  be  use- 
lully  devs* loped  fur  the  happiness  of 
Ireland ;  and  if,  on  the  t-ther  hand, 
there  are  many  points  ior  consideration 
in  Committee  ;  w*hy  shou  d  not  the  right 
ht>n.  Gentleman  and  fiis  friends  go  with 
us  into  the  L^bhy  in  snppi^rt  of  the 
Second  lieading  at  least  ?  If  ynu  throw 
out  the  Second  Reading  you  throw  out 
the  part  as  regards  the  cungc8t^*d  dis- 
tricts, 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  It  is  abso 
lutely  worthless. 

*Mh.  GOSCHEN  :  If  the  hon.  Member 
says  it  is  worthless,  I  can  understand  his 
view,  but  his  leader  said  tliat  it  was  in- 
adequate, not  that  it  was  worthlesa. 
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Mr.  PARNELL  (Cork)  :  I  said  it  was 
illusoiy. 

♦Mb,  GOSCHElSr :  Xo  doubt  ac'cording 
to  the  lion.  Member's  recollection  the 
word  "  illusory  '*  was  used  in  the  course 
of  the  spesch,  but  my  recollection  ia  that 
it  was  not  used  with  regard  to  the  con- 
gested districts.  But,  of  course,  I  accept 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
We  shall  have  an  interesting  time  when 
we  come  to  the  congested  districts,  and 
when  we  see  hon.  Members  voting 
against  those  clauses.  I  think,  however, 
we  shall  be  able  to  prove  that  they  are 
devised  for  the  b?nefit  of  Ireland,  and  if 
they  can  be  improved  and  strengthened, 
thongh  tliey  are  said  to  be  illusory,  tlie 
Government  will  interpose  no  difti- 
culty  as  regards  discussion  of  those  ini- 
provements.  But  right  hon.  Members 
opposite  do  not  wis)),  it  appears,  to  at- 
tempt to  improve  this  jmrt  of  the  Bill 
dealing  with  the  congested  districts  ;  you 
are  prepared  to  go  into  tlio  Lobby  to 
oppose  any  portion  of  the  plan  coming 
under  the  cotisideration  of  the  HoiLse. 
Among  tlie  minor  points  raised  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  the  objection 
to  the  definition  of  net  value.  In  making 
his  objection  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
must  have  had  in  his  mind  his  own  Bill 
of  1886.  If  you  had,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had,  a  Bill  for  the  compulsory 
purchase  of  all  the  estates  in  Ireland,  then 
it  is  extremely  necessary  [Mr.W.  E.  Glai^- 
STONE  dissented] — ye.«:,  there  was  com- 
pulsion. There  was  no  compulsion  on 
the  landlords  to  sell,  but  compulsion  on 
the  State  authority  to  buy.  In  the  Bill 
of  1886  there  was  a  compulsion  to 
buy  every  estate  in  Ireland,  with 
certain  exceptions,  and  there  was  a 
compulsfjry  standard  at  which  tliey 
should  be  bought.  Ko  doubt,  therefore, it 
was  extremely  important  tlien  to  have  a 
standard  sofaras  the  proceeds  that  might 
go  into  the  pocket  of  the  landlord  were 
concerntd  ;  but  where  you  have  a  vohin- 
tary  arrangement,  as  I  admit  we  have  in 
this  Bill — and  I  am  prepared  to  defend 
the  fact — we  have  to  deal,  not  with 
establishing  a  compulsory  standard,  but 
simply  with  the  definition,  A  definition 
of  one  sort  or  at i other  you  must  have, 
and  wc  cu  us  id  er  this  to  be  the  best  dt  tin  i* 
tion  that  can  be  given.  It  is  for  the 
purpose  of  determining  the  80  per 
cent,  which  the  tenant  would  ]iay. 
Those,  I  think,  are  the  main  points  on 


which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  spok<? 
jks  iflatters  to  be  considered  in  Committee- 
Then  he  approached  the  far  wider  ques* 
tion,  and  laid  down  four  propositions^ 
which  he  summed  up  at  the  end  of  \u& 
speech,  and  which  I  hope  I  have  correctly 
grasped.  He  objected  to  the  Bill  because 
it  was  not  endorsed  by  the  voice  of  the 
people  of  Ireland ;  ho  objected  to  it 
because  he  considered  that,  owing  to 
what  passed  at  the  last  election,  we  wero 
precluded  from  placing  any  burden  on 
the  English  taxpayer ;  ho  objected  to  tht* 
Stata  becoming  a  creditor  of  a  large 
number  of  tenants  in  Ireland  ;  and  he 
objected  to  the  terms  of  purchase  sag* 
gested  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  W.  E.  (UAD8T0XE:  I  referred 
to  a  voluntfiry  iirrangement. 

♦Mil  GOSCHEN  :  Yes  ;  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  it  ought  t^  be  a  voluntary 
arrangement,  and  so  it  is.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  first  argument  ift 
that  we  ouuht  not  to  prcceed  with 
this  Bill  unless  wo  have  the  voice  of 
the  people  with  us.  He  assumes, 
and  considers  himself  entitled  to  as- 
sume, that  opposition  in  this  Hoase 
really  means  the  opposition  of  the  Irish 
people  at  large.  But  then,  if  hon.  Mem* 
bers  from  Ireland  represent  the  peopl© 
of  Ireland,  and  if  they  truly  express  the 
views  of  a  great  majority  of  the  tenanta 
that  they  will  not  buy  under  tliis  Bill, 
that  this  Bill  is  unsatisfact^^ry  to  them, 
at  ail  events  they  may  be  relieved  of  the 
anxiety  that  great  advantage  will  be 
taken  of  thi^  Bill  if  the  tenants  of  Ire- 
land do  not  desire  it.  That  is  one  answer. 
Now,  here  is  another  which  I  offer  to  thf 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  If  I  am  not 
mistaken,  the  continuation  of  the  Ash- 
bourne Act  was  opposed  by  the  repre* 
sentatives  from  Ireland.  I  do  not 
remember  whether  the  first  production 
was. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  It  was  ptwised  by  consent  of 
the  Irish  Memlxfr.-,  and  in  consultation 
with  them. 

*Mk.  GOSCHEN  :  And  the  second 
against  it ;  but  I  have  not  scon  that  this 
operated  largely  on  the  minds  of  the 
Irish  tenants.  We  shall  see  whether,  if 
this  Bill,  the  Irish  tenants  will 


be  more  satisfied  with  the  action  of  the 
Unionist  Government  who  have  passed 
it^  or  with  the  protest  of  the  hon.  Mom- 
bers    below     the     Gangway     who     are 
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opposed  to  it.  At  all  events,  we  are 
anxious  to  give  the  Irish  tenants  the 
chance ;  and,  what  is  more,  we  believe 
that  those  tenants  will  accept  the  chance. 
We  believe  that  if  they  accept  the  terms 
ofEered  to  them  the  same  advantages  will 
flow  from  them  as  have  already  flown 
from  the  effects  of  the  Ashbourne  Act. 
An  hon.  Member  says  that  the  Ashbourne 
Act  was  passed  with  more  than  the 
consent  of  the  Irish  Members.  Are 
they  satisfied  with  the  result  of  that 
Act  ?  If  they  are  satisfied,  then  this  is 
an  amplified  Ashbourne  Act,  giving  all 
the  advantages  to  the  Irish  tenant,  in 
many  ways,  of  the  Ashbourne  Act.  I 
confess  I  cannot  help  thinking  that 
this  protest  on  the  part  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  is  rather  a  political  than 
an  agrarian  protest  against  this  Bill. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  challenged 
anyone  to  reply  to  the  question,  whether 
we  should  dare  in  the  case  of  Scot- 
land to  offer  such  a  measure  as  this 
["  No,  no !"]  Well,  to  impose  upon 
Scotland  such  a  measure  as  this  against 
its  will.  It  requires  an  enormous  effort 
of  the  imagination  to  conceive  the  condi- 
tion of  Scotland  being  at  the  presant 
time,  or  in  any  conceivable  circumstances, 
in  an  analogous  position  to  Ireland.  The 
analogy  would  be  this — that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Edinburgh,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  ihe 
Bridge  ton  Division  of  Glasgow,  and  their 
Scottish  friends,  should  be  going  about 
Scotland  trying  to  persuade  the  tenants 
not  to  pay  the  rents  of  Lord  Rosebery, 
and  other  Scottish  landlords.  What  has 
been  suggested,  too,  is  that  the  coercion 
which  is  said  to  exist  in  Ireland  tends  to 
prevent  that  combination  by  which 
alone  the  tenants  think  they  would  be 
able  to  get  satisfactory  terms.  I  confess 
that  we  have  seen  many  extraordinaiy 
things,  but  I  cannot  imagine  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  preaching  in  Scotland  the 
same  doctrines  as  are  preached  in  Ireland. 
But,  even  if  it  were  so,  I  should  like  to 
know  what  would  be  said  by  the  prudent 
and  wise  tenants  in  Scotland  if  such 
benefits  were  to  be  offered  to  them  to- 
day as  we  are  said  to  be  imposing  on 
the  Irish  tenants.  It  is  my  firm  belief — 
may  I  say  in  reply  to  the  challenge  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman — that  if  a  Bill 
were  offered  to  the  tenants  of  Scotland 


by  which  their  rents  were  reduced  by 
20  per  cent.,  whatever  the  whole  band 
of  Scottish  Members  should  say  in  this 
House,  it  would  be  most  energetically  re- 
ceived. One  would  think  from  my  right 
hon.  Friend's  fourth  objection,  that  this 
is  a  Bill  which  we  are  imposing  on  the 
Irish  tenants,  or  one  from  which  they 
would  not  reap  a  full  advantage. 
I  reply  that  this  Bill  is  not 
a  measure  which  is  imposed  on  the 
people  of  Ireland ;  it  is  a  measure 
which  we  offer  them,  and  one  of  which 
I  trust  they  will  not  be  slow  to  take 
advantage.  At  all  events,  if  I  have 
failed  to  answer  satisfactorily  the  chal- 
lenge of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I 
hope  that  he  will  not  deny  that 
I  have  attempted  to  grapple  with 
his  argument.  On  this  point  let  me 
say  this,  that  neither  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  nor  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  used  those  arguments  which  are 
so  much  utilised  in  some  wilder  quar- 
ters. They  do  not  speak  of  the  general 
repudiation  which  is  to  follow  the 
acceptance  of  these  terms.  Are  we  to 
believe  that  the  Irish  tenants,  because 
their  Members  in  this  House  at  present 
protest  against  this  Bill,  when  they 
have,  through  the  operation  of  the 
Sinking  Fund,  through  the  ternjs  which' 
we  have  offered,  and  which  they  will 
enjoy,  become,  to  a  great  extent, 
owners  of  their  property,  are  we  to 
believe  that,  short  of  any  general  revolu- 
tionary agitation,  they  will  be  prepared 
to  sacrifice  the  benefits  which  we  have 
conferred  ?  The  rght  hon.  Gentleman 
further  holds  that  we  are  not  en- 
titled to  bring  this  Bill  before  the 
youse  on  account  of  our  elec- 
toral engagements ;  he  also  holds, 
as  to  placing  the  burden  on  the  British 
taxpayer,  that  we  are  not  entitled  by  the 
declarations  we  have  made  in  so  many 
quarters  to  proceed  with  such  proposals. 
But  we  have  not  come  down  to  the 
House  with  a  Bill  pledging  the  country 
with  the  insecurity  of  Irish  Home  Rule 
to£50,000,000  or  £100,000,000.  Then  we 
should,  indeed,  be  outraging  every  de- 
claration. No  ;  even  if  we  had  fallen  far 
short  of  these  gigantic  proportions,  and 
had  proposed  a  much  less  measure, 
witli  some  great  and  appreciable  risk  to 
the  British  people,  I  admit  we  should 
not  have  been  acting  according  to  the 
declarations  we  have  made.     But  in  this 
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Bill  we  have  taken  such  precautions, 
acknowledged  in  many  quarters,  and  not 
disputed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork, 
that  we  believe  no  portion  of  this  burden 
can  ever  fall  upon  the  British  taxpayer. 
Qn  one  point  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Newcastle  has  contra- 
dicted in  advance  his  English  leader, 
and  with  another  argument  he  has  also 
contradicted  his  Irish  leader,  because 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  did  not 
object  for  one  moment  to  the  cha- 
racter of  the  security. 

.  Mr.  PARNELL  :  I  beg  the  right  hon. 
(gentleman's  pardon.  I  certainly  pointed 
out,  though  not  at  as  great  length  as  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle,  that 
thes3  securities  would  be  useless  for  the 
protection  of  the  British  taxpayer,  and 
that  no  Grovernment  would  ever  use 
them  for  that  purpose. 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  am  sorrj-  to  hear 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  say  that, 
because  in  another  part  of  his  speech  he 
ofEered  it  as  a  security  for  his  own  plan. 
I  was  not  going  to  attack  the  plan  of 
tjie  hon.  Member  for  Cork  at  all,  but  he 
spd  that  we  were  going  to  take  his 
security  away  from  him.  Was  his  security 
a  good  or  bad  one  ?  If  the  security  is 
npt  a  good  one,  why  did  he  say  he  would 
ofEer  it  as  a  security  for  his  plan  ?  If  he 
did  not  believe  it  to  be  a  good  security 
he  was  not  dealing  quite  fairly  with  the 
House.  My  own  belief  is  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  does  think — though, of  course, 
I  cannot  go  against  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  Member  himself — there  is 
very  considerable  security  indeed  in 
these  sums  which  we  have  taken.  I 
believe  he  knows,  as  we  all  know,  that 
practically  the  security  is  good.  I  be- 
lieve that  this  is  the  keynote — that  the 
security  is  good.  There  are  four  or  five 
degrees  of  security.  Hon.  Members  do 
not  challenge  the  first,  second,  third,  or 
fourth.  They  have  only  set  upon  the 
fifth  and  last  security ;  they  only  speak 
of  the  contingent  portion  of  the  guarantee 
fund ;  while  we  maintain  that  that  por- 
tion is  absolutely  unlikely,  except  in 
time  of  revolution,  to  be  ever  called  into 
play.  We  prove  that  by  figures,  and  the 
great  master  of  finance,  who  understands 
figures  himself,  has  not  attacked  our 
security,  but  has  attacked  the  principle 
only.  Let  it  be  noted  that  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  while  attacking 
us  heavily  on  the  cardinal  points  of  the 
Mr.  Goschen 


Bill,  has  left  untouched  that  network  of 
securities  which  we  have  built  up,  and 
which  we'  believe  will  prevent  the  bur- 
den from  being  ever  placed  on  the 
Brit  sh  taxpayer.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man only  made  out  that  there  would  be 
a  burden  on  the  British  taxpayer  in 
one  way — that  is,  that  the  issue  of 
£30,000,000  of  securities  might  slightly 
affect  British  credit  and  the  value  of 
the  British  Funds.  The  right  hou. 
Gentleman  did  not  pretend  that  they 
would  lose  any  of  their  capital  or  interest ; 
but  the  only  burden  which  he  represented 
would  fall  on  the  British  taxpayer  would 
be  that  the  advance  of  £30,000,000 
might  appreciably  affect  the  British 
Funds.  I  say  that  to  declare  such  a  result 
to  be  a  breach  of  our  pledges  is  a  most 
exaggerated  interpretation  of  any  declara- 
tions we  have  made.  I  maintain  that 
by  this  Bill  we  do  not  put  any  burden  on 
the  British  taxpayer,  and  that  the 
measure  is  constructed  in  order  to  avoid 
such  contingency.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  attack  the  structure  of  our 
proposals.  I  come  to  the  point  which  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
admit  in  his  own  judgment  is  sub- 
stantially the  greatest  objection  in 
his  view  to  our  plan — that  is,  that 
we  become  the  creditors  of  the  Irish 
tenants.  One  would  have  thought 
that  this  was  a  hei'esy  of  so  deep 
a  dye  that  any  Administration  attempt- 
ing to  establish  such  a  State  credit 
torship  ought  to  fall  under  the 
condemnation  of  the  public  at  large. 
Yet  State  creditorship  has  already  been 
established  in  Ireland  and  is  in  force 
there  at  the  present  moment.  Unless 
I  am  historically  incorrect,  the  author  of 
this  State  creditorship  is  in  part  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself.  I  believe  that 
under  the  Acts  of  1869,  1870,  and  1881 
we  stand  as  Stale  creditors  in  relation 
to  Irish  tenants.  I  ask  hon.  Members 
to  recall  the  strength  of  the  denunciation 
with  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
visits  this  part  of  our  proposal.  I  frankly 
admit  that  it  is  not  desirable  for  the 
State  to  be  the  creditor  of  tenants.  Did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  attempt 
to  deal  otherwise  with  the  matter  ? 
Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  Yes. 
*Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man says  yes  ;  but  I  think  that  the  name 
of  the  Authority  which  was  to  stand  in 
the   relation   of    landlord   to   tenant   in 
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Ireland  under  his  BUI  was  tho  State 
Authont}'. 

Mk.  W.  E,  GLADSTONE  :  Tlie  Irisli 
Authority. 

*Mh.  GOSCHEN:  Yes,  the  Irihh 
Authority,  but  the  Irish  State.  I  nm  not 
dealing  at  i\w  present  moment  with  the 
point  as  to  whether  it  is  the  Eoglisli 
or  the  Iri.sh  Stite,  There  ig  a  point  fur 
beyond  that.  It  is  a  cardmal  objection, 
and  one  that  ought  to  ba  argued  apart 
from  any  question  of  nationality,  vvhetlier 
the  State  ought  to  stand  in  the  relation 
of  a  creditor.  The  argument  of  tlie  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  simply  directed 
against  its  being  the  State. 

Ms.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  used  over 
and  over  again  the  words  *'  the  British 
Treasury.'' 

♦Mk.  GOSCHEN:  Tlie  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man wishes  to  make  a  buffer  l^etwuea 
the  State  and  the  Treasury,  As  to  iny 
challenge  on  the  point,  I  liope  I  may  be 
allowed  to  carry  the  argument  farther* 
Is  there  not  the  same  objection  to  the 
Irish  State  Authority  being  placed  in  the 
position  of  landlord  to  tenant?  [*'Nn,"] 
Then  I  understand  that  the  Irish  Par- 
liament miiy  evict  but  the  English 
Parliament  may  not.  A  battering-ram 
chri-Hfceued  after  the  hon,  Meml:>er  for 
Cork  may  evict,  but  an  English 
Parliament  may  not.  What  I  wish 
to  prove  is  that  if  *you  had  a  Statsi 
Authority  in  Ireland  it  would  be  open 
to  the  same  objectiou  as  the  British. 
We  always  find  that  it  is  not  a  question 
of  the  poverty  of  the  tenant,  but  a 
quefition  of  the  nationality  of  the  evictor, 
and  whether  the  eviction  is  by  Irisli  or 
Imperial  2\uthonty.  I  think  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  system  of  gauran- 
tees  was  infinitely  more  illusory  than 
ours,  and  for  this  raason — the  Irish 
tenants  would  have  been  able  t<i  put 
precisely  the  same  pressure  upon  Mem- 
bers of  the  Irish  Party  sitting  in  an  Irisli 
Parliament  as  it  may  Ix^  thought  they 
could  bring  to  bear  upon  Irish  Members 
in  an  English  Parliament.  If  there  were 
famine,  or  any  ditficnlties  of  that  kind, 
under  Hume  Rulf,  precisely  the  siime 
difficulties  would  occur  as  could  occur 
DOW,  only  tliey  would  occur  in  the 
absence  of  those  measures  wliich  we  have 

I  taken  in  order  tti  minimise  danger,  in  tlie 
absence  of  that  system  of  insurance  and 
reserves  by  which  we  are  prepared  for 
any  contiugeoey  that  may  arise  short  of 
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a  repudiation  of  rents — a  contingency  in 
which  we  do  not  believe.  Now,  I  come 
to  the  fourth  objection  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman — to  the  que.stionof  voluntary 
arrangements.  The  right  hon*  Gentle- 
man believes  tliat  under  our  Bill  the 
landlords  will  be  able  to  exact  whatever 
terms  they  Hke.  Well,  tliat  assumption 
depends,  to  a  great  extent,  upon  this 
consideration — Who  are  the  more  anxious, 
the  tenants  to  buy  or  the  landlords  to 
sell?  In  any  bargains  which  are  made 
it  is  geneiiJly  the  person  who  is  less 
anxious  who  is  ab!e  to  get  the  bettor 
terms.  Well,  what  hes  been  the  course 
while  the  Ashbourne  Act  has  been  m 
force?  The  landlords  have  continually 
been  willing  to  sell,  and  the  tenants  have 
been  less  anxious  to  buy^  if  we  *lnay 
judge  by  their  action  ;  but  1  admit  that 
that  action  has  sometimes  been  controlled 
hy  outsiders,  who  have  prevented  the 
land  ord  and  the  tenant  from  coming  to 
terras.  I  know  of  cas?8  in  which  land- 
lords and  tenants  have  been  most  desirous 
to  C4»me  to  terms,  the  conditions  being 
infinitely  more  advantageous  to  the 
tenants  than  any  ever  sketched  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  outsiders  have 
interfered  and  prevented  the  tenants 
from  availing  themselves  of  their  oppor- 
tunities. But  I  want  to  ask  whether 
this  objection  as  to  terms  comes  with 
very  good  gi*ace  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  proposed  in  bis  Bill 
that  landlords  should  have*  the  option  of 
selling  their  estatt  s,  and  that  purchase 
should  be  compulsory  on  tenants  above 
the  £i  line.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  are  now, 
no  doubt,  delighted  that  the  Unionists 
prevented  that  Bill  fiom  passing;  for  if 
it  had  passed  the  .situation  at  the 
present  moment  would  have  been  this 
— all  the  tenants  above  £4  would 
have  been  compelled  to  buy  at  20 
years'  purchase  of  rack-rents  if  the 
landlords  wished  to  sell.  Speaking 
brrmdly,  if  that  Bill  had  passed  the  Irish 
tenants  would  at  this  moment  in  a  vast 
number  of  cases  be  conipalsorily  paying 
rents  which  have  been  denounced  as  30 
per  cent,  too  high  by  the  followers  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  stiys  that  we  ai'e  offering  dis- 
aidvantiigeous  terms  to  the  tenants,  and 
that  the  landlords  will  alone  derive 
benefit  from  our  proposals.  Let  the 
tenants  of  Ireland  reflect  upon  what  tha 
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Unioniat  Party  have  saved  them  from  l»y 
oppt'sing  the  Bill  of  the  right  hoii. 
Gentleman.  They  cannot  hut  l>e  grate- 
ful to  us.  But  for  the  action  of  the 
Unionist  Party  iu  throwing  out  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  Bill  a  vast  numbtr 
of  the  tenant s  of  Ireland  would  now  l)e 
saddled  with  rents  wbieh  the  hou. 
Member  for  Cork  and  his  friends  Bay  are 
30  per  cent,  too  hig^h  ;  T  doubt  myself 
whether  it  is  true  that  iliose  rents  are 
30  per  Gent,  too  high  ;  hut  my  purpose 
in  drawing  attention  to  these  thing's  has 
been  to  shake  the  authority  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  op2)OSito  in  his  criticism 
of  the  measure  now  before  the  House, 
Let  me  point  out  further  that  under  the 
Ashk^ume  Act  the  arrangements  between 
landlord  and  tenant  have  been  en- 
tirely volontaTy,  and  who  has  had  the 
advantage  under  that  Act?  At  all 
events,  the  average  is  not  more  than  1 8 
years'  jnirchasL\  and  gtJiierally  18  years* 
pureluisti  of  rents  which  are  lower  than 
those  which  prevailed  in  1886.  When 
the  tenants  have  secured  such  trreiit 
advantages  under  the  Aahhourae  Act  I 
am  unable  to  understand  why  the  right 
hon*  Gentleman  should  argue  that  the 
landlords  will  be  the  only  persons  who 
will  derive  advantage  under  this  meierure. 
The  w^hole  recent  history  of  Ireland 
proves  that  it  is  not  the  landlord  who  will 
be  able  to  extract  exti'a\Tigjiiit  terms 
from  the  tenant  under  this  BilL  Nor  is 
that  the  view  of  the  landlords  themselves. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred, 
perhaps  in  somewhat  sarcastic  terms,  to 
the  action  of  the  landlords  declaring  that 
they  were  charmed  with  tlie  idea  that 
they  will  he  able  to  get  whiitever  tt^rms 
they  like  from  the  tenants  under  the 
Bill.  I  believe  the  hindlorda  hold  very 
different  language  ;  and  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  stndies  their  view  he  will 
find,  I  think,  that  the  particular  objection 
whieli  ho  has  niised  on  this  point  is  only 
a  theoretical  t>bjectiun,  and  that  the 
tenants  w^ill  reap  that  full  benefit  which 
1  believe  all  of  us  in  this  House  desire 
that  tho  Bill  should  confer  upon  Ihcm, 
Am  I  not  right  in  this,  that  if  we  could 
only  agree  upon  the  method,  we  are  most 
of  us  in  fiivour  of  extending  the  nunjU-r 
of  proprietors  of  land  in  Ireland.  That 
is  tlie  wish  of  the  Irish  Party,  T  believe, 
and  it  is  the  wish  of  most  of  those  who 
sit  on  this  aide  of  the  House.  Well, 
then,  can  we  not  agree  on  tiie  broad 
Mr,  Goschcn 


principle  of  endeavouring  to  increase  the 
peasant  proprietary  of  Ireland,  not  for 
the  sike  of  the  landlord  only,  or  of 
the  tenant  only,  hut  in  the  intei^est  of 
the  social  and  economic  prosperity  of 
Ireland  /  People  omit  to  give  due 
weight  to  this  considemtion,  that  the  posi* 
tion  in  which  Irish  land  is  pltiecd  under  the 
Act  of  1881  is  eminently  uns:itisfactory, 
and  that  dual  ownership  is  ruinous  to 
agriculture.  That  is  a  point  to  which 
the  pubhc  ought  to  direct  their  attention. 
This  is  not  only  a  Bill  for  the  pe*omo- 
tion  of  social  order,  though  we  hope  that 
may  be  one  of  the  results,  not  only  a  Bill 
tti  assist  landlord  and  tenant,  though  we 
hope  it  may  do  so,  but  a  Bill  for  impi"ov* 
ing  the  economical  conditions  of  Ireland 
by  the  promotion  of  a  more  satisfactory 
system  of  agriculture — t-he  present 
system  being  fatal  to  the  interests  of 
both  landlord  and  tenant.  'Sow^  having 
said  so  much,  before  I  sit  down  I  have 
to  sBj  a  few  words  respecting  the  plan  of 
the  hon.  MemlxT  for  Cork.  It  is  an 
ingenious  plan,  and  I  am  not  sure  that  it 
is  not  built  on  a  clause  in  the  Act  of  1881. 
It  is  a  plan  which  m/iy  seem  satisfac- 
tory^ to  many  tenants  and  landlords  ;  but 
it  does  not  put  an  end  to  dual  owner- 
ship from  that  point  of  view,  and  it  m 
inferior  to  our  proposal.  No  doubt  it 
would  reduce  rents,  and  to  that  extent 
would  pacify  tenants  for  the  moment ; 
but  it  would  be  interesting  to  know 
whether  Mr,  Davit t  endorses  the  plan  of 
the  hon.  Member.  WTiat  guarantee 
should  we  have  that  a  fresh  agitation 
would  not  be  set  on  foot  iu  respect 
of  the  remnants  of  rent  which  would 
l>e  left  payable  under  the  hon.  Mem- 
l)ers  scheme?  We  do  not  deny  that 
the  application  of  the  plan  ndvi>cated  by 
the  lion.  Member  for  Cork  w  ould  make  the 
,  money  go  further,  and  that  we  should 
I  be  able  to  satisfy  a  larger  nunaber  of 
tenants ;  but  it  would  leave  the  matter 
unsettled,  and  cause  further  ngitation. 
Still,  I  do  not  contend  that  this  may  not  be 
a  proper  matter  to  consider  in  Committee. 
We  do  not  consider  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
lit*  r  for  Cork's  proposal  is  hoptile  or 
necessarily  destructive  of  our  Bill.  It 
would  lie  possible  for  tlie  two  schemes  to 
be  tri^d  together.  I  hope  1  have  met  tl»» 
hon.  Member's  plan  in  the  same  concilia- 
tory tone  as  regaixls  his  proposal 
as  that  which  characterised  a  great 
portion     of     his     speech,      I     do     not 
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exactly  know  how  the  Members  of  hia 
own  Party  yiew  the  hon.  Member's 
proposal,  and  I  regret  that  the  nght 
hou.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  did  not  say  to  what  extent  ht* 
associates  himself  with  that  plan  ; 
but  if  the  hon.  Members  only  ground, 
or  chief  ground,  for  objecting  to  our 
Bill  is  that  his  proposal  is  not  con- 
tained in  it,  he  has  no  right  on  that 
account  to  vote  against  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill,  or  to  endeavour  to 
throw  out  a  measure  which  does  so 
much,  or  might  in  Committee  be  so 
amended  as  to  do  so  much,  for  the  benefit 
of  the  pLMiple  of  Ireland.  Nothing  could 
ibe  more  gratifying  to  us,  of  courst3,  thjin 
"  at  in  the  solution  of  the  Irish  Land  Qu*j8- 
tion  we  sliould  carry  with  us  the  prootl 
will,  not  alone  of  the  English  Op [x>sition, 
but  of  the  Irish  Opposition  too.  The  hon. 
Member  sfiidj  *'Ijet  us  see  if  we  L-annot 
settle  this  question  together. '  Well, 
while  the  Government  prefer  and  will 
insist  on  the  adoption  of  their  plan, 
they  do  not  exclude  an  experiment 
with  his  plan,  provided  he  lulopts  the 
attitude  that  his  speech  leads  us  to  expect, 
namely,  that  such  a  trial  would  mitigate 
|l  great  portion  of  his  objections,  I  have 
Bndeavouriid  now  to  answer  the  fonr  objec- 
tions of  the  right  lion.  Gentleman,  and 
to  grapple  with  the  points  which  he  has 
raised.  1  must  saj^  I  thought  I  should 
have  a  more  fi>rmidable  task,  and  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentlenian  would  attack 
many  other  parts  of  the  Bill  with  that 
supreme  ability  which  we  all  recognise. 
The  ofjuntry  will  now  s?e  what  has  been 
urged  against  our  proposals  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork,  and  I  believe  it  will  l>e  seen 
that  our  |K)Bition  is  un assailed.  In  con- 
clusion, I  will  venture  to  express  the 
hope  that;  those  who  may  not  altr>getl(er 
agree  with  our  jiroposals  will  not  allt>w 
their  judgments  to  be  warped  by  their 
political  opinions,  and  tiiat  when  we  come 
to  the  Committee  stage— as  we  shall 
come — the  wiU  examine  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill  with  that  imjmrtiality  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  promised  us. 

•(6.48.)  Mr.  KNOX  (Cavan,  W.) : 
I  must  ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House 
for  making  my  maiden  speech  so  early 
in  my  Parliamentary  life, and  1  would  not 
do  80  if  this  question  were  not  one  in 
wUieh  liiy  constituents  take  a  greats  if 


not  a  supreme,  Interest.  1  feel  hound  to 
express  their  views  at  the  earliest  possible 
moment.  As  an  Ulster  Merolier,  fia  well 
as  an  Irish  Member,  elected  since  the 
int  rod  act  ion  of  this  Bill,  I  express  a 
view  which  I  believe  to  be  the  view 
of  my  constituents,  when  I  say  that 
this  Bill  is  condemned  by  the  people  of 
Ireland.  I  think  that  our  duty  in  dis- 
cussing the  measure  has  been  consider- 
ably increased  hy  the  way  in  which  the 
Bill  has  been  prepared  by  the  Govern- 
ment.  This  question  is  one  of  enormous. 
import{ince.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  just 
t<jld  us  that  the  qtiestion  is  political  aw 
well  as  agrarian,  and  I  was  glad  to  hear 
that  admission.  The  settlement  of  the 
hind  question,  as  we  have  often  said, 
will  n<->t  settle  the  pilitical  question  ;  hut,, 
at  the  same  time,  the  tigrarian  question 
is  of  enormous  impiirtance.  The  Govern* 
ment  say  they  are  settling  the  whole* 
agni-rian  question  by  this  Bill.  We  object 
to  the  terms  of  the  settlement,  and  deny 
its  finality.  It  is  characteristic  of  thc^ 
sjstem  prc^sided  over  by  the  Chit*f  Secre- 
tary that  this  measure  has  been  prepared 
without  consultation  with  representativen 
of  either  the  tenants  or  the  landlords.  I 
should  like  to  know  how  mai^y  people 
outside  Dublin  Castle  t!»e  right  hon. 
Gentleman  Inis  taken  into  his  confidence- 
The  right  lion.  Gentleman  appears  to  have 
delil^erately  refrained  from  consulting 
any  representative  per.^ons  in  Ireland- 
According  to  the  TimeSy  he  did  not  con- 
sult the  landlords,  and  I  can  myself 
affirm  on  the  best  authority  that  he  did 
not  consult  either  the  National  League  or 
the  Tenants'  Defence  A. sscx^iat ion.  Asfai* 
08  I  can  make  out,  the  only  people  whose 
views  tlie  right  hon. Gentleman  deigned  U> 
listen  to  in  Ireland  were  a  number  of 
Ulster  farmers  who  thought  fit  to  go 
to  Dtiblin  Castle  t-o  express  their  opinions. 
They  went  all  the  way  to  Dablin  U:)  tell 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  no  Bill 
would  satisfy  them  thjit  was  not  a 
measure  of  compulsory  purchase,  so  that 
'  it  appears  that,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  consult  anybody  in  Ireland,  hfr 
has  ne^^dectecl  to  b^ke  the  advice  of  those 
few  wliom  he  did  c<:msult.  I  do  not  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman— who  ban 
furnislied  us  with  many  strong  argu- 
ments for  Home  Rule  already — could 
furnish  us  with  a  stronger  one  than  that, 
in  pi'eimring  a  measure   tluit  may  deter- 
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mine  tlie  whole  future  of  our  country, 
he  has  deliberately  refrained  .from  con- 
sulting any  representative  person  or  body 
in  Ireland.  I  see  in  the  whole  framework 
of  the  measure  the  mark  of  this  neglect 
of  Irish  opinion.  It  Ir  said  that  there?  are 
now  two  owners  of  Iridh  land,  the  landlonl 
and  the  tenant.  I  maintiiin,  however^  that 
there  is  not  merely  a  dual  ownership, 
but  a  triple  ownership  of  the  landh^rd, 
the  tenant,  and  the  mortgagee — and  the 
owner  to  whoiu  the  Government  prop  >se 
to  give  the  greatest  S-^curity  is  the  one 
who  has  done,  in  many  ways,  the  most 
harm  to  Ir.^land,  and  to  whom  the 
Irish  people  would  give  the  shortest 
shrift,  namely,  the  mort^.igee.  Members 
on  the  Ministerial  side,  in  supporting 
this  measure,  have  taken  two  lines  of 
argument.  They  say  there  has  been 
great  unanimity  in  Livonr  of  land  pur- 
chase in  Ireland,  and  also  that  the  Opjio- 
sitioQ  liave  bruught  a  gi-eat  varietyof  ob- 
jections against  this  Bill,  Well,  I  venture 
to  Biy  tliat  no  line  of  argument  oould  he 
more  damning  to  the  framers  of  the  Bill, 
They  have  to  deal  witha matter  concerning 
which,  by  their  own  statement,  there  is 
something  like  unanimity  of  opinion,  and 
yet  ihey  manage  to  frame  their  Bill  so 
tliat  not  one  of  those  on  the  Oppviaition 
side,  who  are  in  favour  of  land  purchase, 
can  support  their  scheuie.  We  are  all  of 
opinion  in  this  quarter  of  the  House  that 
the  Bill  is  unsatisfactory,  and  I  would 
remind  the  Mcfmbera  of  the  Government, 
who  are  s:>  proud  of  their  ingenuity  in 
framing  a  BilJ  against  whieh  the  greatest 
recorded  number  of  objections  has  been 
brought^  that  two  negatives  do  not  make 
an  afiirnuitive  in  the  Division  Ijobb5\  n jr 
will  they  at  the  polls.  I  confess  fmnkly 
tlmt  my  own  views  on  this  question 
differ  considerably  from  the  views  of 
many  English  Radicals,  I  think,  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  that  the 
English  taxpayer  does  owe  a  debt  to  tlie 
Irish  people,  and  that  he  may  faii*ly 
be  asked  to  advance  something  to 
settle  the  Irish  land  question, 
in  a  reasonable  way.  Land  purchase 
would,  as  a  counsel  of  p.^rfection^  be  tlie 
best  solution  of  the  Iri^h  land  question. 
The  Irish  Party  supported  the  Govern- 
ment  which  passed  the  Ashbourne  Act, 
and  only  oppose  id  its  renewal  becausjf  of 
the  pressure  of  coercion  and  of  arrears, 
and  Lord  Ashbi»urue*s  Act,  in  those  parts 
of  Ireland  where  there  is  no  pr^»ssure  of 
Mr,  Knox 


arrears,  or  of  coercion,  has  worked  with 
tolerable  success,  J  f  the  same  could  be  said 
of  other  parts  of  I  re  Ian  d^  we  sliould  be 
content  with  an  Amendment  merely  of 
the  Ashbourne  Act»  But  it  cannot  be  said. 
There  are  many  cases  where  free  bargain 
is  now  im[iOssible,  and  for  that 
reason  we  should  oppose  a  ijierc  re* 
ncwal  of  the  Ashbourne  Act>  even 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
posed nothing  more.  But  this  Bill 
is  not  merely  an  amplified  Ashbourne 
Act.  Far  from  it.  It  differs  very 
materially  from  the  Ashlxiurne  Acta. 
Whenever  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  introduced  differences  between  this 
Bill  and  the  Asli bourne  Acts  he  has 
introduced  them  for  ilL  Whenever,  on 
the  other  hand,  the  Ashlxmrne  Act  re- 
quired amendment,  be  has  left  it  un- 
done. 80  the  Government  have  managed 
to  frame  a  Bill  against  which  more  ob* 
jection  seems  to  be  raised  than  against 
any  within  recent  memory.  I  can 
but  put  forwfird  a  selection  of  the  main 
objections^  and  put  in  the  first  place  the 
objectir»n  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Membi^r  for  Mid  Lothian  has  put 
in  the  last  place.  The  Bill  must 
be  condemned,  because  there  is  no 
provision  for  compulsory  sale^  with- 
out which  til  is  question  cannot 
be  finally  settled.  1  do  not  know 
whether  this  Hou.se  hns  any  conception 
of  the  interest  felt  by  Ulster  tenants* 
and  especially  by  Presbyt^^rian  Ulster 
tenants,  on  this  point  of  compulsory 
sale.  So  kcDuly  do  they  feel  u[ion  this 
thai  they,  to  the  numlier  «  f  a  thousand, 
met  the  other  day  to  declare  thai  no  Bill 
of  this  kind  amid  be  Siitisfactory  that  did 
not  contain  the  conipul.'^ry  principle* 
They  met  in  an  Orange  Hall,  in  the 
County  Antrim,  and  they  asked  my  hon* 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  St,  Stephen's 
Green  Division  to  present  their  Petition 
to  this  House.  These  thousand  men 
have  thus  protestid  against  the  Govern^ 
merit  proi«.isd.  A  whole  battalion  of 
the  army  of  tVie  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  North 
Armiigh  has  gone  over  to  the  enemy. 
These  men  feel  deeply  nn  this  point,  and 
show  a  very  jmictical  insight  as  to  th© 
political  position.  They  are  men,  who,  as 
my  hon.  Frieiiil  tlie  Member  for  Cork  has 
said,  are  julmirably  fitted  to  become 
peasant  owners.  They  see,  under  the 
Government    proposal,  that   the    wholo 
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securityof  the  county  will  be  pledged  with- 
out their  getting  the  opportunity  of  pur- 
chase.    I   say,   as    they    say,    that   this 
voluntary   sy.stam   ia    bad    both  for  the 
tenant  aiid  the   landlord.     It    is,  firstly, 
bad  for  the  tenant.      As  a  fact,  we  know 
that    free    conti'act   under    normal  cir- 
cumstances in  Ireland  is  impossible  for 
the    tenants.     It    is    not  nec^Bsory    to 
support  tliifi  assertion  by  argument     It 
is    a    fact    of    reeord.      It     has      been 
written  on  the  Statute  Book  sinca  1881 
that  free  contract  between  landlord  and 
tenant  in  Ireland  is  imjxis^iible.    But  now 
we    are   told  that/ altboneh  the    tenant 
could  not  make  a  free  t'ontract  from  vear 
to  year,  he  is  able  to  make  a  free  contract 
for  half  a  centu^)^     And  the  inequality 
of  the  tenant^a  ixisitiou  hiw  now  been  in- 
creafted  by  certain  tniiiaitoiy  conditions — 
by  the  pressure  of  arrears  in  many  parts 
of   Ireland,  and    by  the   operation   of  a 
Coercion  Act  designed  and  administered 
for  landlords  and    by  landlords.     I    say 
further,  besides  being  bad  for  the  tenant, 
because  the  tenant  cannot  bargain  on  even 
terms,  it  ia,  in  the  second  plaice,  bad  for 
the  Statb  for   the   same   reason.     Aiter 
all,  whatever   security   you  make  upon 
paper^   the   only    real    security    for    the 
»nt  of    instalments    is    the    value 
,he   laud.       If    a   tenant   once   falls 
arrears    you    necessarily    have    to 
"eyict,  and  all  your  force  of  police  and 
military  will  be  iusntfieient  to  keep  peace 
in  Ireland*     If,  on  the  other  hand,  land 
were  bought  at  a  cheap  rate  there  might 
be    some   security  that  you   would    not 
generally  have  to  evict.  By  this  vokintary 
system  you  decrease  the  security.     But 
the  voluntary  system  is  bad  for  the  Stat-e 
also  in  another  way.     You  profess  that 
you  cannot  get  rid  of  the  whole  of  the 
landlords     of     Ireland,    or     make    the 
whole  of  the  tenants  peasant  proprietors. 
If  you   only   want   to  get  rid  of  some 
landlords,    I   presume    you    would    dis- 
pense   with    the   worst    of    them,    and 
make  the  most  deserving,  most  suffering 
tenants   proprietors.     But  I  declare  you 
do  neithtr  under  this  Bill.     There  are 
certain  places  in  Ireland,  certain  plague 
spots,  which  any   one   could    point    to, 
where,   owing   to  their    sufferings,   the 
tenants  have  the  first  claim.     I  do  not 
refer  to  the  congested  districts  j  there  are 
many  places  outside  these  made  miserable 
by   bad    landlords.      Such    places    you 
do  not  touch.     And  it  is  a  matter  that 


all    those   who  have    any  knowledge  of 
agriculture    well    undei^stand    that    tlie 
small  tillage  farmers  have  suffered  more 
from    the   agricultural    depression   than 
the    grazier,    and   yet    you    benefit    the 
grazier  more  than  the  tillage  farmer  by 
this  BilL      The  larger   tenant  can   ne- 
gotiate   on  better  terms  with  bis  laud- 
lord.       Without      combination    he    can 
bring  more  pressure  to  liear  than  can  the 
smaller  tenant.      In  a  Return  recently 
presented  to  Parliament  there  are  some 
very  interesting  figures  in  reference  to 
salts  of   land,  from  the   end  of   1888  to 
March  31  in  the  present  year.   I  find  that 
the    Ear]   of  Shannon   sold  55   holdings 
for  j£45,000.     It  is  an  expensive  luxury, 
making  peasant  proprietors  out  of  these 
substantial  graziers.     I    find   that   Lord 
Lis  towel  sold  three  holdings  in  Cork  for 
£3,000,  and  one    in    Kerry  for  £2,500. 
The   Murqness   of    Watei-ford   sold    114 
holdings,  in  Waterford,  for  £113,000,  the 
avei*ttge    valuiition    being  £51,  or   over 
the     limit    which     the     hon.     Member 
for      Cork      thinks     necessary,       And> 
finally,  as  a  sort  of  plum,   I  find  that 
Sir    George    Coltburst    sold    a    holding 
ill       Comity       Cork       for       £5,000. 
These  are  hardly  specially  chosen  cases. 
Altogether  in  Munster  it  took  £541,000 
to   create   811    peasant   proprietors,    &t 
the     average     valuation    of     £36.       I 
would  not,  of  course,  object  if  I  thought 
that    the  Munster    tenants   held  under 
more    substantial    valuations    than    the 
rest  of  Ireland,  but  it   is  not  so  ;  it   is 
the  big  tenants  who  have  gone  in   for 
purcliase.      The    average    valuation    in 
Munster   is  £21,    so   that  we   see,  side 
by    side,    the  big    holdings   pm*chased^ 
the     small     holdings     left.      So,     also, 
they      are     not     the     worst     landlords 
you  get  rid  of.      The   Attorney   Gh^ne- 
ral    for   Ireland    seemed    to    think    he 
had   demohshed   that   part    of  the  con- 
tention of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Parnell), 
when  he  said  it  was  a  good  thing  to  get 
rid  of  absentee  landlords.     There  are  ab- 
sentees   and    absentees.     The    al>sent'ee 
landlord  may  be  the  very  worst,  but  ho 
may  also  be  very  nearly  one  of  the  best. 
There  is   a   class   of   absentees  who,  al- 
though they  do  not  hve  on  their  estates, 
spend   money    there  by   deputy.      The 
abeentee    may   l)e    a    hberal   landlord; 
very  often  he    has    property    in    Eng- 
huad,  and,  acquainted  with  the  principle 
upon  which  estates  are  managed  in  Eng- 
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land  I  gives  to  bis  Irish  tenants  some  of 
the  a4 vantages  he  is  compelled  to  give 
to  his  English  tenants.  There  is  a  great 
temptation  to  thiii  man  tii  sell  under  the 
Ashbourne  Act,  because,  as  be  spends 
money  annual ly  on  the  improvement  of 
the  estate,  there  is  no  loss  of  net  income 
when  he  aolla  under  the  Act.  And,  no 
doubt,  in  the  case  of  the  London  Com- 
panies, who  are  not  the  best  of  landlords, 
but  who  spent  a  great  deal  on  the  estates, 
thet*e  is  no  loss  of  net  income  when  tliey 
sell.  Bnfc  what  does  it  mean  \  When  you 
effect  the  sale  of  the  property  of  the 
London  Companies  the  interest  goes  year 
by  year  out  of  the  countrj-  toan  absentee 
eollector,  the  British  Treasury,  and  I 
believe  there  is  a  net  loss  to  the  people 
of  the  district  from  the  buying  out 
of' the  London  Companies,  But  the  worst 
tjlass  of  absentees  remain  as  a 
plague  for  future  Governments.  Ton 
do  not  find  that  Lord  Glauricarde 
has  sold  any  of  his  land.  Lord  Clanrtcarde 
expects  a  little  more  tlian  2  J  per  cent, 
for  his  money.  These  are  the  men  who 
have  never  done  anything  for  the  im- 
provement of  their  property,  who  are 
mere  rent  collectors,  who  find  it  more 
profitable  to  hold  on.  So,  as  the  Govern- 
ment plan  works  out  it  is  a  policy  of 
buying  out  the  best  landlords  and  setting 
up  a«  owners  those  tenants  who  can  best 
get  on  without  assistance ;  an  insensate 
plan  for  the  State  to  adopt-  I  a^lmit  the 
difficulty  in  the  North  of  Ireland  in  the 
way  of  compulsory  purchase,  I  re- 
t^ognise  in  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  (Mr,  T.  W,  Kussell)  the  most 
able  and  indefatigable  opponent  of  com- 
pulsory {lurchase,  and  I  feel  confident 
that  his  view  has  largely  guided  the 
Government  in  refusing  compulsor3" 
purchase  in  this  measure.  I  hope  the 
electors  of  South  Tyrone  will  also  bike 
note  of  the  fact.  However,  although 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  has 
prevented  the  Government  fi-om  putting 
in  compulsory  purchase,  he  now  turns 
round  and  says,  as  if  offering  a  sort 
of  sop  to  the  electoi-s,  though  the  Bill  is 
not  compulsory  it  will  work  out  in  com- 
pulsion. Well,  if  he  intends  to  address 
the  House,  I  hope  he  will  explain  in  plain 
Hlnglish  what  he  means  by  **  working 
out  in  compulsion/'  The  only  way  in 
which  I  can  uodersLand  it  can  work  out 
in  compulsion  ia  this.  Where  a  tenant 
on  one  side  of  the  road  has  bought  under 
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this  Act,  and  has  got  a  reduction  of  30 
per  cent.,  tben  a  tenant  on  the  other 
side  goes  to  his  landlord,  who  refuses  to 
sell,  and  says,  '^If  you  will  not  give  me 
30  per  cent,  reduction  T  will  pay  you  no 
rent  at  all."  Is  tliat  a  programme  the 
law-abiding  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
would  recommend  the  Irish  tenants  to 
adopt  ?  Why^  this  is  a  No-rent  manifesto, 
on  a  scale  and  with  a  permanence  never 
dreamt  of  before.  The  Chief  Secretary, 
by  summary  process,  under  the  2nd 
section  of  the  Coercion  Act,  should,  in 
tlie  well  known  form,  proceed  to  the 
prosecution  of  the  hon.  Member  for  his 
letter  to  the  Murnimj  Post,  Does  it 
uot  open  a  whole  >nsta  of  possibilities  t 
What  would  be  the  state  of  the  country 
with  a  sort  of  Plan  of  Campaign  in  force 
all  over  Ireland  J  Yet  some  such  course 
is  inevitable  if  tenants  are  to  secure 
advantages  offered  under  the  Bill.  As  a 
second  objection,  I  sa^  the  projiosed 
mode  of  pledging  our  securities  is  a 
fallacious  and  disnstrous'  one.  Let 
there  be  no  mistake  in  the  mind  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  about 
what  Irish  Members  think  on  Ihe  ques- 
tion. We  think  that  if  these  sWrities 
are  pledged  witliout  our  consent,  H^  tho 
consent  of  our  pei^ple,  the  securitieiKftJ** 
ntit  worth  the  papi'r  on  which  the  Bi 
printf3<^l.  1  shall  nut  dL»al  at  great  lengl 
with  this  question,  because  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  has 
dealt  with  it  in  a  comprehensive  manner, 
which  I  cannot  hope  to  rival.  Though 
there  is  a  pretended  freedom  of  agreement 
in  the  bargains  between  landlord  and 
tenant,  there  is  no  pretence  of  free  con- 
tract when  you  pledge  our  Irish  s:fCuritieH. 
You  might  have  set  up  representative 
Lot^al  Authorities,  and  have  given  them  a 
vetoin regard  to  any  particular  loan,  oryou 
might  have  asked  the  Assent  of  Irish 
Members  to  some  general  scheme  applic- 
able to  the  whole  of  Irelind,  a  scheme 
wbich,  in  such  a  casD,  would,  of  course, 
have  to  l>e  framed  by  Irish  Members. 
Neither  coui'sc  liave  the  Government 
adopted.  Let  us  oxaraiuo  these  guaran- 
tees. You  have  the  cash  portion.  But 
how  do  you  get  it  ?  By  starving  our  1  risli 
education.  You  would  not  give  us  the 
same  benefit!^  you  gave  from  tiie  Probate 
Duty  to  Scotch  education,  and  in  that 
way  you  keep  the  money  in  your  till.  But 
s appose  we  get  our  hands  into  another 
till.     Suppose  we  moke  it  almost  impos- 
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siblo  for  you  to  pasa,  year  by  year,  the 
Estimate  giving  the  mean  pittance  to 
Irish  National  School  teachers  ?  In  this 
way,  possibly  by  degrees,  a  Minister 
anxious  for  the  progress  of  business 
niight  bL>  brought,  year  by  year,  to 
make  concessions  tu  tfie  advantage  of 
school  tcfichers  in  Ireland,  and  others. 
You  have  already  the  X5,000  to  improve 
the  breed  of  borsus  ti>  be  paid  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fnml.  Suppose,  by  our 
pertinacity,  we  should  establish  further 
claims  on  the  Consolidated  Fund,  what, 
then,  becomes  of  the  cash  portion  of 
your  security  ?  As  for  the  contingent 
portion  you  ean  only  got  it  by  involving 
the  wl^ole  country"  in  anarchy,  I  do 
not  think  that  if  the  Chief  Secretary, 
with  his  experience  of  the  last  few 
years  in  stirring  up  disorder,  had  deli^ 
berately  designed  a  measure  to  make 
government  impossible  he  could  have 
gucceeded  better  than  he  has  in  this  Bill. 
You  do  not  pro|K)se  trj  raise  the  de- 
ficiency by  poor  rate,  bafc  by  county 
cess.  It  is  by  a  levy,  from  which 
the  landlords  escape,  that  you  are  to 
raise  this  contingent  security ;  it  is 
the  pfxirer  part  of  the  county  population 
wlio  are  to  subscribe  towards  making 
good  the  default  of  their  richer  brethren, 
who  liave  liad  the  advantage  of  purchase 
under  the  Act.  Surely  by  this  time  the 
Chief  Secretary  knows  that  it  is  impos- 
sible for  him  to  levy  such  a  rate.  Why, 
it  is  not  a  security  for  peace,  it  is  a 
provocation  to  rebellion.  But  the  Irish 
peasantry,  though  they  have  been 
«fcricken  by  successive  Governuients, 
have  not  yet  sunk  to  the  level  of  fella* 
been,  whose  money,  <]erived  from  taxes, 
may  be  disposed  tif  as  the  Governmnut 
think  tit,  by  a  stroke  of  the  pen*  The  Irish 
peasantry,  if  their  consent  Ittia  not  been 
asked  directly  to  the  pledging  of  their 
security,  will  never  pay  any  such  unjust 
demand.  Let  the  Government  have 
fair  notice  that  this  mortgage  of  Irish 
rates  is  entgred  into  without  the  consent 
cf  the  Irish  representatives,  and  there  is 
no  covenant  for  quiet  enjoyment  in  their 
mortgage  deed*  And,iiow,a  word  ortwoas 
to  the  security  for  the  tenants"  interests. 
I  have  looked  carefully  through  the  Bill, 
and  I  find  that  though  you  are  going 
to  give  duties  to  the  Land  Commis- 
nion  for  which  it  is  essential  that  you 
should  have  some  machinery  by  which 
tUo    tsnants'    improvements   should    be 
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valued,  I  find  no  such  machinery 
provided.  The  only  machinery  of  the 
kind  is  that  which  I  find  in  Clause  17, 
which  is  ambiguous  iu  its  terms,  I 
venture  to  say  that  a  tenant's  life-work 
on  his  holding  require  some  better 
security  then  a  mere  legal  metaphor. 
Lastly,  we  shall  requii*e  further  par- 
ticulars as  to  the  permmid  of  the 
purchase  part  of  this  Irish  Land  Depart- 
ment, and  how  it  is  to  be  conducted. 
Who  are  the  new  Commissioners  to  be  ? 
Messrs.  Lynch  and  McCarthy  have  done 
their  work  well.  It  is  a  curious 
historical  circumstance  that  the  reason 
these  two  gentlemen  were  appointed 
to  administer  the  Act  may  be  as- 
cribed to  the  tem]>orary— I  will  not 
call  it  alliance — concurrence  in  the 
Division  Lobby  between  the  Irish  Party 
and  the  Tory  Party  in  1883.  Had  it  not 
beon  for  this  circumstance  you  would 
never  have  appointed  to  administer  the 
Ashlxiurne  Act  two  men  whose  tradi- 
tions are  wholly  opposed  to  the  land- 
lord party  ;  and  now,  when  you  no  longer 
have  need  of  the  Irish  vote,  you  are 
going  to  shelve  these  gentlemen  or 
swamp  their  influence  on  the  Commission? 
Something  more  definite  will  have  to  be 
said  as  to  the  administration  of  this 
Part.' has 3  Act  Lastly,  the  amount  with 
which  you  are  pmposing  to  effect  a 
settlement  of  the  Irish  Land  Ques- 
tion is  miserably  insufficient.  It  is  a 
large  sum  of  coarse  ;  it  is  as  large,  I  dare- 
say, as  you  have  the  courage  to  ask  for, 
but  it  is  miserably  insufficient.  Of 
course  I  know  the  fund  wiD  go  on,  and 
that  if  an  Irishman  should  happen  to 
live  for  upwards  of  a  centxiry,  hj  that 
time  he  may  become  the  ov%mer  of  his 
holding ;  but,  iu  the  meantime,  all  our 
securities  are  pledged,  and  yet  the 
question  remains  unsettled,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Kxche<iuer  does 
not  want  to  expel  all  the  landlords,  nor 
is  there  any  hope  of  their  being  expelled  ; 
they  will  not  all  get  the  chance.  Iu  the 
meantime,  all  the  causes  of  discontent 
exist,  and  will  continue  to  exist,  in  an 
increasing  degree.  By  this  settlement 
of  the  Irish  Land  Question,  as  you  call  it, 
you  will  make  a  real  settlement  still  more 
pressing.  Your  ^£33,000,000  will  be 
taken  up,  and  the  position  as  between 
the  tenants  who  have  bought  and  the 
tenants  who  could  not  buy  will  be  un- 
bearable.      I      do      not      think      that 
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lion.  Members,  who  know  nothing  abot«t 
Ireland^    recognise     the    jealousy    that 
exists  between  tenanta,  and    must  exist 
where    one    would    be  pitying    30     per 
cent,  more  rent  thiin  the  other,     I  heard 
of  a  case    lately   in  which   two   farmers^ 
who   had   been  excellent  friends    went 
into  the  Land  Courts,  and  the  on©   had 
his    rent    reduced    3s.    more  than   the 
other.     These  two  men  have  since  been 
bound     over     to      keep      the      ijeace. 
Are    you    prepared  to    bind    over    the 
wholo  Irish  people  to  keep  the  paace  ? 
The^o   are    the    feelings    that   will    bo 
excited  if  yoar  proposals  are  carried  into 
effect ;    that   is,    if    the   tenants  go   on 
paying  their  full  rent,   which  I  do  not 
suppose  they  will*     If  you  had  compul- 
sory   purchase   you   might   sfiy   to    the 
tenant  **  Why  did  you  not  buy  " ;  but  now 
it  is  not  open  to  him  to  buy*     We  have 
beard  from  an  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
that  thera  are  landlords  who  will  not  sell 
unless  the  tenant  brings  three  years  rent 
in  his  pocket,  as  a  sort  of   tip.     ^our 
^£33,000,000  will  be  taken  up  in  a  few 
years,  and  you  will  be  left  with  the  Land 
Question  in  a  more  dliHcult  form  to  solve. 
you  will  not  introduce  compulsory  pur- 
chase  in  this  Bill,  because  you  w  ish  to  con- 
ceal from  the  English  and  Irish  people  the 
ridiculous  inadequacy  of  your  proposal. 
Indeed,  I  think  the  Bill  sht^ws  that  they 
are  conscious  of  the  inequ^ility.       I  refer 
especially  to  that  part  of  it  which   deals 
with  the  Tenants'  Insnranco  Fund.    I  do 
not   know  whether  the   House  has  yet 
realised   what  a    ridiculous    thing    the 
Tenants'  Insurance  Fund  is.      The  table 
which  has  been  distributed  to  the  House 
illustrates   tliis  more  forcibly  than  any 
words  of  mine  can  do,     I  find  that  if  a 
tenant  buys  onany  thing  less  than  20  years' 
purchase,  he  has  to  pay,  for  the  iirst  five 
years,  the  sum  which  he  would  have  paid 
if  he  httd  bought  at  20  years*  purchase. 
What  is  the  result  t     The  greater  the  risk 
the  smaller  the  premium.     If  a  tenant 
buys  at  20  years'  purchase  he  will  pay 
absolutely     nothing     to     the    Tenants' 
Insurance  Fund.     If,  on  the  other  hand, 
he   buys  at    12   years*   purchase,   when 
there  will  be  a  very  remote  chance  of  bis 
getting  into  difficulty  at  all,  he  pays  £160 
to  the  Tenants'   Gmirantae   Fund.     The 
provision  as  to  an    Insurance    Fund  is 
simply  ridiculous.      It  was  not  put  in  as 
an  Insurance  Fund  at  all.     It  was  put  in 
to  prevent  people   seeing  at  onoe    that 
Mr.  Knox 


the  Irish  Land  Question    was  still  un- 
settled.    It  was   put   in   to  disguise,  for 
the    moment,    the    inequalities   of    tho 
scheme.     The  Government  think  there 
will   not  be   much  feeling  on  the  point 
during  the  first  five  years.       They  have 
shelved  the  difficulty  for  five  years,  not 
expecting    to     liave    themselves    much 
interest  in  Ireland,  one  way  or  the  other, 
^ve  years  hence.     Five  years  hence,  no 
doubt,  the  leader  of  the  House  will  have 
retired  to   a   higher  sphere  ;  five  years 
hence   I  expect  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  will  be  in  philosophic  retirement, 
discussing  the  question  of  bi-metallisra  ; 
five  years  hence  others  will  have  to  face. J 
the  Irish  Land  Question,   the  difficulties' 
of  which  will  have  been  aggravated  by 
this  Bill.     You  are  leaving  a  heritage  of 
tTKublo   to   your  successors,    simply  in 
order   that  yon  may  go  on  to  English 
platforms   and  say,  "  Look  how  we  havf 
settled  the   Irish  Land  Question.''     This 
proposal    cannot    settle      the    question. 
£30,000,000  cannot  settle  it  on  thebasisof 
purchase.    The  hou.  Member  for  Cork  has 
forward   a   moderate  and  statesmanlike 
proposal,  which  I  think  the  Government 
would  do  well   to   consider  at  a   littlf 
greater  length.     The    hon.  Member   for 
Cork  has  shown  the  way  to  settle  the 
question  without  the  expenditure  of  more 
than  £30,000,000.     If  you  are  ready  to 
give   more  than    £30,000,000,    possibly 
the  solution  of  the  question,  by  means  of 
purchase,  may  be  practicable  ;  provided 
that    your    Bill    is   properly    amended. 
If  you  are  not  prepared  to  give  more  thau 
£30,000,000,  you  must  take  the  scheme 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  or  leave 
the  question  unsettled.     It  will  not  do  for 
the  Government  to  arcq>t  some  trumpery 
Amendment,  and  then  say,    **  We    have 
adopted  the  scheme  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork.''     If  they  want  to  take  up  the 
scheme  of  the  Meml>er  for  Cork,  they 
had  better  save  the  time  of  the  House 
by  withdrawing  theirBill  at  once,  because 
they  cannot  have  l:»oth  schemes  together. 
After  all,  we  must  tell  the  Irish  tenants, 
and  the  Irish  landbrdhi,  that  politics,  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman    the    Member 
for  Newcastle  has  said,  is  a  question  of 
second     best.       We    would    like     pur- 
c)^ase    well     enough    if     the      English 
tiixpnyer  is  prepared  with  £160,000,000 
to  let  us  have  it.     We  cannot  get  the 
£160,000,000,  and  must,   therefore,  Iwk 
out  for  some  other  means  of  settlement. 
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Tbirty- three  iiiillions  will  not  settle  the 
quEfstion ;  it  wiil  rather  aggravate  the 
difficalty.  I  wish  the  Iriah  landlords 
would  take  our  a<lvice.  They  liave  taken 
the  advice  of  Guiulerneu  opposite,  and  it 
has  not  done  them  ranch  gotxl.  II  they 
took  our  advice,  no  doubt  their  incomes 
would  be  reduced.  They  would  not  'he 
able  to  come  over  to  London  for  the 
season,  or  to  vie  with  the  luxury  of  the 
Engliah  plutocracy,  but  they  would  have 
enough  to  enable  them  to  live  in  Ireland, 
and  to  work  for  Ireland,  The  Irish 
people,  beyond  all  other  people, 
have  shown  themselves  generous  and 
grateful  when  any  man  has  turned  from 
the  old  bad  ways  and  shown  himself 
ready  to  serve  Ireland  truly.  I  do  not 
believe  even  yet  it  is  too  late  for  the 
Irisb  landlords  Uy  turn  to  a  wiser  course. 
Surely  it  would  he  better,  though  on  a 
smaller  income,  to  be  respected  by  the 
Irish  people  than  to  remain  for  ever 
political  Bourbons,  forgetting  no  tiling 
and  learning  nothings  or  else  to  come  to  a 
sort  of  shamehivalrous  end  by  dying 
with  the  Member  for  North  Armajrh 
(Colonel  Sauriderson)  in  the  Shankhill 
Road,  in  Belfast.  We  offer  them  a 
better  way.  The  Member  for  Cork, 
with  a  generosity  unparalleled  in 
political  history,  has  put  a  better 
way  before  them.  If  they  refuse  his 
offer,  under  the  misconception  that 
they  will  have  a  better  time  under  the 
Chief  Secretary's  Bill,  I  think  they  wilt 
regret  it.  They  will  tind  that  it  is  not 
merely  the  landlords  who  sell  who  will 
have  their  incomes  reduced.  They  will 
find  that  the  tenants  of  the  landlords 
who  have  not  sold  will  not  pay  rents 
higher  than  those  of  their  neighlxjurs. 
It  is  customary  to  jeer  at  ^*mere 
Irish  Members,"  and  refuse  to  take  their 
advice.  We  are  told  here,  and  on  the 
platform,  that  our  opposition  to  this 
measure  is  based  on  persona!  self-interest, 
because  we  are  afraid  that  Ireland  will 
beoome  peaceful  under  the  benign  rule 
of  the  Chief  Secretary.  Perhaps 
there  are  a  certain  number  of  hon. 
Members^  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,  who  will  recognise  it  as  a  fact 
of  some  importance  that  the  Irish 
Members  do  deliberately  say  that  tliey 
will  vote  for  the  rejection  of  this  Bill. 
I  can  speak  for  myself,  at  least,  and  I 
believe  I  can  speak  for  the  other*,  when 
I  Bay  we  do  so  without  the  slightest 
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sense  of  self* interest,  except  so  far  as 
the  interests  of  our  country  are  our 
interests.  I  asli  the  House,  instead  of 
jeering  at  **  mere  Irish  Members,^* 
as  the  Chief  Secretary  is  wont  to  do,  to 
listen  for  once  to  what  we  say,  and  to 
believe  it  is  for  the  sake  of  peace  and  for 
the  sake  of  Ireland,  that  we  ask  the 
House  to  reject  this  delusive  and 
dangerous  Bill. 

(7.40.)  Mk.  W,  R  SINCLAIR 
(Falkirk,  tkc.) :  The  House  is  always 
prepared  to  recognise  ability  when  it  ia 
shown  by  new  Members,  and  I  think  we 
are  also  quite  as  willing  as  his  Colleogues 
can  be  to  congratulate  the  hon.  Member 
who  hiis  just  sat  down  on  his  speech. 
Something  has  been  said  about  the  elec- 
toral engagements  entered  into  by 
Unionist  Members  at  the  last  General 
Election  on  the  subject  ol  land  purchase 
in  Ireland.  I  declared  against  the 
scheme  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Memljer  for  Mid  Lothian  ;  but  1  stated 
strongly  my  belief  in  purchase  as  the 
best,  if  not  the  only  method,  of  ulti- 
mately settling  the  Iri^h  land  question.  T, 
therefore,  come  to  the  House  pledged  to 
consider  any  scheme  of  land  purchase 
which  has  good  features,  and  which  is 
likely  to  bear  a  part  in  the  settlement  of 
this  most  important  question.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bridgeton  (Sir  Geo.  Trevelyan/ 
expressed  himself  in  favour  of  State- 
supported  Ijand  Purchase,  though  he 
criticised  the  Bill,  and  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  has  just  sat  down  took  a 
similar  course.  In  my  opinion,  the 
Governments  prop:>sal  is  made  in  the 
interest  of  the  State,  and  will  be  success- 
ful, because  the  interest  of  the  individual 
is  recognised,  cared  for,  and  made  to 
harmonise  with  the  inttrest  of  the  State.. 
The  main  objectofall  proposals  ofthiskind^ 
is  to  get  rid  of  that'dual  ownership  which- 
has  been  found  to  work  badly  in  the 
past,  The  question  really  is,  can  this  be 
done  unless  the  State  is  prepared  to 
advance  the  entire  amount  necessary  to 
effect  the  object,  and  can  the  amount  be 
advanced  under  safe  conditions  as  to 
security  for  the  loan  and  ultimate  re* 
payment.  Partial  advance  has  been 
tried  already,  with  only  partial  success, 
I  beHeve  a  very  large  proportion  of  the 
arrears  referred  to  by  the  right  hon^ 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
arose  out  of  these  partial  efforts,  and 
3C 
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not    out    of    tlie    efforts    mfLda     under 
the  Ashbourne  Acts.     Those  Acts  hare 
been   singularly  satisfactory   as  regards 
re-payment,    and     I     venture     to     saj 
that,    when    the    1st    of     May    comes 
roundt  it  will  be  found  that  the  amount 
of  arrears  still  to  collect  from   payments 
which  became  due  prior  to  the  1st  of  last 
November  are  almost  infinitesimal.     It 
is  said  that  the  Member  for  Cork  and  liia 
Party  will  be  able  to  use  this  Bill  in  their 
own  favour*    In  so  far  as  what  we  regard 
as  the  illegitimate  claims  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  and  his  Party  are  concerned, 
I  believe  the  measure  will  cut  away  very 
largely  the  ground  from  under  their  feet, 
and  that,  if  it  passes,  we  shall  find  less 
and  less  desire  to  disturb  the  Legislative 
Union  betwoea  the  two  Countries,  aud 
Ireland  will  be  more   willing  than  she 
boa  been  in  the  pust  to  remain   part  and 
parcel    of     this    Empire.       Under     the 
Ashbourne  Acts,  the  landlord  and  tenant 
must  agree  as  to  the  amount  before  they 
come  before  the  Court.     I  think  that  is 
a  wwe  and  salutfiry  condition,  and  I  am 
rather  sorry  it  has  not  been  adopted  here* 
I  am  rather  afraid  that  the  provision  of 
the  present  Btli  in  this  respect  may  have 
the  e£Eect,   if   the   purchaser   is    discon- 
tented with  the  award,    of   making  him 
feel    he    is    paying    too   much  for  the 
bargain  he  has  entered  into.    The  same 
objection        may        arise,       and       has 
arisen,   against    judicially    Rxed     rents, 
bat  we  may  be  protected  against  that  to 
some  extent.     What  is  it  that  the  tenant 
actually  buys?     It  is  solely  the   interest 
of  the  tenant  in  the  holding,  and  I  think 
it  is  perfectly  possible,  by  the  acceptance 
of  Amendments  in  Committee,  to  make  it 
more  clear  and  more  certain  that  that 
which  is  said  to  have  taken  place  in  the 
past,  cannot  take  place  in  the  future — 
I  mean,   that    the   buyer   shall    not   be 
required  under  this  Bill  to  buy  the  im- 
provements   which  he    himself,  or    his 
predecessor  in  title,  has  made.    The  total 
value  of  the  holding  is  the  united  value 
of  the  landlord's  and  the  tenant's  interest. 
It  is  not  pretended  that  any  part  of  the 
tenant's  interest   is   to   be   bought ;  the 
sole  object  of  the  Bill   is  to  transfer  the 
landlord  s  interest  to  the  tenant ;  can  we 
provide  that   that   shall   be   done?      It 
seems    to    me    it   would    be    perfectly 
possible  to  throw  upon  the  Land  Depart- 
ment  which  is  to  be  created  under  the 
Bill,  the  dutv  of  assessing  what  is  the 
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landlords    interest    and    what     is    the 
tenant's  interest,  and   that  the  purchase 
money  should.be  limited,  either  to  the 
sum  representing  the  landlord*s  interest, 
or  to  a  sura  slightly  in  eitcess  of  it.     I 
should  say  that  in  no  CTise  ought  it  to 
exceed    10  per  cent.     Suppose  that  the 
value   of    the    landlord's   interest  in   a 
holding  that  is  alxjut  to  change  hands,  is 
estimated   at    £400,    and    that   of     the 
tenant  8  interest  at  £200.    It  is  known  to 
m  any  hon .  Me  mbe  rs  that  it  ve  ry  frequently 
happens   that    the    tenant^s   interest   is 
quite  as  great,  sometimes  even  greater, 
than  the  landlord's.     In  such  a  case  as  I 
have  mentioned  the  State  ought  not  to 
advance  more  than  £400,    If  any  latitude 
is  allowed — say  10  per  cent,- — the  amount 
would  be  £440.     The  tenant  might  be 
wilting  to  pay  £40  more   than   the  real 
value  in  order  to  become  the  sole  owner. 
How  will  this  work  out  in  pracfcioe  T  Tha 
State  hns  the  entire  holding,  valued  at 
£600.  as  security  for  the  advance,  but,  in 
addition  to  that,  it  will  have  20  per  cent, 
of  the  purchaiie  money  not  paid  over  to 
the  seller.     The   agreed  amount  of   the 
purchase  money  being £440,  20  percent, 
would  come  to  £88.     On  the  £400,   the 
sura  which   we   suppose   the   landlord's 
iuterest  rrnly  to  be  worth,    20   per   cent* 
would  only  be  £80,    The  State,  therefore, 
would    receive   the   £80  and  the  £40, 
As  additional  security,  I  would  propose 
to  retain  the  whole  of  the  £40,   in   ad* 
ditiou  to  the  20  per  cent,  and  add   it  to 
the  guaranteed  deposit  which  is  referred 
to  in  Clause  2  of  the  first  Ashbourne  Act, 
In  that  case  the  State  would  be  perfectly 
safe;  indeed,  I  cannot  see  how,  in  the  long 
run,  any  loss  at  all  will  accrue  to   the 
State,  if  the  Act  is  carried  out  as   the 
Ashbourne  Act  has  been  carried  out,  and 
espfcially  if  the  services  of  the  present 
Land     Purchase    Courts    are    retained, 
as      I      hope     they     will      be.       They 
have    done     their    duty,   not    only    to 
the  State,  but  also,  I  believe,  to  the  coun- 
try and  to  the    p*?ople  ;   and  they  have 
not  allowed  an  excessive  sum  io  be  paid, 
even  when  there  was  willingness  to  pay 
\i,     They  have  so  acted  in  the  interest  of 
the    proposing   purchaser.    I  think    the 
method   proposed   by  the   Government, 
even  without  the  guarantees  mentioned 
in  the  Bill,  will  be  found  to  be  perfectly 
efficacious   in  securing   the    State  from 
loss,  except  in   a  few  exceptional  oa^es. 
There   have   been   about  four  cases  of 
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default  under  the  Ashbourne  Act,  but,  on 
sale,  the  estates  hare  more  than  realisea 
the  deiioifcs.  I  balieve  a  similar  state  of 
thing's  will  resalt  from  the  working  of 
this  Act.  It  is  said  that  coercion  haa 
been  applied  ia  order  Ud  make  purchaiiers 
pay  too  much.  But  there  is  no  eridence 
that  coercion  has  been  used  in  the  past  to 
compel  tenants  to  paj  too  much  for  their 
holdings ;  in  fact,  two  hon.  Members 
Irom  Ireland  who  denounced  the  Ash- 
bourne Act  in  the  House,  afterwards 
availed  themselves  of  its  provisions  for 
their  personal  advantage.  I  believe  that 
both  intend  honourably  to  fulfil  the 
engagements  into  which  they  have 
entered,  bat  I  can  only  express  the  great 
surprise  we  all  feel  that  those  who  have 
denounced  this  Act  should  take  advan- 
tage of  it  for  their  own  purposes.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  has  spoken  of  the  evils  of 
•'State  landlordism."  The  expression  is 
a  misnomer.  The  State  does  not  become 
m  landlord.  It  simply  puts  itself  into 
the  position  of  the  banker  advancing 
money  on  what  he  deems  to  be  gotid 
security*  It  may  be  an  objectionable 
position  for  the  State,  but  it  is  not  the 
position  of  a  landlord.  TLe  State  becomes 
a  mortgagee,  and  not  a  landlord.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  also  referred 
to  the  ability  of  the  landlord  to  extort 
from  the  tenant  the  benefits  which  he  is 
to  receive  under  the  BUL  Bat  it  will  be 
the  duty  uf  the  House  to  examine  the 
clauses  carefully  in  Committee,  and  bo  to 
amend  them  as  m  protect  the  tenant  and 
the  State  from  the  possibility  of  this 
danger,  which  is  not  entirely  illusory.  I 
have  a  strong  feeling  that  the  Irish 
people,  as  a  whole,  are  most  desirous  of 
paying  their  just  debts,  and  if  it  is 
possible  to  arrange  the  details  of  the  Bill 
80  as  to  convince  those  to  whom  the 
money  is  to  be  advanced  that  they  have 
entered  into  an  engagement  under  just 
terms,  there  will  hj  absolutely  no  neces- 
sity for  putting  into  effect  tiie  guarantees. 
The  real  security  for  the  advance  pro- 
posed is  tbe  security  contained  in  the 
holding  on  which  the  advance  is  made. 
I  hope  that  the  Bill  will  be  passed  by  a 
largo  majority,  and  that  a  great  deal  of 
the  opposition  which  has  b^on  threatened 
will  disappear  before  the  Third  Reading. 
(8.40.)  Lord  H.  BRUCE  (Chippen- 
ham)  :  It  would  appear,  according  to  the 
atatemeuts  made  in  thi.?  debate,  that  there 
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are  two  Irish  Land  Purchase  Bills,  one 
of  them  being  the  Government  Bill,  and 
the  other  the  measure  propounded  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  I  may  say 
at  the  outset  that  I  have  never  received 
any  brief  from  my  constituency  to 
support  any  liand  Purchase  BUI  wjiich 
wilt  make  the  British  taxpayer 
security  for  the  money  expended.  I 
have  always  been  opposed  to  tjie  pur- 
chasing of  the  landlord's  interest  in  any 
country,  and  I  maintain  that  at  the 
present  moment  there  is  no  necessity 
whatever  for  an  Irish  Land  Purchase 
Bill.  We  well  know  from  the  authorities 
that  no  exceptional  state  of  affairs  exists 
to  warrant  such  a  proposal.  The  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell)  is  reported  to  have  made  a  speech 
in  which  he  stated  that  iastead  of  there 
being  4,000  agrarian  crimes  in  Ireland, 
as  in  1881,  there  are  now  only  400,  and 
that  instead  of  2,500  evictions,  m  in  that 
year,  there  were,  in  1886,  only  800. 
There  were  formerly  5,000  cases  of  boy- 
cotting, whereas  now  there  are  only  162  ; 
therefoi'c,  I  contend  that  no  case  has  been 
made  out  for  the  passage  of  an  Irish 
Land  Purchase  Bill.  Now,  Sir,  I  eon- 
tend  that  comparisons  between  the  Land 
Acts  of  1884,  1886,  and  1890  are  entirely 
beside  the  mark.  We  know  that  the 
other  Party  brought  in  a  Land  Bill,  in 
1886,  upon  which  they  were  defeated, 
because  wrapped  np  in  that  measure  was 
a  buying-out  proposal,  to  which  the 
country  at  that  time  distinctly  objected. 
Every  one  of  thes3  fresh  Land  Acts  has 
only  taught  Pat  to  become  more  dis* 
honest.  What  is  the  bribe  now?  Twenty 
per  cent.  What  in  the  future,  if  this  Bill 
should  be  carried  ?  Why,  they  will  go 
in  fur  repudiation,  because  the  measure 
has  not  received  the  support  of  their 
representatives.  But  supposing  the 
Bill  is  passed,  and  the  landlords  are  got 
rid  of,  who  are  you  going  to  put  in  tbe 
landlords*  place  1  Tenants'  capital,  fur- 
nished by  the  State,  cannot  take  the 
place  of  the  private  capital  of  the  land- 
lords. I  won  Id  ask,  will  it  be  for  the 
benefit  of  Ireland  that  we  should  get  rid 
of  landlords  like  Lord  Londonderry,  the 
Duke  of  Abei'corn,  and  the  Marquess  of 
Waterford,  and  that  Castle  Stewart, 
Baron^s  Court,  and  Curraghraore  should 
be  closed?  We  have  always  denounced 
absenteeism,  and  now,  by  proposing  to 
get  rid  of  the  landlords,  we  are  asked  to 
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go  in  for  Stay-aided  absenteeism.  What, 
I  would  ask,  haye  these  tenants  and 
would-be  landlords  in  the  disaffected  dis- 
tricts done  tliat  England  should  go  out 
of  her  way  to  put  them  in  possession  af 
the  land  they  occupy  ?  I  maintain  that 
the  financial  machinery  of  this  Bill  is 
totally  unworkable,  and  that  you  cannot 
guarantee  the  repayment  of  the  money 
to  be  advanced.  If  you  do,  you  will 
have  the  whole  of  civilised  Europe  against 
you,  I  say,  farther,  you  cannot  compai-e 
this  Bill  with  Lord  Ashbourne's  Act, 
because  there  were  a  smaller  number  of 
tenants  to  be  dealt  with  under  that 
Act,  Under  this  Bill  you  hope  to  create 
1 60^000  landlords,  whereas  in  the  caso  of 
Lord  Ash  bourne  *a  Act  you  had  no  more 
than  20,000  or  30,000,  The  only  good 
portion  of  this  Bill  is  that  which  relates 
to  the  congested  districts.  That,  no 
doubt,  is  an  excellent  propc»sal,  but 
whence  do  you  propose  to  get  the  money  1 
You  have  to  go  to  the  Irish  Church 
surplus  and  apply  that  money  to  secular 
pur[j<3se8,  and  yet,  as  is  well  known,  for 
you  constantly  see  it  advertised  in  the 
public  papers,  there  is  a  fund  called  the 
Irish  Church  Snstentation  Fund,  in 
reference  to  which  appeals  are  made 
to  the  benevolent  to  give  to  those 
who  have  been  pillaged  by  the  Act  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian.  Let  me  point  otit  what 
are  the  opinions  of  some  of  the  supporter* 
of  the  Government  in  regnnl  to  this  Bill. 
Sir  James  Caird,  the  eminent  head  of  the 
Agricultural  Department,  is  a  well-known 
authority.  What  did  he  say  in  a  book 
published  in  1879 — ^a  book  which  can- 
not  be  ignored,  because  it  is  generally 
accepted  as  one  of  authority.  Sir  James 
Caird  says — 

"  There  is  not  a  single  retOBon  in  l&vour  of 
exceptional  aid  from  the  Public  TrtuiBury  for 
Ireland  that  ia  not  eqnally  applicable  to  the 
rest  of  the  United  Kingdom  / ' 

The  result  you  may,  therefore,  expect  will 
be  that,  having  begun  with  Ireland,  you 
will  have  to  pursue  a  similar  course,  first 
in  Wales,  next  in  Scotland,  and  eventn- 
ally  in  England.  What  does  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Barrow-in- 
Furness  (Mr.  Caine)  say  on  the  matter. 
Speaking  the  other  day,  at  a  public 
aeeting,  he  said — 

"  These  land  schemes  were  far* reach mg^  and 
©Ter  ending,  and  if  they  applied  them  lo 
Ireland  they  would  have  to  apply  them  Xq 
Great  Britain." 

Mr.  W.  P.  Sinclair 


The    same  hon*  Gentleman  said^  in  hi# 
election  address  of  1886 — 

"I  shall,  if  elected  to  the  next  Parliament, 
give  my  vigorous  opposition  to  any  proposal  to 
buy  out  Iriah  landlords  with 'English  money." 

I  can  now  quite  understand  why  the  hon,; 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Cockermouth  f 
of  that  hon.  Gentleman,  •*  Cave  canem.^" 
Again,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  for  War  (Afr.  Stanhope),  in  his 
election  address^  denounced  the  spending 
of  XI  20,000,000  in  land  purchase,  and 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  said 
substantially  the  same  thing.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Exeter  (Sir 
S.  Xorthcote)  said^ — 

"  I  think  it  moflt  unfortunate  that  landlord 
and  tenant  have  not  been  ahle  to  agree  aM  they 
do  in  England.  I  will  go  a  step  further  and 
say,  I  am  not  convinced  that  the  creation  of  a 

feasant  proprietary  will  ultimately   have  for 
reland  the  admirable  effeota  Irtfihmen  think 
it  may  have." 

From  any  point  of  view,  the  truth  is  thah 
this  Bill  is  a  leap  in  the  dark.     Unlea 
you   can  guarantee  to  Ireland   resolut 
government   until   the    Land    Purcha 
Bill  (^n  be  completed,  the  state  of  Ire* 
land  will  become  ivorse  than  it  has  ever 
been,  because  it  is  unfair  to  expect  tha^ 
any  Government  should  have  to  face 
odium  of  collecting  Irish  rents.     If  the 
right     hon.    .Gentleman     the     Membor 
for  Mid  Lothian,  speaking  at  a  Railway 
Station    at  Tring,   correctly   antic ipab 
what  would  be  the  attitude  taken  by  i 
Irish    tenants   if    this     measure     wer 
passed  against    their  will,  as  expressed 
by  their  representatives,    what   will 
the     result     should    the      right     hoc 
Genie  man   come  into    power  after    th^ 
passage   of    the   Bill?    Why   mob   law 
would  be  again  triumphant.     The  people 
of    the    North    of    Ireland    would    not 
submit    to    that ;    the    country    would 
be  placed  in  a  condition  of   Civil  War, 
and  the  Government  wotdd  be  unable  to 
collect  their  rents.     These  measures  ar© 
not  messages  of  peace,  and  they  make 
the   Irish   people   more   unsettled  than 
they  were  before.     They  liave  no  wish 
to  get  rid  of  the  landlords  j  they  hav$ 
only  a  wish  to  sqeeze  them  as  much 
p<:>ssible.     But  that  is  what  the  Govern^ 
ment  must  not  allow  them  to  do.     The 
Special    Commission   reported   that   the 
land  question  had  been  made  the  step- 
ping  stone   to    National    independence. 
What  reasons  have  we  to  expect  that  the 
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fa.rmer3  of  Ireland  will  become  more 
profiperoTis  ?  Are  farmers  in  this  country 
prosperous  ?  Not  a  bit  of  it.  It  would 
be  very  hard  to  find  a  prosperous  farmer 
at  the  present  time.  But  I  maintain 
that,  in  getting  rid  of  the  English  Grarri- 
Bon,  you  are  doing  Ireland  a  serious 
injury.  When  Irish  landlords  are  wan- 
derers on  the  face  of  the  earth,  they  will 
be  able  to  turn  round  on  their  English 
compatriots,  and  say  : — Hodie  mthi,  eras 
tibl 

•(8.42.)  Sfi  ROPER  LETHBRIDGE 
(Kensington,  K.)  :  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker, 
at  a  very  early  period  of  this  debate  the 
right  hon<  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Bridgeton  Division  of  Glasgow  struck 
the  keynote  of  what  has  been  the  maiii 
objection  of  the  Opposition  to  this  Bill. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  him- 
self as  a  British  taxpayer,  and  he  stated, 
in  the  most  doleful  and  alarming  terms, 
the  terrors  which  are  hanging  over  the 
British  taxpayer  in  the  Bill  that  is  now 
before  the  House.  Well,  Sir,  I,  too,  am 
a  British  taxpayer,  and  I  venture  to  say 
that  T  represent  as  large  and  as  important 
a  Body  of  British  taxpayers  as  himself,  or 
any  other  Member  of  the  House.  But, 
farther  than  that,  I  have, since  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  made  his  speech,  had  an 
opportunity  of  addressing  a  large  and 
crowded  meeting  of  my  supporters 
and  friends  in  the  constituency  that 
did  me  the  honour  to  return  mo. 
I  informed  thera  of  mj  intention 
to  support  this  Bill,  and  I  asked 
them  frankly  whether  that  was  in 
accordance  with  the  pledges  I  made  at 
the  time  of  the  Election ;  and  secondly, 
whether  it  was  in  accordance  with  their 
wishes.  Sir,  my  questions  were  met 
with  one  universal  chorus  of  approba- 
tion, Kot  a  single  word  was  uttered  in 
opposition  to  my  expressed  intention.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (  Mr.  Labou- 
<5here)  laughs  at  that.  Let  the  hon. 
Member  go  into  my  constituency  at  I 
North  Kensington ;  let  him  address  a 
meeting  of  free  and  intelligent  electors 
such  as  thos«  to  bo  found  there,  and  I 
venture  to  say  he  will  find  a  large  num- 
ber of  those  who  assemble  to  meet  him 
who  will  tell  him  that  this  measure  is  a 
wise  and  proper  one,  because  it  benefits 
Ireland  in  the  first  place,  and  next,  by 
benefitting  Ireland,  it  also  benefits  Eng- 
land. In  my  opinion,  the  benefit  is  not  con- 
fined to  Ire  land .    W  hat  does  this  measure 


propose  to  do  1  It  will  plant  upon  the 
soil  of  Ireland  a  large  class  of  resident 
peasant  proprietors.  Despite  the  opinion 
expressed  by  my  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Henry  Bruce),  I  maintain  that  the 
creation  of  such  a  class  of  peasant  pro- 
prietors must  be  of  great  advantage  to 
Ireland.  And  with  regard  to  the  Sister 
Island,  as  far  as  we  here  are  concerned,  we 
are. having  established  across  St.  George's 
Channel  a  community  of  peaceful,  pros- 
perous farmers,  who  will  be  bound  to  us 
by  the  tie  of  friendship.  That  is  a 
point  which  I  would  commend  to  hon. 
Cxentlemun.  Tliat  tie  of  friendship 
will  be  of  considerable  advantage  to  the 
producers  in  Ireland  of  agricultural 
products  8  >  largely  used  in  this  country  ; 
and  those  Irish  producers,  in  their  tarn, 
will  be  customers  for  our  roanu* 
factured  goods.  The  benefits  of  such  a 
measure  as  this,  I  think  I  am  right  in 
saying,  will  not  be  confined  to  Ireland, 
but  will  extend  to  this  country.  I  admit 
that  it  is  not  everyone  who  approves  of 
a  resident  peasant  proprietary.  My  noble 
Friend  (Lord  H.  Bruce)  is  an  exception 
to  the  general  rule ;  but  1  believe  he  will 
admit  that  most  of  those  who  have 
thought  on  such  subjects  oppose  his  view, 
and  do  believe  that  the  creation  of  such  a 
class  will  benefit  Ireland.  My  noble  Friend 
says  the  necessity  for  such  a  measure 
has  passed  away,  because,  forsooth, 
Ireland  is  now  more  peaceful  and  prosper- 
ous than  it  was  three  or  four  years  ago. 
Well,  Sir,  I  gladly  admit  that  Ireland  is 
more  prosperous,  more  contented  and 
peaceful  than  it  was  three  or  four  years 
ago  ;  but,  instead  of  drawing  the  conclu- 
sion of  my  noble  Friend,  I  say  that  now 
is  our  opportunity  to  clinch  the  matter, 
and,  when  the  nation  is  prosperous,  to 
put  its  prosperity  on  a  permanent  footing, 
by  removing  those  causes  of  discontent, 
which  have  in  the  past  so  largely  contri- 
buted to  the  misfortunes  of  Ireland,  My 
noble  Friend  quoted  the  authority  of  Sir 
James  Caird  for  saying  that  no  reasons  or 
circumstances  exist  for  applying  such  a 
measure  to  Ireland  that  would  not  apply 
to  England,  or  Scotland,  or  Wales, 
Surely,  the  circumstances  of  those  por- 
tions of  the  United  Kingdom  are  alto- 
gether different  from  the  circumstances 
of  Ireland.  1  think  the  circumstances 
of  the  various  portions  of  the  United 
Kingdom  will  be  more  like  each  other 
when    Ireland    has    obtained    Buch    at 
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meaBure  as  thk^  because  then  I  believe 
that  the  prosperity  of  that  part  of  the 
Kingdom  wiil  more  nearly  approximate 
to  tlie  prosperity  that  rules  here.  Bat 
I  confess  that  I  do  not  draw  from 
the  words  of  Sir  James  Caird  any- 
tliiiig  like  the  conclusion  that  has 
been  drawn  by  the  Member  for  the 
Chippenham  Division  of  Wiltshire*  When 
I  say  that  I  cordially  approve  of  the 
aims  and  objects  of  this  Bill,  I  wish  to 
say  also  that  I  altof^etber  assent  to  the 
methods  which  the  Government  prop«3se 
in  order  to  achieve  those  objects  and  aims. 
In  the  first  place,  I  think  that  the  metliods 
laid  down  in  this  Bill  are  in  accord - 
anoe  with  the  teaching  of  economic 
science,  and  compatible  with  what  I 
trnst  will  always  commend  them  to  a 
British  House  of  Commons — or,  for  that 
matter,  an  Irish  Parliament  as  well— I 
mean  honesty  and  morality.  That  is  a 
point  which  I  hope  hon.  Members 
opposite  and  hon*  Members  on  this  side 
of  the  House  will  not  overlook.  What 
is  suggested  as  an  alternative  to  State - 
supported  land  pnrchnjse  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Bridgeton 
Division  (Sir  G.  Trevelyan)  spoke  of  the 
London  Companies,  amongst  othersi  as  ab- 
sen  tee  landlords,  and  appeared  to  approve 
of  the  adoption  of  means  forgetting  rid  of 
such  landlords.  I  do  not  agree  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  censure  he 
passed  on  the  London  Companies  iii  re- 
spect of  their  management  of  their  estates 
in  Ireland*  I  am  personally  acquainted 
with  some  of  the  details  of  that  manage- 
ment, and  I  know  that  there  are  few 
betber-matvaged  estate's  even  in  Kngland* 
But  what  did  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man suggest  with  regard  to  the  expro- 
priation of  the  City  Companies?  He 
said — 

•*  Yet,  how  do  yon  improve  inatten»  if  jon 
allow  these  CompAnic-p  to  go  away  with  this 
mon€jr  in  their  pockets  ?  *' 

Well,  I  am  really  at  a  loss  to  imagine  on 
what  other  terms  we  can  ask  them  to 
go  away  at  all.  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  mean  to  say  that  the  City 
Companies — who,  1  maintain,  Imve 
mang^^ed  their  estates  well,  and  who,  it  is 
admitted  on  all  hands,  have  spent  large 
sums  of  money  on  the  improvement  of 
their  proffer ty,  much  as  landlords  in 
England  are  in  the  habit  of  doing — are 
to  go  away  without  the  money  in  their 
pockets  I  I  put  it  to  the  honesty  and 
Sir  Jloper  Lethhrklge 


right  feeling  of  Gentlemen  opposite 
this  solution  of  the  question  is  consistent 
with  welUordered  ideas  of  social  and 
jxilttical  morality  ?  I  aay  that  such 
solution  is  not  merely  dishonest  an 
impolitic,  but  is  one  which  would  not 
listened  to  for  a  moment  by  publid 
opinion  in  England,  Tlie  only  alternati^ 
toState-fiupported  purchase  is  confiscatic 
and  that,  I  main  tain ,  is  an  impossibli 
alternative.  It  is  qnito  true  that  the 
methods  employed  in  this  Bill  for 
bringing  al»ut  State  supported  lancl 
purchase  ai'e  backed  up  in  the  lasti>, 
resort  by  the  use  of  the  credit 
the  State.  Hut  that  is  the  final  and 
ultimate  guamntee  only,  and  it  is  on 
account  of  the  use  of  that  final  guarantee 
that  purchase  can  be  affected  in  the 
economical  way  proposed.  I  admit 
necessity  of  looking  into  the  matter—' 
and  I  have  looked  into  it  on  behalf  of 
ray  constituents— to  see  whether  thia 
operation  is  perfectly  safe  to  the  British 
taxpayer.  We  must  ask:  ourselves  **  Is  it 
fairly  c^?rtain  that  the  British  taxpayer 
will  never  be  called  upon  to  make  goodj 
any  deficiency  whatever  with  regard 
this  land  purchase  ?  "  I  admit  that  I  wi 
one  of  those  who  objected  most  strongly  I 
to  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle 
man  the  Member  for  Alid  Lothian  inJ 
1886,  because  it  not  only  pledged  the 
taxpayers'  credit  to  an  enormonif  extent 
— to  an  extent  infinitely  greater  than  thOi 
present  scheme — but  was  bound  up  wit' 
the  insecurity  of  an  unruly  Home  Ral< 
Government,  hostile  to  British  interest^l 
and  hostile,  presumably,  to  the  contract 
with  the  Imperial  Government  which 
it  was  proposed  to  set  up.  The  guarantees 
tlmt  are  provided  by  this  Bill  are  of  such 
a  chai-act^jr  that  the  taxpayer  is  abso- 
lutely safe  from  any  possibility  of  ever 
having  to  make  good  any  deficiency- 
whatever.  What  are  the  guarantees! 
Just  consider  the  nature  of  the  risks  that 
must  be  involved  in  any  scheme  of  Stat 
supported  land  purchaae — risks  of  a  tkreo4 
fold  nature.  First  of  all,  there  is  the  de- 
preciation that  may  naturally  arise  in  the 
value  of  land  ;  secondly,  the  loss  occa- 
sioned by  the  tenants  turning  out  to  b© 
bad  and  worthless  and  thriftless  cha- 
racters, or  by  the  inclemency  of  tli€ 
seasons,  or  the  bankruptcy  of  th 
tenant ;  and,  thirdly,  there  is  the  risk  of 
a  general  strike  against  the  payment  of 
rent  on  some  such  plea  as  was  hinted  at 
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by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothiaa  at  a  railway  sfcition  a 
little  while  ago,  when  he  talked  about  the 
Repreaantativeh  from  Ireland  not  having 
assented  to  the  Bill  and  thereby  being  oh- 
solved — as  he  appeared  to  assume— from 
all  moral  responsibility  in  the  matter. 
Now,  therd  are  against  these  risks  the 
securltiefi, first, of  the  one-iifth  of  the  capi* 
talised  value  of  the  land  retained  or  held 
in  abeyance  to  meet  any  such  thhig  as 
depreciation  in  value,  or  nnthriitiness  of 
the  tenant.  Secondly,  when  we  cxinsider 
the  probabilities,  or  even  the  possibilities, 
of  atiy  such  strike  us  that  foreshadowed 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Ijothian,  the  country  will 
remember  tliat  they  become  less  and  less 
every  time  that  each  instidment  is 
paid  up.  It  must  be  remembered  how 
rapidly  that  will  lessen  tlie  risk — how 
quickly  it  will  alisulve  us  from  any  risk 
whatever.  Hut  Ixihind  und  after  that 
comes  the  nliuna  ratio  of  they 3  guaran- 
tees. Suppose  all  the  funds  to  be  drawn 
on  in  Ireland  ti  he  exluiusted.  Sup]x«e 
the  county  rates  have  bcjn  called  on  to 
furnish  their  aid  and  to  have  failed. 
Suppose  that,  one  after  the  other,  all  the 
many  securities  devised  in  this  Bill  are 
found  msuffieient.  Then,  I  say  that  in 
the  last  resort,  and  if  the  worst  come  to 
the  worst,  the  British  taxpayer — or  his 
representative,  the  British  Government — 
holds  in  his  own  hands  the  fuiirls  to  meet 
the  difficulty  under  such  extreme  eircum- 
stances.  I  believe  that  thos^*  extreme 
circumstances  will  never  be  reached  — I 
cannot  conceive  it  possible  that  they 
should  be  reached — but  if,  on  the  ex- 
treme 8up|K)sition  that  such  a  situation 
should  be  reached,  then  the  British  tax- 
payer would  be  fully  justified,  through 
his  iHipresentatives  in  this  House,  in 
saying,  **  Here  is  a  defaulting  locality  ; 
we  cannot  give  it  those  grants  which  it 
otherwise  would  receive  from  Imperial 
contributions  while  it  is  in  default — we 
must  apply  tliose  funds  to  make  good 
its  default."  I  admit  that  that  would 
be  a  very  extreme  measure,  but  I  say 
that  it  is  a  measure  which  would  be  su 
powerful  in  the  ultimate  resort  that  there 
will  never  be  any  need  tc«  put  it  in  prac- 
tice ;  it  will  be  quite  enough  that  such  a 
power  is  in  reserve.  Sir,  it  is  bccausts  I 
am  anxious  that  thei'o  should  be  planticd 
on  the  soil  of  Ireland  such  a  prosperous 
and  contented  resident  peasant  proprie- 


tary  as  I  spoke  of  just  now — it  is  because 
I  am  anxious  to  see  peace  and  prosperity 
return  to  I  re  hind,  and,  in  the  train  of 
that  peace  and  prosperity,  happiness  and 
goodwill  between  the  Sister  Islands—it 
ia  because  I  wish  to  see  all  this  done 
honestly,  not  by  means  of  confiscation,  but 
by  methods  compjitible  with  morality, 
that  I  shitU  supjKirt  the  Second  Heading 
of  the  Bill. 

♦C^.IL)  Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottlng^ 
ham,  Rushcliffe) :  I  wish  that  some 
responsible  Members  of  the  Government 
hiwi  been  present  during  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Chippen- 
ham, who  has  shown  that  the  Bill  will 
be  absolutely  unworkable.  He  reminded 
us  of  a  numl?er  of  pludges  tlmt  hml  been 
given  by  Members  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House,  and  told  us  that  we  should 
have  mob  law,  and  then  civil  war, 
WThen  I  heard  these  things  I  could 
not  help  speculating  in  my  own  mind 
}ift  to  what  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  would  think  about  it.  I 
find  myself  in  absolute  agreement  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Chippenham,  as  to 
there  being  no  real  need  for  any 
large  scheme  of  Land  Purchase.  The 
result  of  the  Ashbourne  Acts  has  not 
been  eijcou raging,  inasmuch  ns  most  of 
the  operations  have  been  in  Ulster^ 
where  the  tenant*  are  already  prosperous, 
and  which,  therefore,  stands  least  in 
need  of  assistance  of  this  kind.  I  believe 
there  are  many  estates  where  there  has 
been  no  difficulty  between  landlord  and 
tenant,  and  in  such  cases  no  Land  Pur- 
chase Bill  is  wanted.  Of  course,  I  am 
not  prepared  to  say  that  in  no  cose  would 
I  approve  the  applic;ition  of  State  credit 
to  the  purchase  of  land.  We  have  had 
stated  to-night  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  13  objections.  The 
ohJMctions  with  which  I  shall  trouble 
the  House  may  be  grouped  under 
two  heads,  In  the  first  place,  over 
a  yevj  largo  part  of  Ireland  there 
is  no  real  freedom  of  contraet ;  and, 
in  the  second  pW-e,  the  interest  of  the 
landlord  in  the  holding  which  the  tenant 
hns  to  buy  is  maintained  by  the  policy 
of  the  Government  at  a  fictitious  value. 
Now,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  in  a  speech  of  his 
in  Oxfordshire  about  Easter, said  that  this 
scheme  is  based  on  the  voluntary  actionof 
the  tenants  and  the  landlords.  Well,  the 
Bill  may  provide  for  notliing  but  volun- 
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taiy  arrangement,  and  what  the  volun- 
tary arrangement  between  landlord  and 
tenant  in  the  Bill  is  has  been  pretty 
well  explained  by  the  ripht  lion.  Gentle- 
man the  Membc*r  for  Mid  Lothian  to- 
night. Butt  nutside  the  Bill,  I  maintain 
that  there  is  very  little  voluntary 
arrangement,  nnless  it  bo  in  some  por- 
tions of  th'3  Province  of  Ulster.  At  the 
beginning  of  1887  the  Government  came 
down  and  told  ua  that  there  was  no  dis* 
order  in  Ireland  except  such  as  arose 
from  the  relations  between  landlords  and 
tenants.  Lord  Salisbury  hns  said  more 
than  once  thit  there  has  been  a  land 
war  raging  in  Ireland.  Now,  the  duty 
of  the  Government  certainly  ought  to  be 
in  such  a  struggle  to  stand  impartially 
between  the  landlords  and  tenants. 
Have  they  done  so?  Tlie  landlords, 
headed  by  the  Duke  of  Abercorn,  came 
last  year  to  the  Prime  Minister,  who 
tised  some  very  significant  language  to 
them.     He  said — 

"  I  may  kiv,  io  Ihe  first  placo,  that  I  *im  very 
glad  to  see  the  reaultfi  of  the  ConventioQ  of 
landlordB  in  thta  deputation  ;  thut  1  con^rHtu- 
liite  the  landlords  on  ihe  united  nttion  that  lh<*y 
haire  taken,  and  however  incnnvenlentitmay  ju 
the  future  provo— 1  hope  it  will  not— to  me  liV  a 
Member  of  the  Ciovernment,  on  wider  nod 
more  general  j^rouods,  I  am  plad  of  the  spirit 
and  unaoimity  which  they  hare  shown." 

That,  coming  from  the  Prime  Minister  o^ 
this  country'  to  a  deputation,  was  oert^unly 
what,  in  some  otber  persons,  would  have 
been  called  incitement  to  a  criminal  coiv 
spiracy.  It  was  a  direct  approval  f>f  the 
Landlords'  Trades  Union,  and  an  imita- 
tion to  go  on  upon  the  same  lines  in  the 
hope  of  being  able  soim  to  re\p  a  harvest. 
But  the  Government  hfivd  nut  contented 
themselves  with  advising  the  landlords 
to  combine.  They  have,  by  their  Act  of 
1887,  altered  and  increased  the  severity 
of  the  Law  of  Kjectinent  in  Ireland. 
In  1881  the  Uassborough  Commission, 
which  consisted  of  three  Irish  landlords 
and  one  Irisli  Judge,  made  nse  of  a  very 
significant  sentence  in  their  Keport» 
T^ey  said — 

**  In  iniiny  instaaees,  principally  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Law  of  Kjeclmrnt,  powers  have 
been  conf tarred  upon  the  lundlordM  in  Irelaod 
that  have  no  exiuteLce  in  England," 

But  this  was  not  enough.  By  Section  7  of 
the  Land  Act  of  1887  the  Government 
strengthened  the  power  of  the  Irish 
landlords  in  this  respect.  Tliey  enabled 
them  by  a  letter  in  a  registered  en- 
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velope  to  absolutely  determine  the  right 
of  a  tenant  to  a  holding,     Now,  w 
use    has   been    made    of     this   power 
From  the  1st  of  January,   1888,  to  the 
Slst  December.  1881),  there  were  no  leas 
than    18,816  of   these  notices  given  in 
Ireland.     By   these   notices   the  tenants 
were  deprived,  as  far  as  the  Act  can  do 
it,  of    their    property    in    the     holdiu 
During  the  period  of  15  months  anteri 
to  the  31st  of   September,  1887,    3, 
tenants,  or  21,414  persons  were  evicted 
from   their  holdings.     If  you  take  the 
same  proportion  between  the  tenants  and 
their  families  as  is  shown  by  the  Returns 
hist  before  us  up  to  December,  1887^  you 
will  find  that  during   the  three  years   of 
the  existence  of  the  present  Government 
more  than   130,000   persons   in   Irelani' 
have    been   either    evicted    from    their 
holdings  or  deprived  of  their  property  io 
those  holdings,     I  have  tried  to  ascertain 
at  what  cost  this  has  been  done.     Keturns 
moved  for  by  the  hoii.  Member  for  Long- 
ford (Mr.  Kealy)  for  two  yeiirs,  and  bj 
myself  for  two  years,  give  the  cost  in 
each     of     those     years    at     a     figure 
exceeding  £20,000  per  annnni  for  con* 
stabulary  at  evictions  alone.     I  have  no 
hfsltatioti    in  saying  that  thi^^  is  mnch 
below   the    mark,    and    that    the    total 
cost    of    the    operations   I   have    men- 
tinned      has      been      not      less      than 
£100,000    to     the      tixpiyera     during 
three  years  of  the  present  Governmen 
The   Government,  by  means  I  will  n* 
characterise,  have  passed  a  new  law  by 
which  they   have  created,  as  has  been 
remarked   by   the   Judges   of  the    Irish 
Bench,  new  crimes.     Tijey  have  placed 
tlie   administnition   of    the   law    in  the 
hands  of  men  whose  conduct  has  oftcu 
been   subject  to  examination    and  criti- 
cism in  this  House.     I  venture  to  say 
that  the  Irish  Besident  Magistrates  have 
made  the  word**  Magistrate  ^*  abye-T¥ord 
among  men.     The  objrct  of  all  these  pro- 
ceedings has  been  to  suppress  the  com- 
bination of  those    who  were    trying    to 
maintain  what  they  conceive  to  be  thtdr 
riglits  of  propc^rty.     Not  only  have  the 
liersons      themselves     been     proceeded 
against  for  criminal  conspiracy  for  doing 
precisely   what  Lord  Salisbury  advised 
the  landlords  to  do,  but  those  who  have 
advised  them  at  their  request  have  been 
placed  in  gaol  for  go  doing.     As  far  aa 
the  Government  could    do,    they  have 
taken    the    part    of   one    party    in   the 
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straggle.  The  Governraent  ars  not 
only  responsible  for  what  they  have 
done,  but  for  what  they  have  left 
undone.  The  state  of  business  l)efore 
tlie  Land  ConiTnission  as  regards  fixing 
of  judicial  rents  is,  I  think,  a  perfect 
scandal.  The  Land  Commission  is  one 
of  the  moBt  highly  paid  Government 
Dapartments  in  the  whole  British  Empire* 
It  costs  more  than  the  Foreign  Office 
ftnd  the  Colonial  Office  put  to- 
gether. It  coats  more  than  the  office 
of  the  Home  Secretary,  and  more  than 
the  Board  of  Trade.  Yet  it  is  unable  to 
overtake  the  arrear.s  of  cases.  In  Decem- 
ber, 1887,  the  arreara  of  cases  undis- 
posed of  numbered  64,852  ;in  D^iceraber, 
1888,  they  numbered  56,522 ;  and  in 
December,  1889,  they  amounted  to 
40,619.  Anyone  who  will  go  into  the 
figures  will  find  it  will  take  three 
or  four  years  befi:>re  the  last  appli- 
cation for  judicial  rents  is  disposed  of. 
What  is  the  position  of  these  unfortunate 
tenants  in  the  meantime  1  I  believe  if 
you  could  find  out — and  I  make  great 
complaint  against  the  Government  that 
they  are  not  in  a  [xjsition  to  supply  the 
information— how  many  of  the  persons 
who  have  been  evicted  during  the  last 
three*  years  have  been  unsuccessful  in 
obtaining  decisions  as  to  their  rents,  the 
number  would  ba  very  large.  I  should 
alio  like  to  know  how  many  of  the 
persons  on  whom  notices  under  Section 
7  have  been  served  have  made  applica- 
tion for  judicial  rents  before  receiving 
such  notices.  There  is  hardly  any 
matter  in  which  so  much  interest 
is  felt  in  Ireland  as  the  declaration 
of  judicial  rents.  Again  and  again 
hon.  Members,  even  on  the  Benches 
opposite,  have  urged  upon  the  Chief 
Secretary  the  necessity  of  strengthening 
the  Land  Commission  in  order  that  the 
tenants  have  proper  opjiortunities  of 
obtaining  the  tixing  of  judicial  rents, 
I  accuse  the  Government  of  the  greatest 
dereliction  of  duty  on  this  point.  If  they 
desire  to  paralyse  the  Land  Act  of  1881 » 
they  cannot  adopt  more  effectual  means 
than  to  allow  these  pour  people  to  be 
harassed  on  the  one  hand  with  eviction 
notices,  and  on  the  other  hand  to  render 
them  unable  to  obtain  decisions  as  to 
judicial  rents.  On  the  6th  of 
August,  1888,  an  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
M*Cartan)  referred  to  the  case  of 
a   tenant  of  Lord   Londonderry,  named 


Hugh  Fergusson  in  County  Down. 
Fergusson  had  a  writ  of  summons  sent 
to  him  for  the  recovery  of  the  old  rent. 
He  had  applied  to  the  Land  Commission 
to  have  a  fair  rent  fixed,  but  he  could  not 
get  a  decision.  When  the  case  came 
before  Baron  Palles,  that  learned  Judge 
made  certain  observations,  and  the  result 
was  a  compromise  pending  the  fixing  of 
the  Judicial  rent.  It  was  admitted  by 
the  Chief  Secretary  or  the  Attorney 
General  that  there  were  many  cases  in 
County  Down  and  the  adjoining  counties 
in  which  tlie  tenants  had  been  unable  to 
get  any  decision,  in  consequence,  I 
auppriBe,  of  the  inadequacy  of  the  staff. 
On  the  4th  of  July,  1889,  the  case  of 
Charles  Murray,  a  tenant  of  the  Marquess 
of  L*indonderry,  was  brought  before  the 
House.  He  had  entered  his  case  in  the 
Court,  but  had  received  a  notice  under 
Section  7  by  which  he  was  precluded 
from  pnx;eeding  with  his  application.  I 
do  not  think  it  was,  to  put  it  mildly,  a  very 
creditable  proceeding  on  the  part  of 
Her  Majesty's  Viceroy,  and  when  one 
becomes  aw;ire  of  a  circular  that  was 
ifisued  from  Lord  Londonderry's  rent 
office  with  respect  to  the  purchase  of 
land,  one  cannot  help  seeing  the  connec- 
tion there  is  bi^tween  all  the  cases  of 
serving  evicti*^n  notices  or  notices  under 
Section  7  of  the  Land  Act  and  Land 
Purchase.  On  the  20th  of  February, 
1 888 J  Lord  Londonderry's  agent  sent  out 
this  circular : — 

**  I  fim  desired  by  the  Marquess  of  London* 
derry  to  inform  you  that  he  ia  wtllinji^  to  offer 
yon  your  larm  ut  20  yenra*  purchaae  of  the 
present  rent.  Lord  Lundonderry  has  dticided 
to  Tako  this  step  (though  much  ugainst  his 
iriclini*tion)  mainly  owin^  to  the  fact  that  in 
th«*  evout  of  another  bad  a<»a8on  he  will  he 
quite  unablo  to  giva  the  reduction  which  he  has 
granted  the  la^t  two  yeara,  and  by  giving 
which  ho  haa  received  nhaolutely  nothing  from 
his  own  property;  as  you  will  ac-e  by  eccloaed 
circular  j'ou  will,  by  purchasing^  your  holding, 
Mtill  guru  a  reduction  of  20  per  cent.,  which 
will  not  bo  dependt'nt  on  the  will  of  your  land- 
lord,  hut  permtiticnt ;  and  at  the  end  of  49 
ye«rs  your  holding^  will  be  abaolutely  your  own 
free  of  all  rent." 

The  Viceroy  was  not  ashamed,  on  the 
one  hand,  tti  deprive  his  tenants  of  the 
opportunity  of  getting  fair  rents  fixed, 
and,  on  the  other  hand,  of  urging  them 
to  purchase  on  the  present  rent  by 
telling  them  he  could  not  make  any 
further  abatement.  That  is  an  illustra- 
tion of  the  pressure  which  has  been 
brought    on    tenants    in   Ireland.     The 
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Duke  of  Abercorn,  who  has  sold  pro- 
perty, for  which  he  has  or  will  receive, 
according  to  Return  81,  Session  1889, 
no  less  than  £267,000,  took  an  extra- 
ordinary step  last  year.  He  did  what 
has  not  been  done,  I  am  told,  on  the 
Hamilton  Estates  for  many  years.  Early 
last  year  he  sued  the  tenants  for  the 
running  half  gale.  The  tenants  met 
and  passed  this  resolution : — 

**That  pressure  of  this  kiDd,  whatever  its 
intention,  is  not  calculated  to  promote  the  pur- 
chase of  farmp  by  the.  tenants  on  the  estate  at 
the  landlord's  price  ;  thac  the  tenants  will  not 
be  compelled  to  buy  in  that  way  :  and  that  the 
compulsory  sale  for  which  they  look  is  a  sale  in 
which  the  tenants,  as  well  as  the  landlord,  will 
have  their  rights  considered  and  reserved.** 

There  was  a  direct  attempt  on  the  part 
of  the  Duke  of  Abercorn,  or  those  who 
?epres3nt  him,  by  serving  for  the 
running  half  gale  to  force  the 
tenants  to  purchase  on  terms  they 
did  not  consider  fair.  Mr.  McCarthy, 
one  of  the  Land  Commissioners,  gave 
•vidence  before  Lord  Cowper's  Commis- 
sion, and  he  was  asked  by  the  President 
how  the  landlord  exercised  pressure. 
The  answer  was — 

"  By  telling  the  tenant  he  must  either  sif^ 
a  contiHct  for  nale  or  go  out.  1  have  seen 
letters  of  this  class.  I  have  a  letter  in  my 
possession  from  an  extensive  land  agent,  telling 
the  tenant  that  the  Sheriff  could  not  be  put 
off  beyond  tf>-morrow,  but  that  if  the  tenant 
handed  the  Sheriff  the  contract  for  purchase 
duly  executed  he  would  not  take  possession. 
— Question  2,216  :  Then  the  tenant  can  apply 
for  a  judicial  lease— can't  he  ?  Not  if  eviction 
ia  haugiug  over  his  head — he  must  go  out  — 
Question  2,219:  And  what  was  the  effect  of 
this  letter  of  the  extensive  agent  P  The  tenant 
agreed  to  sign  the  contract. — Question  2,221 : 
And  this  was  a  case  in  which  the  tenant  had 
become  completely  at  the  mercy  of  the  land- 
lord owing  to  the  largo  arrears  of  rent  ? 
Owing  to  her  owing  large  arrears  of  rent.'* 

That  is  an  admission  by  one  of  the  Land 
Commissioners  as  to  what  was  being 
done  before  the  Coercion  Act  was 
passed,  by  which,  as  I  have  pointed  out, 
it  has  been  attempted  to  deprive  the 
tenants  of  the  right  of  combination. 
It  is  said  that  the  Land  Com- 
missioners protect  the  tenants;  but  it  is 
not  the  function  of  the  Land  Commis- 
sioners ;  all  they  are  required  to  do  is  to 
see  that  the  holding  is  proper  security 
for  the  advance  made.  It  is  said  there 
is  freedom  of  contract,  but  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  freedom  of 
contract  in  Ireland  with  respect  to  the 
purchase  of  land  is  absolutely  migratory. 
Mr.  J.  E,  Ellis 


Now  I  come  to  the  second  objectioc 
which  I  have  to  the  Bill,  namely,  that 
the  interest  of  the  landlord  in  the  hold- 
ing has  not  found  its  true  level  of  valne. 
Land  in  Ireland  has  been  at  a  fictitious 
value  for  generations.  It  gave  great 
political  power  in  times  gone  by  to  thoee 
who  held  it.  To  those  who  were  able  to 
hold  land,  land  was  an  object  of  the 
greatest  desire,  and  on  the  part  of  the 
tenant  there  has  been  that  land  hunger 
which  has  been  described  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  in  big 
great  speech  in  1881,  so  that  yon  had 
thousands  of  persons  rushing  to  get  hold 
of  land  at  an  artificial  price.  Not  only 
has  the  value  of  the  landlord's  pn^rty 
been  artificially  raised,  but  it  has  been 
artificially  maintained,  and  the  gpreatest 
efbrts  have  been  made  to  prevent  the  in- 
terest of  the  landlord  finding  its  true  level. 
I  see  by  the  Returns,  81  of  Session 
1889,  and  115  of  Session  1890, 
that  12,197  holdings  of  the  yalne 
of  £274,358  and  a  rental  of  £300,370 
have  changed  hands.  I  invite  attention 
to  the  relation  between  the  rental  and 
the  valuation.  There  is  no  question 
whatever  as  to  the  fact  that  in  the  valua- 
tion of  Irish  land  everything  is  included, 
on  this  point  the  evidence  of  Mr.  J.  R 
Greene,  the  Superintendent  of  General 
Valuation  in  Ireland,  given  before  a 
Committee  of  the  House  in  1869  is 
extremely  interesting.  He  admitted 
that  in  making  deductions  from  the 
valuation  he  never  took  into  account  the 
existence  of  tenant  right  in  the 
North  of  Ireland,  but  mtrely  made 
deducticMis  on  account  of  ordinary  rates. 
Both  Mr.  J.  B.  Greene  and  Sir  Richard 
Griffiths,  who  also  gave  evidence  before 
the  Committee,  agreed  that  the  valuation 
was  made  on  the  principle  of  what  the 
property  will  fairly  let  at,  the  tenants 
improvements  and  everything  else  being 
calculated  and  included.  It,  therefore, 
came  to  this,  that  a  rental  of  £300,000 
has  been  exacted  for  property  which 
commands  a  letting  value  of  £274,000. 
That  is  to  say,  £10  has  been  exacted  as 
rent  for  what  everything  included 
was  lettable  at  £9.  Tenants  must 
have  been  paying  on  their  own 
improvements.  This  has  a  very  signi- 
ficant bearing  on  the  capital  value. 
The  Chief  Secretary  replying  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Scarborough  (Mr.  Rowntree) 
the  other  day  said  he  did  not  see  what  con- 
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nection  sliding  scale  of  rent  had  with  land 
parehase.  Biit^  as  will  be  seen,  17 
years'  purchase  in  Ireland  is  a  very 
different  thing  to  17  years*  purchase 
in  this  country.  You  must  in  most 
cases  double  it^  according  t»o  the  dictum 
of  the  Irish  Attorney  General,  that 
the  pixsperty  of  the  t<?nnnt  is  equal  to 
thatof  thtilamllord.  I  hold  that  the  land- 
lord's interest  in  the  btilding  whicli  it  is 
the  object  of  the  Bill  to  sell  is  still  too  higlh 
It  appears  to  mo  that  the  first  thing  to 
do  in  Ireland  before  any  land  purchase 
scheme  is  proposed  is  to  maJte  a  re-valua- 
tion, in  order  that  we  may  discover  what 
iflthe  value  of  the  tenantii*  interest,  and 
what  i»  the  value  of  the  land  lord's  interest. 
Nowadays  one  does  not  attach  great  value 
to  the  utterances  of  tixe  right  hon» 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  (Mr, Chamberlain)  ;but  with 
what  he  said  as  to  the  necessity  of  a 
re -valuation  ou  the  13th  of  October,  1887, 
at  Cole  rain  e,  I  heartily  agree.  The  right 
hon.  Qeutleman  said — 

"  The  qiiestioUt  therefore,  i«  how  to  cstHMiBh 
a  lair  valuation  for  the  transfeF  that  we  all 
agree  ought  to  be  rnAdw.  I  do  not  believe  yciu 
can  lay  down  a  number  of  yeavB'  purchaee  of 
JQdicial  rent,  whutbBr  iL  he  20  or  any  olhur 
number,  which  would  be  fair  for  all  circum* 
ttancea  and  all  cased,  or  which  could  bo  nniirar- 
oally  adopted  ;  and  1  ahould  ihiiik  that  the  first 
oondition  of  any  auttliiiDeDt  of  this  huaineBa 
would  b«*  that  there  should  be  a  new  and 
indef^ndent  valuation  for  the  purpaoea  of 
pnrohaie  .  .  .  ,  Well,  then,  I  say  that 
this  separate  Taluation  for  the  purpose  of 
pnrchafle  alone  is  the  foundation  upon  which 
any  transfer  of  Ibe  ownership  of  land  can  taktt 
place,*' 

I  must  say,  speaking  aja  I  do  with 
some  practical  experience,  I  am  alarmed 
at  the  meafiure  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, It  is  not  only  tht^  riak  to  the 
English  Exchequer  which  alarms  me  ; 
but,  looking  at  the  question  from  the 
Irish  point  of  view,  I  am  afraid  that  the 
scheme  of  the  Goverament  will  burden 
the  land  in  Ireland  l)eyond  its  capacity 
to  bear.  Wo  must  btjar  in  mind  that 
the  rental  of  Ireland,  for  the  last  genera- 
tion  at  all  events,  has  not  been  paid  off 
the  soil  of  Ire  land  I  but  largely  by  the 
<X)ntribution8  from  the  relatives  of  those 
who  cultivate  the  soil,  and  who  have 
emigrated  to  happier  countries,  When 
tbia  measure  is  passed  you  will  not 
have  the  relativee  of  the  people  abroad 
sending  money  home  to  help  to  pay  the 
interest    on    the    instalments     to     the 


Treasury.  If  any  such  scheme  as  this 
is  carried,  the  land  will  be  waterlogged. 
Speaking  aa  a  practical  agriculturist  in  & 
email  way»  I  fear  that  the  land  will  not 
be  able  to  produce  annually  the  cbargcft 
nec^aary  to  meet  this  fictitious  system 
of  valuation  maintained  by  the  Govern- 
ment-, leaving  at  the  same  time  a  fair 
remuneration  to  the  tenants  tilling  the 
land.  Looking  to  all  the  chances  and 
clianges,  therefore,  that  may  occur  during 
the  id  years,  I  think  that  the  security 
is  not  a  good  one,  and  that  the  invest- 
ment for  British  credit  is  a  dangerous, 
une.  I  am  not  altogether  adverse  to  the 
pledging  of  British  credit  iu  the  matter 
of  land  purchase  ;  but  there  are  at  least 
five  conditions  wliich  would  have  to  be 
satisfied  before  I  could  consent  to  it- 
The  scheme  would  have  to  be  reduced 
to  true  proportions,  us  suggested  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork»  There  must  be 
a  re-valuation  ;  the  two  parties  must  be 
perfectly  free,  the  assent  of  Ireland  must 
be  obtaintd,  and  the  scheme  must  form 
part  of  a  general  political  settlement  It 
is  because  none  of  these  conditions  are 
fulfilled,  and  because  I  believe  the  pre- 
sent  is  a  most  dangerous  proposal,  that 
I  have  not  the  slightest  hesitation  in 
recording  my  vote  against  the  Second 
Reading. 

♦(9.56.)  Mr,  T.  W.  KUSSELL  (Tyrone, 
S.)  :  The  hon.  Member  for  East  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  Wallace)  the  other  evening 
pointed  out  that  those  hon.  Members 
who  had  not  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  the 
Parliaments  which  sat  between  1880  and 
18JS6  possess  some  advantage  in  dis» 
cussing  tliis  question*  In  supporting^ 
this  Bill  the  Unionists  are  held  to  be 
violating  the  policy  they  were  pledged  to* 
in  the  Election  of  1886,  and  this  state- 
ment boa  been  repeated  this  evening  by 
no  less  an  authority  than  the  right  hon* 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian.  Hon,  Mem* 
bers  sitting  below  the  Gangway  are  held 
to  be  committed  by  the  constitution  of 
the  Land  League,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  sitting  on  the  Front  Opposi- 
tion Bench  are  held  to  be  committed  to 
the  policy  they  enunciated  in  188&*  I 
did  not  sit  either  in  the  Parliament  of 
1880  or  1885.  Anything  I  have  baid  in 
public  on  this  question  has  been  in 
favour  of,  and  not  against,  land  purchasOy 
in  favour  of  establishing  a  peasant  pro- 
prietorship, and  nut  against  it.  I  come^ 
therefc»re,  to  this  question  witb  no  eia- 
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barrasslng  past  at  all  events.  No  one 
will  b©  able  to  rake  up  any  old  atate- 
mente  of  mine  and  to  hurl  them  at  my 
head.  In  the  Debate  of  Monday  night 
two  noteworthy  speeches  were  delivered, 
one  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell)  and  one  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mayo  (Mr.  J,  R  X.  O'Brien).  The 
last-named  hon.  Member  had  a  very  ad* 
mirable  scheme  for  settling  this  qnestion. 
He  waa  in  favour  of  the  policy  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  ;  but  before  that 
was  put  into  operation  he  would 
e8tabli§h  prairie  value.  Now,  I  think 
that  IB  an  admirable  way  of  settling 
the  land  question  first  of  all  to  estab- 
lish prairie  value  by  working  out  the 
Healy  clause  by  friends  of  the  tenants, 
for  that  is  what  is  stipulated  for,  and 
after  that  prairie  value  is  estabhahed 
41ien  comes  in  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
with  his  plan  for  fining  down  rents,  I 
take  the  plan  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  as  practically  amounting  to  this — 
it  was  not  very  clear,  I  am  bound  to  say, 
I  hope  I  apprehended  him  clearly,  but  it 
is  not  my  fault  if  I  did  not»  for  I  believe 
very  few  could  follow  the  speech  at  this 
point  with  clearness.  What  he  saJd 
practically  amounted  to  this.  The  Chief 
Secretary  said  the  hon.  Member  will 
requii^  £160.000,000  before  he  can 
complete  his  scheme,  while  I  pro- 
pose to  do  it  for  one-sixth  of  that  sura. 
But  kia  scheme  is  not  a  land  pnrchase 
ache  me  at  all.  If  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway  are  committed  to  anything 
on  this  earth  they  are  committed  to  a 
scheme  of  peasant  proprietorship.  That 
yrsa  the  scheme  laid  down  and  enshrined 
in  the  very  constitution  of  the  Land 
League.  They  supported  the  Bill  of 
1885,  which  proposed  a  great  experiment 
in  that  direction,  and  on  the  Second 
HrGadiog  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  said 
that  it  was  a  measure  which  would 
probably  lead  to  a  larger  one  in  the 
future.  If  hon.  Members  are  committed 
to  anything  in  this  world  it  is  to  a  scheme 
for  setting  up  an  <K;cupying  ownership  in 
Ireland.  Well,  but  the  principle  or  plan 
now  promulgated  from  these  Benches 
for  fining  down  rents  is  not  a  scheme  of 
that  kind  at  all  The  scheme  came  upon 
many  in  this  Hon  so  with  surprise, 
but  it  is  far  from  being  new.  Certainly 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  cannot  take 
out  a  patent  for  it.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a 
pamphlet,  reprinted  from  the  Fortnightly 
Mr.  T.  W.  UrnseU 


Hevietc  of  188i,  containing  a  scheme  for 
fining  down  rents   in  Ireland   one-half. 
The  author  is  Dr,  Traill  of  Trinity  College, 
and  it  has  since  been  advocated  by  Mr. 
J,  Wilson,  of  County  Longford.     Wliat- 
ever  the  scheme  is,   therefore,  it  is  not 
new.     The  scheme  does  not   get  rid  of 
the  necessity  of  pledging  British  credit^ 
and  it  leaves  the  landlord  still  the  land- 
lord.    The    hon.  Member's  scheme  does 
not    get  rid   of   the   landlord,  who  we 
have  been  told  are  entitled  to  nothing  on 
earth  but  a  single   ticket  to   Holyh^ftd^ 
and   it    leaves  the  Irish  people  to  pay 
what  they  have  been  taught  to  believe 
an  immoral  tax.     Whatever  may  bo  the 
merits  of  the  hon.  Members  plan  it  can- 
not  be    substituted    for  land  purchase, 
though  it  may  be  advisable  to  adopt  it  as 
a  supplement   or   adjunct  to   the  Land 
Purchase  Bill.     Where  there  are  land- 
lords who  are  not  willing  to   sell   cut» 
right — and  there  are  such^or  where  the 
tenant  might  not   be  willing  to  take  the 
risks  of  ownership,  then  the  scheme  might 
come  in,  and  it  might  in  certain  cases 
economis?  the  public  credit  and  money. 
What  is  the  real  case  for  the  Govern- 
ment  Bill  ?     We  have    been   labouring 
hard  at  this  problem  since  1870 — where 
has  our  success  been  most  marked,  and 
where  has   the  result  been  best  worth 
garnering  ?       We    have    protected     th^ 
tenants*  interest  in    the    soil,   and    still 
there  is  dissatisfaction,   whether  justifi- 
able or  not  I  do  not  pause  to  inquire. 
The    fact  remains  that  after   20   years' 
effort  to  protect  the  tenants*  interest  there 
is   still   dissatisfaction.     We    have  tried 
hard  to  fix  and  determine  what  is  a  fair 
rent,    but    we    have     had    only    indif* 
ferent  results  as    regards  that  problem. 
The      only      thing      that      has      been 
a  complete  sucoesa  haa  been  the  transfer 
of  the  land   from    the    owner    to    the 
occupier.     Daring  those  20  years  we  have 
performed  that  operation  in  20,000  esses, 
and  what  has  lieen  the  result  ?   Paymonta 
have  been  punctually  made  and  arrears 
have    been    nominal.      The   right   hon. 
Member  for    Mid    Lothian   complained 
that     there     has    been    2   per   e^nt.    of 
arrears,   or  that  that   amount  has  been 
written    off.      Surely     any     mercantile 
establishment  which  conducted   snch  a 
large  operation  with  a  loss  of  only  2  per 
cent,    would    be    thought     exceedingly 
fortunate.       In    addition    to    payment 
having  been  punctually  made  and  arrears 
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being  merely  nominal,  pcjace  and  order 
has  reigned  on  the  estates  where  transferij 
have  taken  place.  All  this  has  been 
achieved  under  circnmsttinccs  of  great 
difficulty.  We  have  had  all  kinds  of 
political  and  agricultural  weather ;  we 
have  had  **  No  rent "  manifestoes,  plans 
of  campaign,  and  ail  kinds  of  incitement 
to  wrongdoing,  but  wherever  they  have 
ttiken  effect  it  was  not  u^jon  the  estates 
where  transfers  have  taken  place,  I 
repeat  that  this  is  the  only  experiment 
that  has  been  completely  successful 
during  the  century  in  Irish  legislation. 
If  we  wish  to  settle  the  agmrian  problem, 
how  are  we  to  do  it  1  We  have  experi- 
mented for  20  years,  and  the  resxdts  are 
written  large  and  luminously  on  the 
history  of  these  yeai-s.  The  only 
question,  in  ray  opinion,  is  how  far  Parlia- 
ment ought  to  go  and  on  what  lines 
Parliament  should  proceed.  I  submit 
that  those  are  the  real  questions 
the  House  ought  to  discuss.  The 
first  line  of  cleavage  arises  on  the  question 
of  waya  and  mefins,  I  would  direct  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  this  fact,  that 
tbe  opponentg  of  the  Bill  are  at  issue 
among  themselves.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  thinks  that  British  credit  ought 
to  be  pledged,  while  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  tbe  Bridgeton  Division  of 
Glasgow  thinks  that  the  work  ought  to 
be  done  by  means  of  Irish  credit  alone. 
As  I  presume  right  hon.  Members  on  the 
Front  Oppyaition  Bench  agree  with  the 
latter,  I  would  ask  them  who  set  up  the 
English  system  of  land  tenure  in  Ireland 
first  of  all,  and  who»planted  the  ancestors 
of  the  present  race  of  landlords  in  Ireland? 
It  was  England,  and  England  is  primarily 
responsible  for  the  system — the  evil 
system  I  think  it— of  laud  tenure  in 
Ireland,  and  England  cannot  escape  from 
the  responsibility  of  the  situation,  which 
she  has  brought  on  her  own  head.  This 
Bill  does  in  that  respect  all  tlmt  could  be 
done  under  the  circumstances.  It  no 
doubt  pledges  British  credit,  but  it 
secures  tliat  credit  by  Irish  resoui*ces 
alone.  During  the  Debate  this  point  has 
been  syHtematically  misrepresented,  and 
it  has  been  actually  travestied  by  the  hon, 
Memljer  for  East  Edmburgh,  The  Bill 
begins  by  doing  that  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Edinburgh  neglected  to 
point  out,  by  exacting  hostages  from 
both  buyer  and  seller.     Will  any  one 
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stand  up  and  say  that  the  securities 
obtained  from  the  buyer  and  the  seller 
are  illusory?  Wliy  they  are  absolutely 
cash  in  liand,  and  what  better  security 
can  tfiere  he  than  that  ?  Next,  and  in 
addition  to  the  landlords*  deposit  and  the 
tenants'  insurance  fund,  the  Bill  createa 
a  guamntee  fund.  This,  it  should  be 
remembered,  is  a  new  fund  of  money 
Ireland  has  never  bad  before,  the  Probate 
Duty  only  excepted.  The  duties  derived 
from  licences  and  from  Ireland's  share 
of  the  Probate  Duty  and  the  county 
percentage  fund  form  togetlier  practi- 
cally a  new  fund  brought  into  opera- 
tion for  this  purpose.  I  will  say  nothing 
about  the  contingent  guaiuntee  fund  or 
the  compulsory  lev}^  both  efficient  and 
real  securities,  but  both  very  unlikely  U> 
be  called  upon.  How  is  repudiation  to 
work?  In  the  first  place,  I  maintain 
that  purchase  under  this  Bill  is  not 
forced  upon  a  single  tenant  in  Ireland- 
It  may,  and  I  think  it  will,  be  found  to 
work  out  to  compulsion,  so  far  as  the 
landlord  is  concerned  ;  very  likely  h© 
wilt  be  compelled  to  sell^  but  the  tenant 
is  left  by  the  Bill  absolutely  free,  I  wish, 
to  know  why,  if  a  tenant  paid  a  judicial 
rent  33  per  cent,  higher  than  he  would 
pay  under  this  purchase  scheme,  he 
should  repudiate  his  >>argain  l  Why 
should  we  think  that  Irish  tenants  would 
do  anything  of  that  kind  ?  Irish  tenants 
are  not  fools;  but  that  tenant  would  I>e  % 
fool  if  he  could  get  a  reduction  of  33  per 
cent,  from  his  rent  and  the  fet-simple  of 
his  land  in  49  years  to  run  any  risk  of 
repudiation.  Can  any  one  say  where 
repudiation  is  to  begin  ?  The  operation 
and  working  of  the  Bill  must  of  necessity 
be  gradual.  We  cannot  wave  a  magi- 
cian's wand  over  Ireland  and  effect  this- 
change  in  a  week  or  a  year  or  two.  I 
believe  it  will  take  from  10  to  12  years 
at  the  very  least  to  exhaust  the  money 
under  this  Bill,  no  matter  how  hard  the 
Departments  may  work*  I  know  enough 
of  lawyers  to  know  that  they  will  imme- 
diately set  themselves  to  devise  meana 
of  obstructing  the  Bill,  and  the  chances 
are  that  they  will  succeed.  Is  it  supposed 
that  repudiation  will  take  place  at  the 
end  of  five  years?  Then  the  whole 
credit  will  nut  have  been  pledged,  and 
the  risk  will  be  proportionately  less. 
The  operations,  in  fact,  could  be  stopped. 
Is  repudiation  to  take  place  in  10  or  12 
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years  ?  Why,  by  that  time  those  who  have 
bought  in  the  first  years  of  the  uperaticm 
of   the    Bill    will    hare    secured    such 
an    interest    that    repudiation    in    their 
case  would  be   absolute  inaanity.     Does 
any  bon.    Member  believe  that   Ulfit«r 
tenants  would  repudiate  after  having  put 
tiieir    signatures   to    a    bargain  1     They 
would  work  the  nails   ofi   their  fingers 
first.     This   theory   of  repudiation  la  a 
mere    bogey.     Let    us    remember  that 
even  in  the  worst  times   the    celebrated 
**  No-rent  manifesto  "  utterly  failed.     In 
my  opinion,  the  securities  provided  in  the 
Bill   are   amply    suiBeient    without  the 
contingent  fund  and  the  compulsory  rate^ 
and  these  will  remain  in  the    Bill   more 
for  ornament   than   for  use*     What   are 
the   chief    objections   against   the   Bill? 
The  most  common  is  that  it  ig  a  Landlords* 
Relief  BilL     In  connection  with  this  con- 
tention the  names  of  some  seven  or  eight 
noblemen    and    gentlemen    have    been 
mentioned,  who,   it  is  said,   kave  taken 
advantage   of  previous   land  legislation, 
and  walked    off    out    of    Ireland   with 
millions  of  the  British  taxpayers*  money. 
The  fltatement,  however,  is  ftilse,  not  one 
of  these  persona  liaving  left.    In  fact,  they 
reside  in   Ireland  much  more  than  the 
hon,  Alember  for  the  City  of  Cork  does. 
The  opponents  of  the  measure  call  it  a 
Landlords'  Relief  Bill,  because  it  does  not 
prohibit  the  sale  of  large  estates.   Did  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bridgeton,inl884, 
confine  the  operation  of  his  Bill  to   small 
estates  and  small  landowners  ?   No  j  that 
Bill  was  as  opi^n  to  the  large   landowner 
aa  to  the  small.     I  think  there  are  points 
in  the  Bill  before  the  House  which  may 
operate  very  hardly  against  the  landlord. 
As  an  illustration  I  will  take  a  holding 
in  Cork  or  Kerry,   the   annual   rent    of 
which  is  £4,  the  rates  being  6s.  in   the 
XI.     Under    the    Ashbourne    Act    the 
landlord  would  sell  on  the   gross   rent, 
getting  the  amount  of  that  rent   for    12 
or  15  yeai's.     Taking  that  he  received  as 
purchase  money  the  rental  of  X4  for    1 5 
years,  he  would  get    £60.     But   under 
the   present     Bill   the    gross   rent    dis- 
appears, and  the  net  annual  value  takes 
its    place,    or    the    gross     rent     minus 
the   laTidlord's    share   of  the  taxes.     As 
a    result,     in    the     case     which  I  have 
taken      the      purchase     money     which 
the     landlord     would    receive      would 
be  £2  16s.   for  15  years  instead  of  X4. 
Mj>.  T.  W.  RuMdl 


We   may    rest   assured   that  the  temuitB 
will  only  agree  to  give  the  same  number 
of  years'  purchase  as  they   have  bitherto 
been  in  the  habit  of  offering,  and,  there- 
fore, they  will  not  consent  to  increaAe  tht 
15  years.     Instead  of  being  a  Landlord't 
Relief  Bill,  the  measure  will  hit  the  land- 
lord severely,  and  it  will  have  to  be  made 
easier  in  more   resj^ects  than  one.     The 
next   objection  raised  turns  on  the  point 
of  local  control.      I  admit  that  if  Ireland 
were   in    a   natural    state   the  objection 
would  he  valid,  but  we  have  to  treat  Ire* 
land  as  it  is,  and  not  aa  it  ought  to  be. 
Under  the  various  Acts  passed  since  1870 
some  20,000  occupiers  have  been  trans* 
muted  into  owners,  and  all  this  has  been 
done   without  the   intervention   of    the 
buffer  of  local  control  between  the  State 
and  the  purchaser.     It  is  true  that  the 
defeated  Bill  of   1886  provided  a  bnfer 
between  the  State  and  the  purchaser ;  btti 
it  was  precisely  to  that  buffer — an  Irish 
Parliament — that  the  Unioniist  Party  asd 
the    country    objected.       In    1886  the 
Unionist  Party  never  opposed  land  pur- 
chase  on   ita  merits.     What  they  said 
was,  **This    is   a   proposal    to    ad^^nce 
X50,000,000    to    Irish    landlords,     and 
probably  £50,000,000  more  will  be  re- 
quired.    We    shall     not     advance    this 
money  in  the  circumstances,    because  bj 
another  Bill  you  are  going  to  create  what 
would    practically    be    a     foreign    and 
possibly  a  hostile  country,*'  I  repeat,  that 
if   Ireland  were  in   a   normal   state  the 
case  for  local  control  would  be  complete 
and  could  not  be  opposed.       But  Ireland 
is  not  in  a  natural,  normal  state,  and  I 
object  to  the  introduction  of  an  element 
of  danger  that  might   retard  land  pur* 
chase  instead  of  advancing  it.     As  long 
as     British      credit      is     used,     Great 
Britain     has     an   absolute    moral   right 
to     keep    its    hand    on    the   machinery 
and     to      work      the      machine     itself. 
We  are  asked,  **  Wliat  are  you   going  to 
do.    You  talk  of  ab:)lishiDg  landlordiflm. 
You  are  going  to  do  nothing  of  the  kind. 
Y*ju  are  going  to  set  up  a  new  race  of 
landlords,    who    probably    will    not   be 
an   improvement  upon  the  old."       The 
right  hon.  Member  for    Bridgeton   has 
asserted  that  the  people  who  purchase 
wnll  not,  in  many  cases,  remain  in  posses- 
sion, and  that  the  land  will  be  sub-let  and 
sub^divided  ;   but   the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  has  shown  that  it  could  not 
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be  sub-let  and  sub-divided.  For  my  own 
part,  I  do  not  think  that  the  temptation 
to  sub-divide  and  sub-let  is  so  great  us  it 
once  was,  because  there  is  not  now  the 
over-pressure  of  population  that  existed 
formerly,  and  certainly^  at  the  end  of  49 
years,  we  may  safely  prophesy  it  will  have 
disappeared  altogether.  But  there  is  a 
point  of  sabstance  in  this  connection 
that  requires  the  attention  of  the  Go- 
vernment. I  do  not  understand  why  a 
man  should  be  allowed  to  buy  on  such 
ftivourable  terms,  and  12  months  after- 
wards sell  at  a  fancy  price  ;  and^  there- 
fore, I  suggest  that  the  Land  Depart- 
ment ought)  in  the  interests  of  the  State 
itself — because  if  a  fancy  price  is  given 
the  repayments  were  thereby  im- 
perilled— to  have  a  veto  on  the  sale* 
We  are  told  by  the  right  lion.  Gentle- 
man (Sir  G.  Trevelyan)  that  the  Bill  is 
notgeneralj  and  that  it  is  not  compulsory. 
Now,  when  did  the  right  hon.Geritlt^man 
and  hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the 
House  become  converts  to  the  doctrine  of 
compulsory  sale?  I  know  that  they 
went  a  certain  length  in  this  respect  in 
1886  ;  but  certainly  this  is  the  first  time 
the  doctrine  of  compulsory  sale  and  pur- 
chase of  land  in  Ireland  has  been  openly 
advocated  in  this  House.  SupfKjse  that 
under  this  Bill  100,000  freeholders  are 
created.  The  baUnce  of  600,000  tenants 
are  left  out  in  the  cold.  There  is  no  more 
money,  and  therefore  they  cannot  buy» 
and,  in  addition  to  all  the  money  being 
exhausted  the  landlords  are  unwilling  to 
aelL  That  is  taking  the  woi-st  aspect  of 
the  case.  But,  at  all  events,  there  would 
be  100,000  freeholders  created  by  means 
of  the  credit  of  the  State,  and  these  men 
are  not  one  bit  Mioi*e  virtuous  or  more 
deserving  of  the  Ixton  than  the  others 
who  are  unable  to  get  it.  That  is 
exactly  why  I  contend  the  Bill  must 
ultimately  work  to  compulsion.  This  Bill, 
however,  or  any  other  Bill  of  the  kind, 
must  work  gradually,  and,  that  being  so, 
the  friction  will  not  ba  so  great.  And 
it  is  precisely  here  that  the  **  fining 
down  "  process  could  como  into  the  plan. 
It  18  not  a  new  scheme,  and  it  is  in  this 
difficulty  that  the  process  of  '*  fining 
down  *'  could  b3  used  with  advantage. 
A  good  deal  is  being  said  in  Ireland 
about  the  tenants*  insurance  fund',  and 
it  is  one  of  the  things  in  the  Bill  which 
oonstitutd  the  greatest  difficulty.     The 
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objection  to  it  is  this—  that  right  in  the 
front  of  the  Bill  you  lessen  the  induce- 
ment to  the  tenant  to  purchase.  I 
recocrnise  that  objection,  but  I  feel 
bound  to  add  that  I  think  the  prin- 
ciple a  sound  one,  Wlitther  the  land- 
lord **  walks  off"  or  not,  as  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  the  Bridge  ton 
Division  phrased  it,  the  State  demands 
that  he  shall  leave  behind  him  one-fifth 
of  the  purchase  money  as  security.  If 
we  ask  the  landlord  to  do  this,  why 
should  not  the  tenant  bear  a  share  in 
working  out  his  own  emsmcipation  1 
Again,  bad  seasons  will  come,  as  they 
have  come  so  often  before,  and  that  is 
another  reason  why  this  Insurance  Fund 
should  be  created*  The  State  cannot  be 
treated  as  the  landlord  has  been  treated ; 
the  tenant  cannot  be  allowed  to  accumu- 
late arrears  with  the  State  ;  and  the  only 
way  to  8ecur*3  that  the  demand  will  be 
met  ia  to  make  the  good  seasons  pay  for 
the  bad  ones.  The  Insurance  Fund 
secures  that  that  shall  be  done*  I  would 
like  the  Chief  Secretary's  attention  to 
this  point.  The  Land  JDopartment  pays 
interest  on  the  landlord's  deposit  ;  why 
should  it  not  pay  interest  on  the  tenant's! 
The  next  point  I  wish  to  deal  with  is 
that  as  to  the  congested  districts,  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  said  he 
forgot,  though  it  is  an  urgent  problem 
which  has  been  pressing  for  a  very  long 
time  indeed.  There  is  nothing  easier 
than  to  attack  any  scheme  for  grappling" 
with  the  congested  districts.  The  Bill 
proposes  to  encourage  the  fishing  and 
other  industries,  and  though  it  docs  not 
either  suggest  emigration  or  migration, 
it  proposes  to  assist  either.  It  seeks 
to  force  neither  upon  the  community, 
and  it  proposes,  further,  to  aid  in  the 
amalgamation  of  holdings.  Before  we 
condemn  these  provisions,  let  me  ask  who 
ever  tried  to  do  anything  before  1  Un- 
doubtedly, the  real  risk  to  British  credit 
will  arise  in  connection  with  the  con- 
gested districts ;  but  it  is  just  here  that 
the  British  taxpayer  is  held  entirely  free, 
though  it  is  just  here,  too,  that  the 
British  taxpayer  might  well  be  asked  to 
pay  a  little  money »  I  admit  the  Consti- 
tutional ditBculty  arising  from  the  hosti- 
lity of  the  Irish  Members  to  this  Bill ; 
but  I  am  not  sure  that  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  represent  Ireland  in 
that  hostility.     Certain  I  am  they  do  noi 
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represent  Ulster.  I  sliould  be  very 
curious  to  see  Ulster  Memljers  explaining 
to  Ulster  audiences  in  the  County  of 
t.Antiitn,  or  the  County  Down,  the  new 
^lieory  enunciated  by  the  Member  ior 
Cork  as  to  abandoning^  the  solution  of 
purchase.  Nor  am  I  quite  sure  of  the 
rest  of  Ireland,  I  do  not  forget  when 
<ve  are  faced  with  this  Cons ti tut iorml 
difBcuity  thst  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
GaD^ay  walked  out  of  the  House 
when  the  Division  bell  rang  for  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Land  Act  of  188L 
But  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  forgot  that  fact  when  he 
talked  about  the  assent  of  Irish  Mem- 
bers being  necessary  to  Irish  legislation. 
And  who  opposed  the  extension  of  tlie 
Ashbourne  Act  in  1888 1  Every  Member 
below  the  Gangway  went  into  the  Lobby 
against  it.  And  what  has  happened  Y 
The  same  Irish  people  whom  the  hon. 
Members  claim  to  represent  gladly  avail 
themselves  of  the  benefits  of  this  Act. 
What  happened  in  County  Cork  ? 
Mr.  Davitt  advised  the  tenants  who 
were  about  to  purchase  their  holdings  on 
an  estate  in  that  county  not  to  let  the 
landlord  walk  off  with  a  quarter  of  a 
million  of  swag ;  but  the  tenants  de- 
clared that  they  knew  their  own  business 
better  than  ^Ir,  Davitt.  The  tenants  iu 
Munster,  Leinster,  and  Con  naught  have 
reckoned  the  hostility  of  hon.  Members 
as  of  no  account,  but  have  purchased 
their  lands  under  the  Ashbourne  Act. 
There  are  two  policies  before  the  country 
— the  policy  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian, ^whatever  that  may  be. 
I  do  not  profess  to  know,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  not  tell ;  but  there 
ie  that  policy  on  the  one  hand,  and  on 
the  other  there  is  the  Unionist  policy. 
The  Uuionists  are  playing  against  hon. 
Members  on  this  side  of  the  House,  and 
I  believe  the  cause  of  the  Union  will 
win*  After  all,  the  great  governing, 
ruling  passion  in  the  heart  of  the  Irish 
peasant  is  to  own  a  bit  of  land  ;  and  I 
maintain  that  that  peasant  hardly  cares 
whether  there  is  a  Parliament  at  all,  or 
where  it  sits,  except  in  so  far  as  it  helps 
him  to  gain  possession  of  that  bit  of 
land.  The  Irish  peasant  will  go 
through  fire  and  water,  suffering  and 
misery,  to  get  it,  and  he  will  buy  land 
on  the  terms  provided  in  the  Bill^ — terms 
such  as  no  State  ever  offered  to  its 
Mr.  T.  W.  Mimdl 


citiiens  before.  I  believe  the  principle 
of  this  Bill  will  go  far  towards  the  paci- 
fication, the  security,  and  the  content- 
ment of  Ireland,  The  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bridget  on,  in  concluding  his 
speech  on  Monday,  ventured  to  look  ahead 
20  or  30  years,  and  saw  a  strange  vision — 
bad  si^as^MiB,  farmers  ruined,  instalmenta 
repudiated,  Ireland  thrown  into  confusion, 
and  the  British  taxpayer  compelled  ta 
bear  a  heavy  burden.  I  hold  that  to  bo 
a  jaundiced  view.  Prophesy  at  best  is 
unprofitable  ;  but  looking  forward  and 
trying  to  scan  those  distant  summers 
wliich  we  may  not  see  I  can  discern  a 
different  picture,  and,  at  all  events,  my 
vision  of  the  future  is  warranted  by 
actaal  experience  in  the  past.  I  sen 
agricultural  tenants  in  Ireland  tr&n» 
formed  into  freeholders  ;  I  see  the  friction 
between  landlord  and  tenant  which 
cursed  Ireland  and  destroyed  her  pei 
gone  ;  I  see  capital  spent  on  land  wifct- 
out  fear  of  confiscation  by  anyone ;  I  aeo 
a  race  of  men  emerged  from  a  prolonged 
struggle  with  serfdom  enfranchised  ;  I 
see  industrial  enterprise  following  in  the 
wake  of  peace,  order,  and  security ;  1  see 
a  time  when  the  baskets  of  the  peo|3lo 
will  be  full,  offering  all  manner  of  store, 
and  when  there  will  l>e  no  complaining 
in  o  ur  stree  ts .  Those  w  ho  are  supporting 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  are  doing 
a  work  which  future  generations  of 
Irislimen — aye,  and  of  Englishmen 
too — will  rise  and  call  us  blessed  foi* 
doing. 

(10.55).  Mb,  DILLON:  It  appears  to 
mo  to  have  been  a  highly  injudicious  and 
ill  ad  vised  course  which  the  GovemmenI 
have  taken  in  joining  in  one  Bill  two 
questions,  each  of  which  is  difficult  and 
important  enough  to  warrant  its  being 
dealt  with  in  a  separate  measure.  In 
speaking  on  this  question  I  intend  to  deal 
with  the  question  of  the  congested 
districts.  Representing  as  I  do  perhape 
the  largest  and  poorest  of  those  districtflv 
I  have  become  pretty  well  versed  in  all 
the  intricacies  of  that  problem.  ThtJ 
British  Parliament  has  done  nothing  to 
solve  that  problem.  That  is  the  fault  of 
the  system  which  has  brought  Ireland  to 
a  condition  of  misery  and  reproach  by  a 
long  course  of  unjust  laws,  neglect,  and 
misgovern  ment.  I  hold  tliat  the 
problem  of  the  congested  diatricta 
is    60    beset  with    difficulties    that     it 
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is  well  worthy  of  a  separate  measure 
to  itself.  It  is  only  within  the  hist  year 
or  two  that  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  baa  had  bis  soul  wrung  with 
the  condition  of  these  people.  It  was 
only  when  the  Cipher t  tenants  de-  j 
fended  their  houses  against  eviction  that 
the  attention  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  lyrone  and  the  GoverDment  was 
called  to  that  question.  The  House  has 
listened  to  a  eulogy  from  the  hon*  Mem- 
ber for  South  Tyraue  on  the  nature  of 
the  collateral  securities  offered  to  the 
British  taxpayer ;  but  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  has  given  the  go-by  txa 
those  securities.  The  speeches  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  and  the 
Chief  Secretary  made  me  wonder  why  it 
was  thought  necessary  to  touch  British 
credit  at  all.  If  the  credit  of  the  Irish 
funds  is  so  absolutely  secure,  why  not 
pay  the  landlords  in  unguaranteed  Irish 
land  stock  ?  I  should  like  to  see  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  invest  his 
money  in  that  security.  I  have  noticed 
in  the  Irish  newspapers  that  at  every 
meeting  of  the  landlords  strong  resolu- 
tions have  been  passed  in  fa%"Oiir  of  their 
being  paid  in  a  stock  which  should  bear 
its  full  face  value,  and  that  they  have  ex- 
hibited extreme  nervousness  that  tliat 
^lould  be  done.  I  can  say  this  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Clianoellor  of  the  Exche- 
qaev  :  that  in  the  speech  in  which  the 
Bill  was  introduced  by  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  he  said  that  if  any  Irish 
landlord  was  so  foolish  as  to  doubt  the 
value  of  his  guaranteed  stock,  the  Clian- 
cellop  of  the  Exchequer  would  be  autho- 
rised to  exchange  it  for  Consols.  I  ven* 
ture  to  prophesy  that  in  that  case  during 
the  first  year  this  Bill  is  in  operation 
there  will  a  steady  procession  of  land- 
lords desirous  of  exchanging  their  Irish 
atock  for  Consols,  There  are  two  points 
in  tlie  speech  of  the  Cliancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  which  I  wish  to  draw 
attention.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  made  a  moat  remarkable  admission, 
namely,  that  the  Government  have  taken 
every  precaution  against  every  possible 
eventuality  short  of  repudiation ;  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  say 
that  he  had  noticed  that  neither  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  nor  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  had  alluded  to 
the  possibility  of  repudiation,  although 
it  had  been  alluded  to  in  wilder  quarters. 
VOL.  CCCXLHL      [mmv  series.] 


What  are  those  wilder  quarters?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was,  doubtless,  re- 
ferring to  the  noble  Lord  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Paddington,  whom  once  the 
Tory  Party  were  proud  to  follow,  but 
who  is  now  regarded  by  them  tis  a  wild 
and  erratic  individual.  We,  who  have 
had  many  years'  experience  of  him,  how- 
ever,  regard  him  as  a  politician  to  be 
counted  with,  and  not  as  an  irresponsible 
person.  The  noblo  Lord  has  deliberately 
put  iton  record  that,  in  his  judgment,  repu- 
diation is  not  only  possible,  but  is  exceed- 
ingly likely  to  occur.  Yet  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  admits  that  no  precaution 
has  been  taken  against  that  eventuality. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingliam,  in  a  letter  which  I  have 
before  me,  says — 

'*  II  the  extent  of  thes^  traQsactionfl  gradually 
iQcreaaes,  and  the  number  of  dobton  to  the 
State  becomes  large,  nothing  would  he  easier 
than  for  the  agitators  at  some  favourable  time 
after  a  had  harvest  to  bring  about  a  strike 
against  the  payment  of  interest,  and  against 
the  payment  ef  rent." 

Since  those  words  were  written,  experi- 
ence has  shown  the  Irish  tenant  that 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  is  a  far  more 
effective  weapon  than  a  strike.  I  now 
come  to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  I 
must  observe,  in  the  first  place,  that  ithas 
been  brought  forward  as  a  great  meaatire 
for  conferring  immense  benefits  upon  the 
people  of  Ireland ;  but  I  am  entitled  to 
ask  Her  Majesty's  Government  where 
they  have  ifound  declarations  in  it« 
favour  1  Such  declarations  have  not 
l^een  made  by  any  public  meeting  in 
Ireland  or  by  any  representative  Irish 
Body,  while  the  BUI  is  rejected  by  five 
sixths  of  the  Irish  Representatives  in 
this  House.  No  single  Petition  in  its 
favour  has  been  preseDfced  by  any  repre- 
sentative Body.  A  charge  has  been  made 
against  the  Irish  Repi^esentatives  that 
they  do  not  truly  represent  the  views  of 
the  Irish  people  with  regard  to  this 
measure.  In  that  case  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  an  easy  remedy.  Let 
Her  Majesty^s  Government  dissolve 
Pai'liament  on  this  issue,  and  then  we 
shall  be  able  to  see  what  the  views  of 
the  Irish  peasantry  with  regard  to  tlxis 
Bill  arc.  Hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  however,  know  perfectly 
well  that  we  do  represent  the  views  on 
the  subject  of  all  Irishmen  who  are 
3D 
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not  landownere.  I  leave  cmt,  of  oourse, 
the  South'East  of  Ulster.  Let  us  look 
for  a  moment  at  the  organs  of  the  land- 
lords. What  do  we  find  ?  Here  is  an 
article  in  the  Daily  Ejcpre».%  the  official 
organ  and  monthpiece  of  the  landlorda 
of  Ireland  and  of  the  Tory  Party  in  that 
Gonntry,  written  on  Tueaday  last.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  liad  obaerved  that 
this  Bill  would  not  settle  the  Irish  land 
question  ;  and  in  commenting  on  these 
obeer\'ation8,  the  Express  says— 

"  Thiit  ifl,  of  course,  obvioun.  Aji  the  Bill 
itandfl,  it  it&o  only  fieiUe  a  tatith  pari  of  the 
Icuh  limd  question." 

Thit  is  the  opinion  of  the  Irish  landlords. 
Yet  probably  the  mere  fact  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  expressed  snch  an 
opinion  would  make  some  men  quite 
fanatical  about  planting  in  the  country 
a  new  garrison  of  peasant  pruprietors. 

''But  it  may  be  ur^ed  (Bays  the  fSrpren} 
that  another  sum  of  £a:*,0{lO,0€0  will  follow* 
That  is  impoBsible,  for  all  our  local  f  anda  are 
hypothttcated  by  the  BiJL  U  ia  perfectly  true 
that  great  and  opulent  landlorda  can  utilUe 
such  a  meaaure ;  but  the  amull  and  embarrasaed 
Isndlorda  cannot,  for  reaaona  whiob  are  obvieas 
to  all  of  \\8.^* 

This  is  a  most  remarkable  expression 
coming  from  such  a  qtmrter.  So  perrerae, 
BO  idiotic,  has  been  the  action  of  the  Go- 
ve mm  en  t,  that  they  have  converted  even 
the  Dailt/  Express  into  a  second  edition 
of  United  Ireland.  What  has  been  the 
history  of  the  Irish  land  question 
during  the  last  10  years?  It  lias  been 
a  series  of  imperfect  measures,  drawn  up 
without  consulting  the  Irish  Repreeen- 
tatives^  and  passed  through  Committee 
in  this  House  without  regard  to  their 
suggestiouS)  and  as  a  consequence  of 
these  proceedings  there  has  been  an  im- 
mense waste  of  money,  and  the  problem 
is  yet  unsolved.  There  is  one  point  to 
which  I  shonld  like  to  call  attention^  to 
which  all  those  who  have  spoken  on  this 
question  have  given  the  go-by.  Hon. 
Members  speak  of  the  possible  loss  in  a 
failure  of  repayment  of  the  advances  to 
the  tenants ;  but  no  one  has  reminded  the 
House  of  the  enormous  loss  to  the 
British  Exchequer  by  the  continual 
failure  of  previous  Land  Bills  to  solve 
the  Irish  problem.  How  much  money 
have  you  spent  on  the  machinery  of  this 
Irish  problem  during  the  last  10  years  1 
From  1881,  when  this  question  was 
first  earnestly  taken  in  hand,  to  lafityear 
Mr.  Dillon 


£777,992  lias  been  spent  in  this  way. 
When  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
reproaches  the  Irish  Members  with 
quitting  the  House  on  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Inuid  Bill  of  1881.  the 
hon.  Member  was  very  much  mistaken 
if  he  thought  that  we  were  goin^  to 
accept  the  reproach.  We  left  the  House 
on  that  occasion  because  we  believed 
that  timt  Bill  would  be  a  failure  ais  a 
settlement  of  the  Irish  land  question ; 
and  though  we  did  not  wish  to  vofca 
against  it,  because  it  gave  some  boon  to 
the  poor  people  of  Ireland,  we  would  not 
accept  it  as  a  solution.  Had  our  warning 
been  accepted  in  1681^  I  have  no  hesita- 
tion in  saying  that  j&500,000  would  have 
beonaavedto  the  Treasury  of  this  country. 
I  do  not  propose  to  go  at  any  length  into 
the  question  of  the  contingent  expensea 
of  the  delay  in  settling  the  question  ;  but 
I  will  ask,  How  about  the  expense  of  the 
police,  how  about  the  expense  of  criminal 
prosecutions,  which  have  been  Btmply 
enormous  and  incalculable  in  Ireland^  to 
say  nothing  of  the  loss  to  the  people  of 
Ireland  from  the  disturbance  thus  cansedl 
This  Bill,  in  order  to  be  properly  dealt 
with  J  must  be  looked  at  from  threa 
different  points  of  view.  It  must  b© 
judged  first  of  all  from  the  point  of  view 
of  tho  British  taxpayer  and  public ; 
secondly,  from  that  of  the  Irish  tenauia 
and  the  Irish  nation  ;  and,  thirdly,  from 
that  of  the  Irisli  landlords  ;  and  we  muat 
remember  that  what  would  be  comnaend- 
able  and  deserving  from  one  of  theea 
|K)ints  of  view  may  be  eminently  undeair- 
able  from  another.  I  dismiss  the  point 
of  view  of  the  Irish  landlords,  because  1 
am  not  here  io  represent  their  intereiits  ; 
the  Irish  landlords  are  represented  in 
this  House — and  very  ably  represented — 
hy  the  hon«  and  gallant  Member  for 
North  Armagh  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone.  I  congratulate  the  hon- 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  on  having 
delivered  a  speech  to-night  m  his  tm^ 
character.  He  has  criticised  this  Bill 
being  too  friendly  to  the  tenants 
Ireland.  He  pointed  out  certain  obje^ 
tionable  provisions,  and — — 
♦Mr.  T.  W,  RUSSELL :  What  I  con- 
tended  was  that  certain  provisions  would 
retard  sale. 

Ma.    DILLON:    The    hon.    Member 
pointed  out  that  in  the  remote  congeatad 
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transoctiou  would  inevitably  result  in 
the  lo6s  o£  the  advaace  if  the  tsnante 
would  not  agree  to  the  landlords'  terms. 
I  will  not,  however,  take  up  the  con- 
sideration ol  the  Bill  from  that  point  of 
view  ;  but  in  dismissing  it  I  will  say, 
with  regard  to  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork,  that  if  it  errs  at  all  it 
errs  in  the  direction  of  being  too 
moderate  from  ray  point  of  view,  I  do 
not  hesitate  to  say  to  the  House  that 
there  are  points  in  that  proposal  wliich  I 
do  not  like.  I  will  not  go  into  them, 
bat  one  is  the  proposal  to  draw  the  line 
at  ^50  a  year,  I  have  been  consistently 
opposed  to  that  in  the  past,  and  I  am  still 
opposed  to  it.  Of  one  important  con- 
aide  ration,  however,  the  House  may  be 
confide ntf  and  tbat  is  that  in  listening  to 
that  speech  they  listened  to  a  statesman- 
like and  moderate  proposal  from  the  one 
living  man  who  has  power  to  settle  the 
Irish  land  question.  It  has  been  the 
subject  of  wide  remark  tliat  the  Irish 
Members^  the  followers  of  the  huu.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork,  did  not  receive  that  portion 
of  his  speech  which  dealt  with  that  piw 
posal  with  cheers.  That  is  perfectly  true. 
They  have  not  received  it  with  en- 
thusiasm, because  its  character  is  not  one 
which  excites  enthusiasm  among  those 
who  are  a  party  of  war.  The  Irish  Mem- 
bers listened  to  those  proposals  with  the 
deepest  interest ;  without  enthusiasm^ 
because  they  regarded  them  as  some 
more  of  the  proposals  of  compromise 
which,  daring  the  course  of  the  Irish 
land  war,  have  been  made  over  and  over 
again,  by  the  man  who  will  yet  be  re- 
garded by  the  landlords  of  Ireland  with 
feelings  of  remorse  and  regret,  because 
they  did  not  clo-ie  with  bis  offer  when  it 
was  still  in  his  power  to  restrain 
those  forces  which  may  make  them 
bitterly  sorry  for  their  action.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  could  settle 
the  Irish  land  question  on  the  tining 
down  proposjil ;  bat  in  a  year  it  may  le 
impossible,  aud  it  is  for  the  Irish  land- 
lords to  say  whether  they  are  acting 
wisely.  Now,  with  regard  to  the  British 
taxpayer,  is  there  any  real  risk  incurred 
by  him  under  this  Bill  ?    Aud  is  there 


any  reasonable  prospect  that  if  he  incurs 
this  risk  he  will  get  value  for  his  money  t 
It  is  i  to  be  noticed  tliat  hon.  Members 
op  pnste,  when  touching  on  this  question, 
indulge  in  glowing  eulogies  of  the 
honesty  of  the  Irish  tenants.  When  did 
they  discover  tills  trait  ?  All  this  is  new ; 
we  have  not  heard  it  before.  But  if  the 
Irish  tenant  is  so  honest  and  so  good  a 
payer,  where  is  the  necessity  of  calling 
in  any  British  security  at  ail  t  The 
si^curities  may  be  classed  under  two 
beads — the  cash  securities  and  the  con- 
tingent. The  cash  securities  amount 
roughly  to  £293,000,  and  the  contingent 
secarities  to  £876,000.  I  think  I  shall 
be  able  to  prove  to  demonstration  that 
those  securities  are  utterly  rotten  and 
illusory,  and  that  three-quarters  of  the 
contingent  securities  at  any  rate  will 
immediately  vanish  in  smoke.  Power  is 
taken  under  the  Bill  to  withhold  from 
Ireland  grants  similar  to  those  which 
have  been  given  to  England  and  Scotland. 
But  what  right  is  there  tt>  do  that  T  To 
withhold  such  grants  will  create  a  new 
Irish  grievance.  They  will  l>e  withheld 
in  the  teeth  of  the  Irish  Representatives  ; 
and,  judging  from  ray  experience  in  th« 
past,  the  Irish  Members  will  drag  them 
out  of  the  Government  in  the  lirst  two 
or  three  Sessions.  With  regard  to  the 
contingent  securities^  it  is  to  be  remarked 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
did  not  enter  into  any  detailed  exposition. 
In  case  of  combination  among  the  dis- 
affected purchasers,  on  the  non-payment 
of  their  instnlmcnts  certain  grants  for 
educfition  aud  other  local  purposes  are 
Uy  be  suspended^  and  the  Iriiih  people 
are  to  be  converted  into  a  nation  of 
savages.  Are  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment 80  bbtuse  and  blind  as  not  to  see 
that  by  such  a  course  as  thifl  they 
would  be  playing  into  the  hands  of 
the  revolutionary  party,  whose  object 
it  always  is  to  promote  as  much 
confusion  as  possible  ?  Power  is  algo 
taken  for  the  striking  of  a  special 
rate  to  make  good  any  deficiency.  Any 
population  that  would  submit  to  such  a 
I'ate  w^ould  deserve  to  be  kept  in  slavery 
for  ever,  for  a  more  atmcious  and  brutal 
and  msulting  proposition  was  never 
placed  before  the  csountry.  This  rate  is 
to  be  allocated  to  the  payment,  not  of 
any  liabilities  of  the  country  gent^rally, 
but  of  certain  individuals  who  decline  Uy 
3  D  2 
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pay  their  own  debts,  Would  the  peoj>le 
piy  eucli  a  rate  if  not  struck  by  the  local 
body  I  And  what  local  body,  if  really  a 
re pres tentative  body,  would  be  willing  to 
strike  such  a  rate  1  The  Governm&nt 
itself  woultl  have  to  strike  such  a  rate,  aiad 
the  result  would  be  a  state  of  things 
bordering  on  civil  war.  When  the 
Ashbourne  Act  of  1888  was  under  dis- 
cussion what  were  the  two  principles  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
tho  Chief  Secretary^  and  others,  pledged 
themselves  ?  First,  they  said  that  the 
measure  of  land  purchase  to  be  introduced 
would  be  comprehensive  and  final  ;  and, 
secondly,  tliat  it  would  impose  no  risk  on 
the  British  taxpayer.  It  will  be  in  the 
recollection  of  the  House  that  these 
pledges  were  given  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  and  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoue,  Manchester, 
E.)  :  Ko,  certainly  not  *  quote, 

Mr,  DILLON  :  I  am  perfectly  certain 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  gave 
that  pledge,  and  that  was  what  I  gathered 
from  the  speeches  of  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men delivered  at  the  time.  The  present 
measure  fulfils  neither  of  these  con* 
ditions.  It  is  neither  comprehensive  nor 
final,  and  it  does  impose  a  risk  on  the 
British  taxpayer.  I  am  one  of  those  wlio 
hold  that  tho  idea  of  righting  Ireland's 
wrongs  by  force  of  arms  and  by  insurrec- 
tionary movements  is  now  outside  the 
<lomain  of  practical  politics.  But  if  the 
English  Government  are  so  foolish  as  to 
advance  X4O,O0(XO0O  or  XoO,000,000  in 
the  circumstances  1  have  referred  to,  and 
leave  on  the  minds  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  a  sense  of  injustice — a  feeling 
that  they  Iiave  been  coerced  into  paying 
more  than  is  reasonable  for  the  redemp- 
tion of  the  land — and,  at  the  same  time, 
continue  to  refuse  them  Home  Rule,  then 
I  believe  that  in  the  very  first  period  of 
acute  distress  the  opportunity  will  be 
taken  by  tho  extreme  party  of  Irish 
Nationalists  to  raise  an  insurrection  in 
Ireland  of  a  character  infinitely  more 
Mr.  Dillon 


dangerous  than  any  hostile  movement 
that  has  taken  place  in  the  country 
during  the  present  century.  It  would  be 
an  insurrection  of  the  nature  of  the  tithe 
war,  but  ten  times  aggravated  by  the 
nature  of  the  case.  An  insurrection 
taking  the  form  of  an  organised  refusal 
to  pay  is  perfectly  possible,  and,  under 
the  circumstances  I  have  sketched^ 
not  at  all  unlikely.  For  the  Government 
to  pursue  a  pohey  of  coercion  in  Ireland, 
and  to  refuse  the  local  Legislature  which 
the  nation  demands,  would  be  to  throw 
the  whole  body  of  these  debtors  of  the 
State  into  the  hands  uf  the  Fenian  Party, 
which,  whtin  the  first  distress  came, 
would  probably  organise  their  movement 
with  the  rapidity  of  lightning.  The 
forces  of  England  would,  of  course,  be 
sufficient  to  suppress  a  rebellion  ;  but 
they  would  not  be  sufficient  to  save  the 
British  Treasury  from  enormous  lt«8. 
There  cannot  be  the  slightest  doubt  that 
in  the  event  of  such  an  insurrectionary 
movement  breaking  out  many  millions 
would  probably  have  to  be  wiped  out  aa 
lost  to  the  British  Exchequer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  said  that  he  "declined 
to  contemplate^ "  the  eventuality  of  or- 
ganised repudiation.  That  may  be  very 
convenient  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
now,  when  he  wants  to  oil  the  passage  of 
his  Bill  through  the  House.  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain), 
when  it  was  a  question  of  upsetting  the 
Liberal  Government  in  18S6,  did  not 
decUne  to  contemplate  it.  There  waa  not 
a  single  speech  he  delivered  on  the 
hustings  in  which  he  did  not  proclaim  to 
tlie  country  that  it  was  not  only  a  {xiflsiblc, 
but  even  a  probable  eventuality.  Judg* 
ing,  therefore,  by  the  past  utterance* 
even  of  the  right  hon,  Gentleman\P 
friends,  there  is  a  very  considerable  ria 
of  the  repudiation  of  these  debts.  It  has 
been  said  that  the  instalments  due  to  the 
Government  under  the  Ashbourne  Acfci 
have  been  paid.  One  element  in  con* 
nection  with  tliat  matter  has,  however, 
been  entirely  overlooked  by  all  the 
Members  of  the  Houst-,  namely,  that 
we  have  inculcated  on  the  people 
of  Ireland  their  moral  obligation 
to  pay  those  instalments.  That  entirely 
alters  the  situation.  I  have  myself,  over 
and  over  again,  addressing  great  meet- 
ings in  Ireland^  at  which  I  knew  there 
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were  present  tenanta  who  had  purchased 
under  the  Ashbourne  Act,  pointed  out 
that  if  they  bought  their  holdings  under 
that  Act,  they  were  morally  obliged  to 
pay»   and   were    in  a    totally    different 
poiitiou  from  what  they   were  in  with 
regard  t<3  the  landlords.     Our  orgauisa- 
tion  has  oonsi stent ly  refused  to  counte- 
nance,  directly  or  indirectly,  any  tenant 
who  refused  to  pay  his  instalment.  There 
is,    therefore,  no  analogy   whatever  bf* 
tween    the    present  condition  of   things 
and  a  condition  of  things  which  might 
prevail   if    the    leaders  of    the    fnture, 
whoever   they  might  be,    should^  from 
whatever    motive     or     with    whatever 
ground  and  justification,  proclaim  to  the 
people  that  they  would  be  engaged  in  a 
justifiable  and  patriotic  course  in  refusing 
to  pay  a  single  penny  to  the  Government. 
1  wonld  put  this  question  t<3  any  practical 
Member  of  the   House.     How  would   a 
Government,  having  made  advances  to 
100,000   tenants   in   Ireland,  propose   to 
^aco  a  Plan  of  Campaign   against  pay- 
ment to  them,  backed  up  by  a  universal 
system   of   boycotting   of   farms?      You 
might  evict   20,000  or  40,000  tenants, 
but  how  would  you  get  fresh  tenants? 
1  say  that  the  boycotting  that  has  tiiken 
place,  under  recent  movements  in  Ireland, 
would  be  a  trifle  compared  with  the  boy- 
cotting that  would  arise  then.     The  man 
who   toi)k   an    evicted    farm    from    the 
British  Government  would  be  obliged  to 
face   the   accumulated  hatred  which   is 
now  divided   between   the   Irish   land- 
grabber  and  the  Irish  informer,  and  I  do 
not   think    bis   liftf    would   he    a    very 
happy  one.        I   have    been  accused  of 
using  the  phmse  in  Ireland,  and  so  I  use 
it  here  now.     I  have  only  dwelt  on  this 
point  because  I  want  to  put  it  on  record 
that  we  Irish  Meml>ers  warned  you  of 
what  might  occur,  so  tlmt  it  may  lie  in 
the  mouth  of  no  one   to  say  the    Irish 
people  are  dishonourable  if  they  repu- 
diate these  debts.       I  come  now  to  the 
point  of  view  of  the  Irish  tenant.       It  Is 
aaid  we  are  inconsistent  because  we  have 
supported  Irish  land  purchase  and  now 
oppose  it.      Why,  Sir,  we  are  the  men 
who  created  Irish  land  purchase.     At  a 
time  when    it   was    looked  upon   as    a 
revolntionary  and  Socialistic  thing,  we 
made  it  the  first  plank  in  the  programme 
of  the  Irish  National  League  to  procure 
such  an  alteration  in  the  law  of  Ireland 


as  would  enable  every  tenant  to  become 
the  owner  of  his  land.      And  the  hon. 
Member  for   South  Tyrone    (Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell)  w^ho  never  made  a  single  sacri- 
fice, and  never  did  a  single  iota  of  work, 
and  who  never  till  the  day  of  judgment 
would  have  been  able  to  gain  one  single 
benefit  for  the  tenants,  comes  here  and 
lectures  us  on  the  question  of  consistency, 
and  instructs  us  as  to  what   **  the  gallant 
men  of  Ulster  "  think    about  the   thing. 
I  wish  the  gallant  men  of  Ulster  had  to 
fight  the  battle  themselves.      They  gave 
us  very  little  help  when  it  was  a  question 
of  suffering  and   danger  and  imprison- 
ment, but  they  are    very   willing   and 
eager  to    reap   all  the   benefits  of  our 
labours.        We      created      Irish      land 
purchase.       We    made    the     landlords 
of    Ireland    anxious    to   sell,  and  until 
we    did    60    we    could    never    get    a 
hearing   in    this    House    for   the    Irish 
tenants.      Talk  of  Irish  land  purchase, 
why  the  most  eloquent   voice,  perhaps, 
that  England  ever  heard,  after  that  of 
the   right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid   Lothian,  that  of  the  late  John 
Bright.,  pleaded  for  land  purchase  years 
ago,  amidst  the  howls  of  the  Tories,  and 
the    miserable   concession   he  had    been 
able    to   obtain   for    the    Irish    tenants 
amounted  to  almost  nothing  owing  to  the 
obstruction  of   the    Irish    landlords,       I 
told  the  people  of  Ireland,  10  years  ago, 
it  was  no  use  arguing  the  question  of 
purchase      in     this     House     until     we 
had  reached  the  House  through  the  Irish 
landlords,  and  made  them  ready  to  part 
with  their  estates.      Wliat  is  it  that  has 
made  land  purchas?  in  Ireland  popular? 
Why,     boycotting !        R->ycotting,     and 
nothing  else  ;  and  you  know  it  as  well 
as  I  do.     It  was  not  until  I,  and  those 
who  were  working  with  me,  were  able  to 
say — were  able  to  bisast  and  to  prove^ — 
that  when  we  banned  a  farm  in  Ireland  no 
Irish  landlord  coutd  let  it,  that  the  Tory 
Party   began  to  discover  the  virtues  of 
land  purchase,  and  the  Irish  landlords 
l^ecame  so  eager  for  it ;    and  now  they 
turn    rriund  upon   us  and  say   that  we 
have  been  the  opponents   of  land  pur- 
chase in  Ireland.     For  myself,  I  can  say 
I  have  been  in  favour  of  purchase  ever 
since  I  entered  Irish  politics.      I  am  in 
favour  of  it  to-day,  but  I   am   against 
coercion.       I   am  against  the  atrocious 
system  which  is  being  worked  by  the 
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ipalaiion  of  the  Land  Commission ; 
and  J  am  agaiast  the  Laad  Com  miss loa— 
which  ought  to  deal  out  even-hntided 
JHstica  to  all,  &i»d  which|  if  it  showed 
bias  at  alif  fihoiild  exhibit  it  in  fayour  of 
ihe  weaker  man— being  turned  into  a  de- 
partmentof  landlordism.  I  amagainst  the 
handing  over  of  the  control  of  the  Com' 
nuaaioii  to  Mr.  Wrench,  the  nominea  of 
the  worst  class  of  Irish  landlords,  I 
am  in  favour  of  making  the  Irish 
Land  Commission^  which  has  been  turned 
into  a  fraud  and  a  deluaton,  a  f^^ir 
and  impartial  tribunal,  I  am  a^raiust 
the  iofamoua  and  atrocious  policy  and  fraud 
of  introducing,  along  with  the  purchase 
8oheme,  a  ache  mo  of  coercion  for  the  real 
and  sole  purpose  of  breaking  u  i  the 
Aasociation  of  tenants,  and  denying  tons 
a  right  which  we  shall  insist  upon— that 
of  do  fining  for  our  people  what  it  is  best 
for  them  to  do.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Central  Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  A.  Bright) — 
w;ho,  I  am  afraid,  bat  badly  fills  his  father*s 
place ^ — favoured  the  House  the  other 
4iight  with  one  of  those  mawkish,  stale 
old  stories  that  one  frequently  hoars  from 
auoh  quartarsi  about  a  poor  Irishman  on 
the  road  side  in  Ireland,  who  meets  a 
tourist  and  telb  him,  when  asked  why  he 
did  not  purchase  his  holding,  that  he  was 
willing  to  purchasi,  but  'H hem  as  knows 
better  '*  told  him  not  t<D.  That  hmguage 
sounded  unfamtli£kr  to  our  ears,  and  some 
of  us  doubted  the  reality  of  the  story  j 
but  supposing  it  were  true,  for  the  sake 
,of  argument,  where  is  the  shame^  where 
is  the  wrong,  if  a  poor  Irish  peasant  who 
has  been  led  by  our  policy,  in  spite  of  your 
oppression,  out  of  the  lowest  depths  of 
degradation,  told  this  gentleman  tliat  he 
was  prepared  to  follow  our  advice  ?  If 
10  years'  experience  shows  that  it  would 
have  been  better  if  the  peasantry  had 
followed  the  advice  more  slavishly  than 
they  have  done,  who  is  to  bkmo  ?  They 
learn  from  experience.  Had  they  followed 
our  advice  in  1881,  and  not  rushed  into 
the  Land  Courts,  they  would  have  had 
bigger  reductions.  What  did  I  hear  from 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  t  He 
boasted  in  one  sentence  of  his  speech 
that  although  we  opposed  the  extension 
at  Lord  Ashbourne's  Act,  the  Irish  tenants 
paid  no  heed  to  our  advice,  but  availed 
thema elves  of  the  measure,  and  in  the 
next  sentence  he  said  that  he  had  noticed 
^^bat  during  the  past  five  years  the  Irish 
Mr.  Dillon 


tenantry  were  getting  better  terms  l^ 
being  slow  to  avail  themselves  of  it.  1 
thought  I  detected  a  great  inconsistency 
in  the  right  hon  Gentleman,  though  he 
is  very  fond  of  finding  inconsistenctes  in 
others;  because,  according  to  his  own 
stitement,  the  Irish  tenants  w^re  unwise, 
and  rushed  in  too  quickly  to  avail  them- 
sjlves  of  the  Act.  What  has  been  the 
nature  of  our  advice,  which  these  gentle- 
men so  much  condemn  ?  I  claim  that 
we  have  a  right  to  go  to  every  estate  in 
Ireland  and  advise  the  tenants  to  combine 
for  the  purpose  of  making  the  best 
bargains  they  t^n,  and  that  the  people 
are  well  advised  when  they  refer  their 
bargains  to  us  for  consideration.  WTiat 
is  the  nature  of  the  charge  made  against 
us  in  this  matter  1  It  is  that  we  have 
pointed  out  to  the  people  of  Ireland 
wliat  are  the  true  facts  of  the  case—* 
that,  owing  to  boycotting,  owing  to  com* 
bination,  and  owing  to  agitation,  there  is 
no  purchaser  of  the  land  of  Ireland 
except  the  tenant ;  and  that  if  the 
tenants  only  wait  and  are  patient  and 
hang  back  a  little,  the  price  will  go  down 
to  a  fair  value.  Those  who  have  followed 
uur  advice  have  got  their  bargains.  Those 
who  luvve  not  followed  our  advice  are, 
many  of  them,  sorry  men  to-day.  What 
argument  is  it  for  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  to  say  tliat  certain  poor  wretched 
tenants,  in  their  ignorance,  and  in  their 
eagerness  for  present  benefitin  the  shape 
of  a  3rear's  rent  to  escape  from  insolvency, 
disregard  our  advice?  When  they  do 
that  they  generally  repent  it.  I  do  not 
see  anything  to  be  ashamed  of  in  giving 
tiiat  advice,  and  I  intend  to  continue  to 
give  it.  There  are  reasons  why  we  sup: 
ported  the  Ashbourne  Act,  and  opposed 
the  extension  of  that  Act.  We  supported 
the  Ashb(>urne  Act  because  we  were  in 
favour  of  land  purchase  in  Ireland.  We 
oppose  the  extension  of  the  Ashbourne 
Act  because  we  are  not  in  favour  of  swind- 
ling the  Irish  tenants — because  in  the 
interval  between  the  passing  of  the  Ash- 
bourne Act  and  its  extension  the  Com- 
mission has  been  manipulated  in  the 
interests  of  the  landlords,  and  coercion 
has  been  adopted  for  the  accommodation 
of  the  landlords. 

Mr.    a.    J.     BALFOUR     expressed 

disjent. 

Mb,  DILLOj!^  :  Mr.  Wrench 
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Me.  a,  J.  BALFOmi:  Mr.  Wrench 
had  notliing  to  do  witli  it. 

Mr.  DILLON  :  You  n^d  not  tell  me 
that.     I  know  better. 

Another  Irish  Member  (to  Mr.  Bal- 
FOUb)  :  What  do  yon  know  ftbout  it  I 

Ma.    DEPtJTY  SPEAKER  :    Ordi?r, 
order ! 

Mb.    DILLON  :  I   will  tell  the  Hooae 
kow  Mr.     Wrench     had     to     with     ik 
There      is      not      a      single      man     in 
the   Land  Office  who  does  not   hold  his 
post  in  terror  of  Mr.  Wrench,     They  are 
all   holders    on    short    terms,   and    Mr, 
Wrench   is  a  gentleman  who  ropreeents 
the  (jovernmeut,  and  who  oau  get  any^ 
body  sacked — at  leaat,  they  believe  so — 
at    vary    short    notice.       Besides,    Mr. 
Wrench  ia    perfectly  well  known,  and, 
but  for  the  agitation  in  Ireland^  he  would 
have  had  the  control  of  tho  whole  thing 
long  ago.     These  are  the  reasons  why  1, 
for  one,  have  adopted  the  course  I  have 
indicated.     My  jKtsitton  on  this  question 
of  land  purchase  has   been  always  per- 
fectly clear,     I  am  in  favour  of  the  prin- 
ciple to-day  as  much  as  I  was  when  the 
National  Land  League  was  founded,  pro- 
irided   it   is  honestly  administered »  and 
provided  you  have  not  got  coercion  in 
Ireland.     It  ia  for  the  English  Members 
to  consider  huw  far  they  will  triiBt  their 
credit  on  this  pro[>osaL     I  only  speak  now 
of  the  securities  put  forward  its  perfectly 
preposterous,  in  order  that  the  people  of 
Ireland    may    be    kept    right    with    the 
English  tax^>ayer,  and  that  it  shall  not 
He  in  the  mouth  of   the  English  taxpayer 
to  say  that  the    Irish    are   a   dishonest 
nation  if  they  take  the  money  and  do  not 
repay   it.      Speaking  on   behalf  of  the 
large  majority — five-sixths  of  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  Ireknd — I  say  that  if  you 
do    advance    this    money   to   the    Irish 
people  under  present  circumstances,  the 
time  may  arise — and  probably  will  arise 
— when,  for  political  purposes  as  well  as  ' 
for  social  purposes,  we  shall  call  on  our 
people  to  repudiate   the   debt.      Now  I 
come   to  the  question  of  the  congested 
districts   in   the  Smth-West  of  Ireland. 
This  subject  has  been  a  pressing  problem 
in  Ireland  for   70  years,  and  the  fact  of 
its  existence  so  long  without  any  serious 
attempt  having  been  made  to  remedy  it 
ig  one  of  the  strongest  arguments  against 


this  proposal  of    the   Goyermncnt.      In 
order  to  form  a  fair  judgment  of  how  the 
problem   ought   to    be   dealt   with,    you 
must  first  understand  how  the  congested 
districts  came  to  e:xist  at  all.     You  have 
a  condition  of  things  existing  in  the  West, 
in  these  poor  districts  of  Ireland,  as  far 
as  I  know,  absolutely  without  any  parallel 
in  any  civilised    country  in    the  worlds 
You  have  in  these  districts  poor   land, 
immensely  overcrowded  with  a  iK>pula- 
tion  necessarily  reduced  to  a  veiy  low 
condition  of  living,  and  in  the  immediate 
neighbourhood   of   these    congested    dis- 
tricts you  have  vast  extents  of  rich  lands 
absolutely  denuded  of  population.      That 
forms   one   of   the    most    striking    and 
characteristic  features  of   this  congested 
district  question,  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
bi?r  for  South  Tyrone   and  the  Govern- 
ment   have     given    the      complete    go- 
by.      This     condition     of     things    ha« 
grown    up    through    no    fault    of    the 
people.       Everybody   admits    that    this 
alone  constitutes  an  enormous  claim  on 
the    Government  and   on    tbe   country, 
which,  through  neglect  and  through  the 
long,  unchecked  operation  of  abominable 
laws,   has  allowed    these   j)eople    to    fall 
into    a    condition    of    degradation    and 
misery,   and    to   grow    u[)    un cared    for. 
How   did  tbe  congested    districts   grow 
up?      As   far  as   y^e  can   sAoertain    by 
studying  Irish  history,  they  were  mostly 
torritories    which    were    given    over   a 
conple  of  centuries  ago  to  wild  animals 
and  to  forests.     In  the  course  of  the  civil 
wars  in  Ireland  terrible  barbarities  were 
practised  there — barbarities  almont  with- 
out panillel  in  tbe  history  of  the  conquest 
of  one  nation  by  another.     Vast  numbers 
of  poor,  famished  wretches  were  driven 
by  conquering   armies  on    to    the    wild 
land,  and  were  com{>elled  to  take  to  the 
companionship   of    wild   animals.       But 
this  condition  of  things  was  trifling  com- 
pared   with  what   it  grew    into   under 
English  government.     The  population  of 
these  congested  districts,  as  far  as  I  can 
ascertain,  at  the  end  of  the  last  century 
was  very  trifling  compared  with  what  it 
is  now.     What  do  we  find  1     One  of  the 
beautiful    characteristics   of    the    Irish 
land  system  was  that  the  landlord  pur- 
sued the  poor  people  on   to  uncultivated 
tracts.     As  soon  as  they  cultivated  the 
land,  the   landlord  put   them  under  rent. 
A  most  outrageous  proceeding.     We  find 
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that  these  landlords^  who  took  possession 
of    these    districts,   having,    under    the 
operation   of   the    English  Law,  such  a 
power  as  is  described  by  Arthur  Young, 
in  his  great  work  of  travels  in  Ireland, 
as  amonnting  to  absolute  slavery,  pro- 
ceeded to  increase  the  population  of  those 
districts  deliberately.     By  putting  small 
tenanbi  on  the  land  they  were  able  to  ex- 
tract considerable  rents  from  land  which 
would  otherwise  have  been  given  up  to 
stubble  and  grass,     I  know,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  that  in  one  of   the   chief   con- 
gested districts  it  was  the  custom  of  the 
agent  to  inducje  young  men  to  marry  by 
offerin)^  them  five  or  six  acres  of  moun- 
tain side,  which  was  absolutely  valueless 
for   any  purpose.      A   young   man  was 
allowed   to   marry  and   to  settle  down 
without  house  or  home, paid  a  rent  of  Is, 
a  year  until  he  improved  the  land,  and 
then   was    put    under   a   rent    of,    say, 
lOs.     I   8*iy  that   if   we  have   in  these 
congested    districts     in     the    West    of 
Ireland,     as     we     have,     a     festering 
mass     of     poverty     and     misery,     and 
a  s*:>urce  of  disturbance  when  starvation 
comes  in,  this  detestable  system  ia   re- 
sponsible  for   it,  and  this    country  has 
contracted  a  heavy  debt  to  tliose  unhappy 
people  whom  it  has  so   long   neglected.- 
You  talk  about  emigration.      What  has 
been    the    history    of    those    congested 
districts  in  the  past  ?  The  hon.  Member 
for    South    Tyrone    spoke   of  the  large 
emigration  from  the  West  as  an  improve- 
ment  in    the   condition  of    the   people. 
The    people   emigrated  from  land   that 
was  well  able  to  support  them,  and  were 
driven  into  the  poorest  and  into  the  most 
utterly    congested     districts.       X    liave 
electoral  districts  in  my  own  constituency 
where,  according  to  the  Report  present-ed 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Meml^er 
for    Newcastle,    when    he     was     Chief 
Secretary,    in    spit©    of   a  general    de- 
population   in    Ireland    the    papulation 
increased.     So  you  see   that  emigration 
has  not  wrought  any  remedy.      On  the 
contrary,  it  has  been  an  aggravation  of 
the  evil,  for  those  well  able  to  support 
themselves  have  been  swept  out  of  the 
country,  while  the  poor  have  been  left 
behind,  because  it  paid  the  landlord  to 
evict  on  the  rich  fallow  land  of  Galway 
and  Roscommon,  and  to  drive  the  people 
on  to  the  poor  mountainside,  which  was 
perfectly  valueless. 
Mr.  Dillon 


It  being  midnight,  the  Debate  8t 
adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  MondA] 
next. 

SUPPLY  [17tm  MARCH]  REPORT. 
Order  read,  for  Further  Consideration 
of  Postponed  Resolution,— 

**  Thttt  a  sum»  not  exceeding  £41->,800^  bay 
granted  to  Her  MajeBty,  to  defray  the  ExpenaajT 
of  Works,  BuildingB,  and  iiepairSt  at  Home  anA 
abroad,  including  the  cost  of  Sa^erintendencM 
Purchase  of  Sites,  Grants  in  Aid,  and  othef* 
Charges  connected  therewith,  which  will  cooil 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  endiog 
ou  the  3Ut  dAy  of  March»  1891." 

•(12.2.)      Mb.      SHAW     LEFEYRE 
(Bradford,  Central)  :  I  will    not   detain 
the  House  more  than  a  few  minutes  lA , 
giving  my  reasons  for  asking  the   Hod 
to  disagree  with  two  items  in  the  Vote — ^ 
the  item  of  £1,000  for  increased  water 
supply  at  Ascension  Island,  and  that  ( 
£1,000  put  down  for  a  dry  room  for  guu 
powder.    I  am  also  told  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  sent  some  heavy  guns,  which 
can  be  ill  spared  from  other  places,  for  the 
fortification  of  Ascension,      Two  years 
ago  the  noble  Lord,  the  Fii"st  Lnrd  of  the 
Admiralty,  announced  to  the  Committee 
on  Naval  estimates  that  the  Government 
had  decided  to  give  up  Ascension  Island  ; 
and  I  believe  I  am  right  in  saying  that 
io  consequence  of  that   decision  it  was 
resolved  to  spend  a  considerable  sum  of 
money   in   fortifying  the  Island   of  St. 
Helena,     No  one  in   his  senses   would 
think  of  fortifying  and  occupying  both 
Ascension    and    St.     Helena.      Of    the 
two  islands,    St,    Helena  is  by  far    the 
more  important  and   convenient,    being 
about  equi'distant  between  Sierra  Leone 
and  the  Cape,  whereas  Ascension  Island 
13  800  miles  further  north.     St.  Helena 
is  also  the  more  salubrious  and  fertile } 
it   has    also    a    civil    population   which 
would   assist   in   defending   the    island. 
The  subject  was  carefully  considered  by 
a  Royal  Commission,  presided  over  by 
Lord    Carnarvon,    in    1881-2,    of  which 
Ltmi    Knutsford     and    Sir     Alexander 
Milne   were    members,   and   that   Com- 
mission came  to  a  conclusion  adverse  to 
the  fortification  of  both  islands,  and  in 
favour  of  fortifying  St,  Helena.     In  the 
year    1888,  the    Imperial   Defence    Aci 
was  passed,  and  it  became  necessary  for 
the  Government  to  decide  whether  they 
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would  fortify  8t.  Helena  or  inaiotiiin 
the  establishment  at  Ascension.  A 
Departmental  Committee,  culled  the 
Colonial  Defences  Committee,  was 
furmedj  for  the  purposo  of  advising 
as  to  expenditure  on  Colonial  Defences, 
and  I  lisk  the  noble  Lord  whether  it  is 
not  a  fact  tlnit  that  Committee  reported 
in  favuur  of  the  adoption  of  the  recom* 
mendation  of  tlie  Rojal  Coramissioti,  or, 
in  otlicr  words,  that  i^L  Helena  should 
bo  fortifiedi  and  that  the  naval  deji6t  at 
Ascension  should  be  given  up  1  Of  this 
I  ?im  confident,  that  the  works  which 
h»ve  recently  been  constructed  at  St. 
Helena  would  not  have  been  constmcted 
if  the  Departmental  Committee  had  not 
strongly  recommended  they  fihould  be 
erected,  and  if  they  had  not  advised 
tbat  Ascension  should  be  given 
np.  A  very  considerable  snm  of 
money  liaa  been  spent  in  the  last  two 
)rears  in  fortifying  St.  Helena.  Some- 
thing  Uke  £40,000  or  XSO.OOO  has  been 
spent  in  erecting  fortifications.  I  find 
that  in  the  Estimates  for  this  year  there 
IS  an  indication  tluit  Ascension  is  to  l:>e 
maintained  as  a  naval  dei>6t,  notwith- 
standing the  decisions  I  have  mentioned; 
indeed,  money  is  now  being  asked  for 
for  the  purpose  of  fortifying  Ascension. 
Many  years  ago,  in  the  days  of  sailing 
vessels,  when  we  maintained  a  large 
fore©  of  brigs  and  other  sailing  vessels 
off  the  West  Coast  of  Africa,  Ascension 
waa»  no  doubt,  of  value  to  the  Naval 
Service.  Ascension  was  then  important 
as  a  sanatorium,  but  now,  when  we  main- 
tain only  a  small  force  of  steamers  on  the 
Coast  of  Africa^  it  la  of  very  little  use.  As 
a  coaHng  station  St.  Helena  is  of  far  more 
value,  and  in  the  event  of  war  it  would 
really  be  an  important  place.  One  w^ord 
as  to  the  economic  part  of  the  question. 
It  is  somewhat  difficult  to  ascertain  what 
the  real  cost  of  Ascension  Island  is,  but 
it  was  stated  in  the  Committee  on  the 
Naval  Estimatts  two  years  ago,  that  the 
charge  appearing  on  Votes  I.  for  this 
island  was  no  less  than  £31,000.  There 
are  180  oftlcers  and  men  on  the  island. 
I  do  not  begrudge  the  officers  their  high 
salaries,  for  certainly  residence  at  a  place 
like  Ascension  cannot  be  very  agi*eeable. 
But, so  far  as  I  can  ascertain,  these  officers 
have  practically  nothing  to  do.  The 
other  day  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty, in  answer  to  a  question  I  put  to 


him,  told  me  that  the  average  annual 
numbtn*  of  sick  men  SBnt  there  from  the 
West  African  Squadi\jn  wa^  only  100, 
which  means  an  average  of  only  10  men 
in  hospital ;  and  the  stores  kept  there  are 
val  ued  a t  u  nd e  r  X  5,000 .  1  have  no  dou bt 
I  shall  be  told  by  the  noble  L^Drd  that  his 
naval  advisers  recommend  the  retention 
of  Ascension;  but  there  are  naval  officers, 
and  naval  officers.  I  undertake  to  say 
that  the  gi'eat  weight  of  naval  authority 
is  agiiinst  the  retention  of  Ascension  as 
a  naval  station,  and  in  favour  of  fortifying 
St.  Helena.  The  two  next  experienced 
and  able  naval  officers  of  the  present 
generation  are  undoubtedly  Sir  Alexander 
Milne  and  Sir  Geoffi-ey  Hornby.  They 
are  both  strongly  in  favour  of  giving  up 
Ascension.  I  could  also  quote  other 
naval  authority  of  importance  in  the 
same  direction,  such  as  Sir  George 
Willes,  and  the  late  Sir  William 
Hewitt.  I  do  not  pi*opoae  that  we 
should  abandon  the  sovereignty  of  the 
island,  but  only  that  it  should  cease  to  b© 
used  as  a  naval  dei>Ot,  No  Power  could 
hold  Ascension  for  a  month  unless  it  had 
the  command  of  the  sea.  St.  Helena 
would  be  a  much  more  ctnivenient  naval 
depdt,  us  it  could  maintain  itself  in  food 
without  external  supplies,  having  a  civil 
population,  which  Ascension  has  not.  I 
do  not,  at  this^  time,  ask  the  House  to 
pronounce  wholly  against  the  retention 
of  Ascension,  but  only  to  refrain  frora 
voting  further  sums  for  fortifying  the 
island  until  the  question  of  retaining  the 
naval  dep6t  there  has  been  further 
considered  by  a  Committee  of  this  House 
or  by  a  Koyal  Commission.  I  beg  to 
move  to  reduce  the  Vote  by  two  sums  of 
£1,000  for  increasing  the  water  supply 
and  providing  a  drying  room  for  gun- 
powder on  the  island. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
''  £445,800, "  in  order  to  insert 
'^  £443,800,'^— (if r.  Shaw  Ze/ffrr«,)— in- 
stead thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  Tliat  *  £445,800 ' 
stand  part  of  the  Resolution.** 

♦(12.20.)  The  CR^IL  LORD  of  the 
ADMIRALTY  (Mr.  AsHMEAJ>BABrLErn', 
Sheffield,  Eccleshall);  The  only  two 
items  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
objects  can  hardly  bo  described  as  exten 
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Biye  expenses  on  fortification.  In  oppo- 
sition ta  tJie  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
contention  that  Ascension  is  of  no  value 
as  a  naval  station,  X  assert  that  no  Naval 
Authority  is  la  favonr  of  the  abandon* 
meni  of  that  island.  It  is  true  that  a 
temporary  decision  was  arrived  at  to  pre- 
fer St.  Helena^  but  aft^^r  moi-e  careful  and 
thorough  cooaideratiun  the  balance  of  ar- 
gument was  in  favour  of  the  retention  of 
Ascension  as  a  Naval  and  Coaling  Station. 
It  is  also  a  fact  that  the  Committee 
to  which  reference  has  been  made  pre- 
ferred St.  Helena,  but  they  considered 
this  question  from  rather  a  partial  point 
of  view.  They  regarded  the  value  of 
St,  Helena  and  Ascension  from  the  point 
of  view  of  the  South  African  trade  only, 
i-ather  than  of  the  increasing"  trade  now 
coming  round  the  Horn  and  from  the 
south-east  and  oastern  side  of  America. 
The  trade  with  Chili,  with  the  Argen- 
tine and  the  River  Plate,  as  well  as  with 
Brazil,  is  a  targe  increasing  trade,  and  a 
comparison  of  the  I^^spective  distances 
proves  that  it  can  be  better  defended 
from  Ascension  than  from  St.  Helena. 
Afl  to  climatic  and  other  advantages,  it 
is  true  that  St.  Helena  is  a  little  more 
desirable  and  a  little  lessexjjosed  tc» rollers, 
bat  in  both  islands  the  climate  is  good^ 
and  in  both  islands  there  \^ 
sufficient  food.  The  climate  has 
been  rendered  more  salubrious  in 
Afloension  by  the  planting  of  trees,  and 
there  is  a  conBtdorable  increase  of  food 
in  that  island*  Besides^  Ascension  is 
not  subject  to  the  ravages  of  the  white  ant, 
which  in  St.  Helena  are  st)  great  that  it 
is  almost  impossible  to  keep  stores  or 
even  storehouses  there,  fiut  it  is 
from  a  strategic  point  of  viaw^  that 
the  advantages  of  Ascension  are 
predominant.  Ascension  is  more  conve- 
nient, as  I  have  shown,  for  protecting 
our  trade  from  the  south-east 
ooaat  of  America,  and  it  is  more  accessible 
from  the  west  coast  of  Africa.  In  the 
new  plans  for  re-arranging  the  naval 
stations  it  is  pi^oposed  to  make  a  separate 
station  of  the  west  coast  of  Africa,  which 
will  not  include  St.  Helena,  but  of  which 
Ascension  will  be  the  head- quar- 
ters. As  a  sanatorium  and  point 
d^appui  for  our  West  Coast  Squad- 
Mr.  A9hmmd-Bixrtlf:it 


ron,  Ascension  is  very  superior. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  seems  to 
attach  considerable  importance  to  the 
fact  that  St.  Helena  has  a  large  civil 
papulation.  The  best  authorities  regard 
that  as  a  disadvantage  for  a  fortress.  The 
less  civil  population  a  naval  and  coaling 
station  has  the  better,  If  the  proposal 
to  establish  telegraphic  communication 
between  Gibraltar  and  the  South  East 
coast  of  South  America  is  carried  out, 
Ascension  will  be  a  point  for  the  landing 
of  a  cable,  and  that  I  consider  a  consider* 
able  argument  in  favour  of  the  retention 
of  Ascension.  In  point  of  health,  de- 
fensibility,  and  accessibility.  Ascension 
is  not  inferior  to  St.  Helena.  As  a 
strategic  position,  both  for  coaling 
purposes  and  for  the  defence  dt 
British  commerce,  it  is  very  superior. 

♦(12.25.)  Sir  E.  REED  (Cardiff):  I 
must  say  that  from  a  Parliamentary 
and  economical  point  of  view  the  reply 
]ust  given  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  of 
a  most  extraordinary  chaxacter;  it  is  a 
reply  which  leaves  out  of  sight  tlie 
fundamental  considerations  which  ought 
to  be  borne  in  mind  in  the  case.  On 
the  ground  that  St.  Helena  would  be 
a  much  better  place  for  all  the  purposes 
or  for  most  of  the  puqwses  to  which 
reference  has  been  made,  a  large  sum  of 
money  has  been  expended  there  on  fortifi* 
cations.  The  alleged  ground  given  by 
the  Representative  of  the  Government 
was  the  preferential  character,  position* 
and  situation  of  St  Helena.  1  remember 
that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
himself  in  the  Committee  upon  Navy 
Estimates,  which  sat  a  year  or  two  ago, 
asked  one  of  lus  oflicers^  **  Is  it  not 
intended  to  abandon  Ascension  as  a 
station!"  The  reply  was,  VSo  I  under- 
stand/' It  was  the  noble  Lord,  there- 
fore, who  made  us  presume  that  we 
should  not  be  called  upon  to  vote  further 
money  to  be  expended  on  Ascension  ; 
but  now  ray  right  hon.  Friend  is  met 
by  a  statement  which,  if  it  means  any- 
thing at  all,  means  that  the  large  sum 
of  money  which  has  been  expended  at 
St.  Helena  has  been  wn^tef  ally  expended. 
St.  Helena  was  selected  as  a  sujierior 
place  for  a  fortified  station  by  comparison 
with  Ascension  ;  but  the  hon.  Geutleman 
has  just  now  endeavoured  to  show 
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Ascension  is  the  preferable  pldce.  No 
Adminifltnition  would  think  of  fortifying 
both  places.  Bnt  it  appears  now  we  are 
to  be  saddled  with  the  double  expen- 
diture. The  speech  of  the  Civil  Lord 
entirelj  ignores  the  fact  that  this  ia  an 
entirely  new  expenditure,  and  that 
X40,000  has  already  been  speut  at  St. 
Helena  for  the  same  purpose,  I  think 
it  is  t riding  with  the  Honse  to  act 
in  this  way,  and  I  am  quite  at  a 
loss  to  understand  how  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  ro sponsible  for  the  Naval 
Service  can  explain  their  change  of  view. 
I  should  just  like  to  add  this,  that  I  am 
advised  that  there  are  other  reasons  for 
this  expenditura,  and  that  the  expendi- 
ture  on  St.  Helena  has  not  been  a  very 
successful  experiment*  I  have  been  told 
that  fortifications  have  been  built.  I 
should  like  to  know  whether  they  have 
been  manned  yet ;  whether,  in  fact,  they 
are,  or  are  likely  to  be,  of  any  use  what- 
ever to  the  country  1 

♦(1 2.30.)  SiB  JOHN COLOMB  (Tower 
Hwnletfl,  Bow,  *l^c  ) :  There  is  only  One 
observation  I  wish  to  make  on  this 
question,  and  that  is,  that  I  think 
considerable  error  has  been  made  by 
mixing  up  tM^o  entirely  distinct  and 
separate  questions.  The  strategic  value 
of  St.  Helena  in  a  general  war  would 
be  superior  to  that  of  Ascension ;  that 
is  undoubted.  I  will  not  detain  the 
House  by  giving  the  reasons  for  that  just 
now,  The  real  point  in  relation  to  the 
question  is  in  connection  with  Ascension, 
and  is  not  a  strategical  point  at  alL 
The  fact  has  been  referred  to  that 
Ascension  is  nearer  to  West  African  ports, 
where  our  6eets  in  peace  time  are 
stationed.  These  ports  are  unhealthy, 
therefore  our  ships  have  to  return  at 
intervals  to  a  more  temperate  climate. 
To  reduce  the  Vote  by  £2,000 
would  simply  have  the  effect  of  com- 
pelling the  ships  tosteama  longer  distance 
to  St.  Helena  for  that  healthy  climate 
as  a  relief  from  the  climate  of  the  West 
Coast  of  Africa.  It  follows  that  ther© 
would  be  an  increaae  instead  of  a  saving 
of  expenditure.  Tfiat  is  to  say,  ships 
would   have  to  come    from    the    West 
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Coast  of  Africa  to  Saint  Helena  instead 
of  going  to  Ascension.  Adding  the  cost  of 
steaming,  the  cost  for  coals  for  an  extra 
thousand  miles  going  and  returning,  the 
simple  result,  then,  if  hon.  Members 
carry  the  Division,  or  inducing  the 
House  to  adopt  their  views,  would  not 
be  economy,  but  an  increase  of  expendi- 
ture. 

(12.35),  Db,  TANKKB  {Cork  Co.. 
Mid) :  I  have  listened  to  the  remark  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  who  has  just 
spoken,  and  they  simply  amount  to  this  - 
that  St.  Helena  is  a  healthy  situation , 
and  that  Ascension  is  not  quita  ao  much 
so,  so  that  the  unfortunate  men  belong- 
ing to  the  Boyal  Marines — of  which  I 
believe  the  hon.  Member  has  been  a 
distinguished  and  gallant  officer — and 
the  naval  men  would  have  to  go  further 
and  fare  no  better.  But  when  we  take 
into  account  the  remarks  offered  on  the 
other  side  in  connection  with  this  Vote 
to  what  practical  result  does  it  lead  us  7 
Here  we  have  a  right  hon.  Gentleman 
occupying  a  responsible  position,  ex- 
pressing his  views  on  the  Vote,  and  he  is 
met  with  turmoil  and  noise  from  hon, 
Memliers  opposite — noise  of  such  a 
character  that  at  the  risk  of  being  un-Par- 
liamentary  I  shall  not  attempt  to  describe 
it.  We  listened  to  the  remarks  of  the 
Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  delivered  in 
his  Napoleonic  manner,  suggested,  I 
suppose,  by   8t.  Helena     associations — 

(12.38*)  Mr.  liAMDKRT  rose  in  his  pla<56 
and  claimed  to  move,  '^  That  the  question 
be  now  put.*' 

Question,  "  That  the  Question  be  now 
put/'  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question, "  That  *  £445,800 '  stand  part 
of  the  Resolution/*  put  accordingly,  and 
agreed  to. 

Be  solution  agreed  to, 

BARRACKS  [CONSOLIDATED  FUND.] 
Order   read  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [27th  February]* 
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<' That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the  Com- 
mittee in  the  Resolution,  <  That  it  is  expedient 
to  provide  for  the  building  and  enlarg^g 
barracks  and  camps  in  the  United  Kingdom, 
and  in  certain  Ckilonies,  and  for  that  purpose  to 
authorise  the  charge  upon  and  the  issue  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund  of  a  sum  or  sums  not  ex- 
ceeding £4,100,000  ;  to  empower  the  Com- 
missioners of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury  to  borrow 
moneys  for  the  repayment  of  part  of  the  sum  so 
issued ;  and  to  authorise  the  payment  out  of 
moneys  to  be  provided  by  Parliament  of  the 
principal  and  interest  of  such  borrowed 
moneys.' " 

Qnestion  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  broaght  in  by  Mr. 
Courtney,  Mr.  Secretary  Stanhope,  and 
Mr.  Brodrick. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time. 
[Bill  234.] 

SUCK      DRAINAGE     [PROVISION      OF 
FUNDSJ. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Motion  made,  and  Qnestion  proposed, 

''That it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  pay- 
ment, out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by  Parlia- 
ment, of  a  portion  of  the  Cost8,*Charges,  and  Ex- 
penses (to  an  amount  not  exceeding  £50,000), 
which  have  been  or  may  be  incurred  by  the 
Drainage  Board,  for  the  River  Sack  Drainage 
— {Mr,  Jackson,) 


{COMMONS}  Oaths  Act  (1889)  Ac.      1384 

Parliamentary  grant,  and  this  is  the 
nsnal  Besolntion  npon  which  a  Bill  for 
the  pnrpose  will  be  founded. 

Qnestion  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  to-morrow, 
at  Two  of  the  clock. 


Dr.  TANNER: 
tion  is  due  to  us. 


I  think  some  explana- 


Mr.  JACKSON:  Tlie  explanation  is 
very  simple,  and  I  should  have  thought 
the  hon.  Member  was  aware  of  the  cir- 
cumstance. It  is  proposed  to  vote 
£50,000  for  the  maintenance  of  drainage 
works  in  the  area  of  the  Suck  River. 
The  district  has  suffered  most  severely 
in  the  past,  and  a  considerable  amount 
of  work  has  been  done  at  the  expense  of 
the  landowners,  and  it  has  been  felt  by 
the  Government  that  the  efforts  of  the 
landowners  might  be  supplemented  by  a 


RATING  OF  MACHINERY  BILL.— (No.  6.) 
Order  for  Committee  read. 

•Mb.  WINTERBOTHAM  (Gloucester, 
Cirencester)  :  I  hope  the  Government 
will  allow  the  House  to  go  into  Commit- 
tee pro/ormd  on  this  Bill,  upon  which 
there  is  a  general  concensus  of  opinion, 
and  its  further  consideration  shall  then  be 
deferred  until  the  18th  of  June,  thns 
allowing  ample  time  for  the  preparation 
by  the  Gt)V6mment  of  Amendments, 
which  will  be  willingly  accepted  if  thej 
do  not  affect  the  main  principle  of  the 
BiU. 

•The  president  or  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Rttohib, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  :  I  regret  > 
that  we  cannot  assent  to  this  proposal. 
Though  the  Second  Reading  was  carried, 
there  was  ageneral  agreement  that  the  Bill 
could  not  be  allowed  to  pass  in  its  present 
shape.  Further  time  should  be  allowed 
for  the  consideration  of  Amendments  on 
which  all  parties  may  possibly  agree. 

Committee  deferred  till  Wednesday, 
18th  June. 

.commissioners  for  OATHS  ACT  (1889) 
AMENDMENT  BILL.-(No.  15.) 

Bill  considered  in  Committee,  and 
reported,  without  Amendment;  to  be 
read  the  third  time  this  day,  at  Two  of 
the  clock. 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes 
before  One  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  25th  April,  1890. 

ADOPTION  OF  CHILDREN  BILL. 

(No.  56.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

*The  Earl  of  MEATH:  My  Lords, 
the  Bill  which  I  am  about  to  ask  your 
Lordships  to  read  a  second  time  to-day 
might,  perhaps,  more  properly  be  called  a 
"Bill  to  Regulate  theCustodyof  Children," 
inasmuch  as  the  adoption  which  I  propose  is^ 
a  very  qualified  one.  It  will  be  within 
the  recollectiftn  of  your  Lordships  that 
last  year  I  brought  into  this  House  a 
Bill  for  the  adoption  of  children.  That 
Bill  met  with  somewhat  severe  criticism 
at  the  hands  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack,  and  in  deference 
to  his  opinion  several  alterations  have 
been  made  in  the  present  Bill  ;  the  re- 
sult of  which  is  that  that  now  proposed 
is,  as  I  have  already  said,  a  very  qualified 
one.  The  object  of  the  Bill  is,  as  your 
Lordships  are  aware,  to  prevent  parents  or 
other  guardians  who  have  consented  to 
the  adoption  of  their  children  afterwards 
resuming  possession  of  them  until  they 
have  satisfied  the  Justices  in  Petty  Ses- 
sions that  it  is  to  the  interest  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  children  that  they 
should  be  given  up.  It  is  a  very  com- 
mon occurrence  for  children  who  have 
been  adopted  with  the  willing  consent  of 
their  parents  or  guardians  to  be  removed 
from  the  custody  of  their  foster-parents 
with  the  sole  object  of  the  disreputable 
parents  deriving  pecuniary  advantage 
either  from  the  services  of  the  children 
or  by  extracting  money  from  the  per- 
sons who  have  adopted  them,  when  it 
would  be  to  the  welfare  and  best  in- 
terests of  the  children  for  them  to 
remain  with  those  persons,  the 
position  of  the  parents  rendering 
them  neither  pecuniarily  nor  morally 
fit  guiirdians  to  maintain  and  educate 
the  children.  The  object  of  the  measure 
is  to  prevent  the  continuance  of  this 
abuse.  It  is  most  urgently  needed  in 
the  interests  of  the  little  ones  them 
selves  ;  and  I  contend  that  it  is  idle,  and 
w(^rse  than  idle,  to  plea<i  the  claims  of 
VOL.  CCCXLIII.      [third  series.] 


parentage  in  cases  which  are  marked,  for 
the  most  part,  by  heartless  indifference 
to  all  parental  obligations.  As  I  have  stated, 
this  Bill  is  different  to  that  introduced  last 
Session,  inasmuch  as  it  is  not  proposed 
that  institutions  shall  have  the  power 
of  adopting  children.  That  clause  has 
been  left  out  in  deference  to  the  remarks 
which  were  made  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack.  It  has  been  most 
unfortunate  for  me  that  a  certain  well- 
known  institution  has,  both  last  year  and 
this  year,  taken  very  marked  steps  in  a 
direction  of  which,  on  the  whole,  I  do 
not  approve,  because  the  result  has  been 
that  my  Bill  has  been,  in  some 
measure,  mixed  up  with  this  par- 
ticular institution.  People  have  thought 
that  I  have  brought  in  this  Bill 
for  the  purpose  of  enabling  persons 
to  break  the  law,  which  is  very  far 
from  my  intention  ;  and  it  has  also  been 
thought  that  this  Bill  has  behind  it 
some  hidden  motive  in  the  direction  of 
proselytising.  I  venture  to  say  there  is 
no  Member  of  your  Lordships'  House 
who  is  more  distinctly  opposed  than 
myself  to  taking  children  away  from 
their  parents  and  bringing  them  up  in  a 
religion  contrary  to  the  wishes  of  those 
parents.  I  think  it  would  not  only  be  a 
very  unwise  thing,  but  a  veiy  immoral 
and  wrong  thing  to  do  ;  and  I  desire,  here, 
most  emphatically  to  say  that  I  could 
never  give  my  support  to  any  measure 
which  I  thought  would  have  a  prosely- 
tising tendency.  Happily  I.have  had  the 
opportunity  of  obtaining  the  kind  advice 
of  the  head  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church  in  this  country  ;  and  1  hope  that 
the  clause  which  has  been  inseitcd  in 
this  Bill  at  his  desire  will  remove  or 
prevent  any  fear  o;i  the  part  of  Roman  . 
Catholics  that  this  Bill  is  intended  for 
the  purpose  of  bringing  their  children 
over  to  any  other  faith.  There  is  a 
proviso  in  Section  2  which  appertains 
particularly  to  the  subject  to  which  I 
have  just  referred.  It  is  that  the 
Justices  in  Petty  Sessions  before  they  can 
give  an  order  for  the  adoption  of  any 
children  must  pay  proper  regard  to  *'  the 
religion  of  the  parents  and  all  other 
circumstances  of  the  case."  The  primary 
object,  then,  of  the  present  Bill  is  to 
empower  the  Justices  to  regulate  the 
adoption  of  children,  and  to  suspend  the 
right  of  parents  to  resume  possession  of 
them  until  they  have  shown  the  Justices 
3£ 
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that  it  is  to  the  iaterest  of  the  children 
they  should  do  so.  Besides  the  case  of 
vicious  parents,  there  is  the  case  of 
parents  who  are  disposed  to  do  all  they 
possibly  can  for  their  children,  but  who 
have  not  sufficient  means  to  provide 
them  with  even  the  bare  necesf-aries  of 
life,  and  whose  children  suffer  con- 
sequently in  health  and  well-being  ;  and 
it  is  notorious  that  there  are  a  large 
number  of  benevolent  persons  who  are 
quite  willing  to  take  over  the  care  of  such 
children  if  they  could  be  certain  that 
by  doing  so  they  would  not  expose 
themselves  to  annoyance  afterwards  and 
get  themselves  perhaps  mixed  up 
with  legal  difficulties.  Last  year 
I  gave  your  Lordships  several  instances 
of  the  way  in  which  the  present  state  of 
the  law  operates  to  the  detriment  of 
children.  Since  then,  I  have  obtained 
the  assistance  of  two  ladies,  one  of  whom, 
Miss  Rye,  is  very  well  known  by  name 
to  your  Lordships.  She  has  taken 
great  interest  in  the  emigration  and  care 
of  children,  and  she  has  given  me  a  list 
of  25  cases — and  another  lady.  Miss 
Alexander,  has  given  me  a  similar  list — 
where  children  who  had  been  handed 
over  to  them  had  been  taken  away  after 
they  had  expended  years  of  care  and 
large  sums  of  money  upon  their  educa- 
tion. Now,  in  all  those  cases.  Miss  Rye 
assures  me  that  the  parents  of  the 
children  were  nominally  Protestants,  and 
that  formal  documents  had  been  signed 
sometimes  in  open  Court  handing  over 
the  children  voluntarily  to  her  care,  and 
yet  in  those  25  cases,  notwithstanding  the 
formal  documents  thus  drawn  up,  they 
were  taken  from  her.  The  parents  had 
evidently  withdrawn  them  with  the 
intention  of  deriving  some  pecuniary 
advantage  from  the  institution  or  from 
the  lady.  In  one  case  the  children  were 
placed  there  and  removed  some  years 
afterwards  by  the  father,  who  was  a 
most  disreputable  character.  In  another 
case  where  the  father  was  dead  and  the 
mother  had  deserted  the  child,  it  was 
years  afterwards  claimed  by  her.  One 
most  lamentable  case  was  that  of  a  child 
named  Ruth  Minnel,  who  after  several 
years  was  reclaimed  by  the  mother.  In 
all  the  cases  the  parents  were  more  or 
less  disreputable.  The  particulars  are 
given  in  the  lists  handed  to  me  by 
the  ladies  I  have  mentioned,  which  your 
Lordships  can  see  for  yourselves.  Now,  it 
The  Earl  of  Mmth 


has  been  said  that  it  is  contrary  to  the 
principles  of  English  law  to  l^alise 
adoption.  Of  course,  it  is  :  we  know  that. 
But  I  would  ask  whether  every  altera- 
tion in  the  law  is  not  to  the  extent  of 
that  alteration  contrary  to  the  principles 
of  English  law  as  then  existing ;  and 
whether  all  our  reforms  have  not  been 
contrary  to  the  principles  of  English  law 
at  the  time  ?  Our  laws,  my  Lords,  are 
not  like  the  laws  of  the  Medes  and 
Persians,  that  they  cannot  be  altered. 
What  is  the  reason  that  your  Lordships 
sit  in  this  House  and  that  we  have  t^o 
Houses  of  Parliament  if  it  is  not  for  the 
purpose  of  changing  these  laws  of  ours 
if  we  find  that  change  is  necessary  ?  On 
the  other  hand,  your  Lordships  are  aware 
that  the  adoption  of  children  is  no 
novelty  in  other  countries.  Some  noble 
Lords  on  the  occasion  of  the  last  Bill 
being  brought  forward  spoke  as  if  the 
adoption  of  children  was  a  subject  qnite 
unknown  to  the  laws  of  civilised 
countries,  whereas  the  exact  reverse  i» 
the  case.  I  believe  I  am  right  in  saying 
that  there  is  hardly  any  civilised  conntiy 
in  the  world  that  has  not  some  law  of 
adoption,  and  that  our  own  country  is 
peculiar  in  not  possessing  such  a  law. 
France  has  very  stringent  laws  with 
regard  to  the  adoption  of  children,  and 
so  has  Germany.  All  our  Colonies  have 
laws  with  regard  to  the  adoption  of 
children.  Since  last  year  I  have  visited 
America  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining 
what  has  been  done  there  in  this  matter, 
and  I  have  here  some  extracts  from 
American  State  laws  on  the  adoption  of 
children,  and  I  shall  be  very  glad 
to  give  a  copy  of  them  to  any 
noble  Lord  who  cares  to  read 
them.  They  are  extracts  from  the  laws 
of  five  States — Ohio,  Connecticut,  Penn- 
sylvania, Illinois,  and  Massachusetts. 
In  all  thes3  States  there  are  laws  regu- 
lating the  adoption  of  children,  and  very 
stringent  laws  too.  In  Ohio  the  Pre- 
sident of  an  Orphan  Asylum  can  sanction 
adoption  without  the  consent  of  the 
surviving  parent  if  the  child  is  abandoned 
or  voluntarily  surrendered  to  the  asylum ; 
and  if  a  child  is  a  vagrant  or  incorrigible 
he  may  be  placed  by  the  Court  in  an 
Orphan  Asylum.  An  adopted  child  in 
that  State  becomes  the  child  and  legal 
heir  of  the  person  adopting  him.  In 
Connecticut  the  adopted  child  can  also 
inherit  property  the  same  as  a  nataral 
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child.  In  Pennsylvania,  an  iDstituttoii 
which  has  maintained  a  child  for  one 
year  may  consent  to  its  being  adopted 
even  though  the  parents  ohject.  If  the 
parent  is  a  drunkard  or  a  prolligate,  or  if 
he  has  deserted  the  child  for  two  years, 
it  can  be  aditpfced  by  any  person  who 
chooses  to  come  forward,  with  the  con- 
sent of  the  Court  contrary  even  to  the 
consent  of  the  parent.  Again,  in 
PennsyWania  an  adopted  child  can  in- 
herit property  from  his  foster  parent. 
In  Illinois  if  a  child  is  abandoned  by  his 
parents  they  loss  all  right  ti  tbe  control 
of  it  ;  and  one  year's  desertion  in  that 
State  is  enough  for  tlio  Cotlrt  to  sanction 
its  adoption  by  any  benevolent  person 
who  choostfs  to  come  forward.  A  child 
is  not  entitled  to  inherit  property  in 
Illinois  unless  under  certain  circum- 
stances.  In  Massachusetts  the  period  of 
maintenance  is  two  years  instead 
of  one  year,  as  in  the  uther  States.  If 
a  child  is  supported  for  two  years  in  a 
charitable  institution  that  is  sufficient  to 
enable  it  to  be  adopted  even  contrary  to 
the  wishes  of  the  parents.  Also  if  the 
parent  is  a  drunkard,  or  not  in  circum- 
stances to  properly  provide  for  the  child, 
a  civil  proceeding  handing  it  over  to  an 
institution  operates  as  an  adoption  of  the 
child  by  that  institution.  So  that  in 
Massachusetts  such  a  sanctioti  as  was 
given  in  the  case  mentioned  by  Miss  Rye 
would  have  been  sufficient  to  prevent  tbe 
child  being  afterwardi*  taken  away.  In 
Massachusetts  the  cliild  does  not  lose  the 
right  to  inherit  proi>erty  from  the 
natural  parent.  The  result  is  that  in 
three  States — Ohio,  Connecticut,  and 
Pennsylvania — a  child  can  inherit  pro* 
perty  from  its  adopted  parent  under  all 
circumstances.  In  Illinois  the  child  can 
inherit,  unless  the  inheritance  is 
expressly  limiti^^d  to  the  heirs  of  the  I)ody 
of  the  adopted  parent ;  and  only  in 
Massachusetts  is  the  inherit.uvce  for 
bidden.  My  Lords,  it  may  he  said  that 
it  would  have  been  wiser  t'»  liave  changed 
the  title  of  this  Bill,  and  that  I  should 
have  called  it  in.Ht^ad  of  a  Bill  to  regulate 
Adoption,  a  "Bill  to  Regulate  the 
Custody  of  Children."  I  have  thought  it 
better  to  adhere  to  the  original  title  ;  but 
if  it  is  considered  by  your  lA>rdships' 
House  that  the  title  does  not  properly 
represent  the  scope  of  the  Bill,  I  shall  be 
very  willing  to  alter  it.  A  great  deal  of 
stresa  was  laid  in  the  last  discussion  upon 


this  question  of  parental  control,  and  the 
noble  Loi"d  on  the  Woolsack  said  that 
parental  control  was  one  of  the  cardinal 
principles  of  the  law.  No  doubt  it  is, 
and  very  justly  so.  But  why  is  it  one  of 
the  cardinal  principles  of  the  law'/ 
Because  parental  control  is  considered  to 
l>e  for  the  benefit  of  the  child.  But  if 
it  is  once  shown  that  parental  c»jntroI 
is  not  for  the  benefit  of  the  child,  then 
surely  we  are  losing  the  spirit  while 
adhering  to  the  letter,  and  giving  the 
control  of  the  child  to  one  vrho  is  not  fit 
t4>  be  entrusted  with  that  control  !  It  is 
for  the  interest  of  the  State  that  we 
should  give  the  control  of  a  child  to  a 
persnn  who  is  fitted  to  bring  it  up  as  a 
good  citizen  of  the  country ;  and  it  is 
distinctly  contrary  to  the  interests  of  the 
State  that  w©  should  permit  a  bad  parent 
to  exercise  a  bad  moral  influence  npon 
his  child.  Doubtless,  the  general  effect 
of  this  Bill  will  Ijo  to  ensure  the  continu- 
ance of  adoption  in  the  case  of  children 
whose  parents  remain  in  a  position  which 
debars  them  from  properly  providing  for 
the  children  ;  but  it  will  he  seen,  on 
reference  to  the  clauses  of  the  Bill,  that 
the  foster- parent  has  always  to  run  the 
risk  of  the  child's  parents  or  natural 
guardians  coming  forward  and  showing 
that  circumstances  have  arisen  which 
would  make  it  beneficial  that  the  chil- 
dren shoald  return  to  them.  It  may  be 
argued  that  the  Poor  Law  Act  of  liii't 
Session  has  now  given  power  pr.K'ticjiUy 
for  the  same  thing  to  Ixsdnno.  But  that 
is  not  the  case,  for  the  Act  refers  unly  to 
guardi  ins ;  and  there  is  no  syst^Mii  at 
pres  ♦nt  in  existc^nce  by  which  a  person 
may  obtain  the  right  of  guardianship 
over  a  child,  even  tlif^ugh  un  orphali, 
unless  the  ehild  be  first  pauperistd.  A 
rise  appeared  a  short  time  ago  in  tlyo 
newspa-jjcrs  which  illustrates  tliis  very 
forcibly.  Mr.  Drum  mond,  one  of  the  Trus- 
tees of  the  Dock  Labourers'  Union,  made  an 
application  tti  Mr.  Mead,  the  magistrate  at 
the  Thames  Police  Court,  for  advict^  res- 
pecting the  children  of  Henry  Mark  Vale,  a 
dock  lalx)urer,  who  had  died  from  starva- 
tion, brought  about,  it  transpired,  from 
his  having  denied  himself  food  for  the  sake 
of  his  children.  The  children  were  found 
in  a  backyard  in  a  very  dirty  and  neglected 
statt?,  and  they  had  no  one  to  look  after 
them,  their  mother  being  in  the  Banstead 
Lunatic  Asylum.  A  question  arose  as 
to  the  religion  of  the  children,  and  it  wan 
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stated  that  the  father  had  been  a  Roman 
Catholic,  and  a  Roman  Catholic  priest 
gave  an  assurance  that  the  children 
would  be  received  into  a  school.  There 
was  a  step-danghter,  howeyer,  and  it  was 
considered  necessary  for  the  children  to 
be  removed  first  into  the  workhouse,  or 
in  other  words"  to  be  pauperised.  The 
Dock  Labourers'  Union  had  been  paying 
£1  a  week  for  their  children's  main- 
tenance, and  they  would  rather  the 
children  should  not  be  pauperised  if  it 
were  possible  to  avoid  that  course.  But 
Mr.  Mead  thought  the  better  course 
would  be  that  the  children  should  be 
taken  to  the  workhouse,  otherwise  the 
Dock  Labourers'  Union  might  find  them- 
selves involved  in  all  sort  of  litigation. 
Consequently,  those  children,  in  order  to 
be  taken  care  of,  must  be  sent  to  the 
workhouse  and  made  paupers.  That  I 
contend  is  not  right.  Now,  my  Lords, 
Clause  2  of  the  proposed  Bill  provides 
that  anyone  who  is  desirous  of  adopting 
a  child  must  obtain  the  sanction  of  the 
Justices  who  are  to  pay  due  regard  to  the 
religion  of  the  parents  and  all  other 
circumstances  of  the  case ;  and  they 
must  be  satisfied  that  it  will  be  for  the 
benefit  and  advancement  of  the  child  in 
making  an  order  for  adoption.  Clause  3 
provides  for  the  cessation,  on  adoption 
by  the  foster  parents,  of  the  parent's 
authority.  Clause  4  relates  to  the  atten- 
dance of  the  father  and  mother  and 
foster  parent  before  the  Justices,  and  of 
the  husband  or  wife  of  the  foster  parent, 
as  the  case  may  be.  The  object  of  Clause  5 
is  to  provide  that  au  order  for  adoption 
shall  not  be  made  until  after  careful 
inquiry  by  the  Justices.  In  the  last  Bill 
in  the  latter  part  of  Sub-section  (d) 
the  word  "solely"  was  found  to  give 
rise  to  a  good  deal  of  comment, 
but  as  its  insertion  was  unnecessary 
it  has  been  thought  better  to 
leave  it  out  in  this  measure.  Clause  6 
provides  that  if  the  child  is  14  or 
upwards,  an  order  shall  not  be  made 
without  the  child's  own  consent.  So 
that  here  the  Chancery  rule  is  adopted. 
Clause  7  gives  the  foster  parent,  so  long 
as  the  order  continues,  all  the  rights  of 
the  father,  and  he  is,  on  the  other  hand, 
t>  be  liable  to  all  the  obligations  of  a 
father.  In  Clause  8  a  most  important 
change  has  been  made  in  deference  to 
the  Lord  Chancellor's  criticism.  So  far 
as  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  are  con- 
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cemed,  they  feel  strongly  that  for  the 
purpose  of  inheritance  the  adopted 
child  should  be  deemed  to  belong  to 
the  foster  parents;  but  they  have  ex- 
pressly limited  the  clause,  in  deference 
to  the  views  expressed  by  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  so  that  the  adopted  child 
shall  not  be  capable  of  taking  property 
expressly  limited  to  the  bodies  of  the 
parents  by  adoption.  In  most  countries 
where  adoption  is  allowed,  it  is  usual 
to  make  the  adopted  child,  to  some  extent, 
heir  to  the  foster  parent.  On  the  other 
hand,  it  must  be  acknowledged  that  there 
are  many  arguments  which  may  be  used 
in  supportof  the  opposite  contention.  Your 
Lordships  will  understand  that  I  am  not 
at  all  anxious  that  this  clause  should  be 
retained  if  you  should  think  it  ought  to 
be  omitted.  It  was  put  in,  as  I 
have  said,  simply  because  the  Lord 
Chancellor  made  a  point  of  it  last 
year.  Clause  9  is  inserted  to  make 
more  clear  the  restriction  on  the 
right  of  the  foster  parent  to  take  pro- 
perty from  the  adopted  child.  Clause  10 
is  put  in  to  cover  cases  where  the  children 
have  no  parents.  The  object  of  Clauses 
11  and  12  are  in  regard  to  rescinding 
the  order  for  adoption,  if  it  be  shown  to 
the  Justices  to  be  for  the  benefit  of  the 
child,  and  to  protect  the  former  foster 
parent  from  future  claims  for  the  main- 
tenance and  education  of  the  child. 
Clause  1 3  is  for  registration.  In  nearly 
all  cases  where  adoption  is  recognised  by 
law  some  public  register  is  kept ;  and  it 
is  specially  necessary  in  this  case,  where 
application  may  be  made  to  revoke  the 
Order.  Then  Clause  14,  the  last,  relates 
to  the  fees  to  be  allowed  to  the  Justices' 
clerk.  I  think  they  are  the  customary 
fees.  Now,  my  Lords,  I  hope  I  have 
made  out  a  case  for  the  Second  Reading 
of  this  Bill,  and  I  trust  your  Lordships 
will  feel  I  have  done  everything  I  possibly 
could  to  meet  the  objections  raised  by 
the  noble  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  and 
other  noble  Lords  in  the  Debate  of  last 
year.  In  fact,  the  ship  has  been 
lightened  as  far  as  that  could  possibly  be 
done,  in  order  to  enable  it  to  contend 
with  and  weather  any  storms  it  might 
meet.  I  trust,  therefore,  the  measure 
will  now  make  good  its  passage  through 
this  House.  Your  Lordships  must,  I  am 
sure,  feel  that  there  is  a  real  necessity  for 
some  alteration  in  the  law.  It  is  a 
matter    of    perfect    indifference   to  me 
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what  the  form  of  the  alteration  may  be,  so 
long  as  I  attain  my  object  that  the 
children  should  be  banefitted,  and  that 
bad  parents  should  not  be  placed  by  law 
in  the  position  of  being  able  to  act 
detrimentally  to  the  interests  of  their 
children.  As  our  population  in- 
creases and  becomes  more  and  more 
congregated  in  vast  town — centres 
there  can  be  no  doubt,  I  think,  in  the 
minds  of  most  people  that  there  is 
greater  need  now  to  look  more  carefully 
after  the  children  than  in  the  past.  In 
villages  and  small  towns  people  know 
what  is  going  on,  and  each  person  has 
more  or  less  knowledge  of  his  neighbour. 
But  in  large  towns  we  "have  not  that 
knowledge  ;  and  I  think,  therefore,  that 
the  law,  so  far  from  putting  difficulties 
in  the  way  of  those  who  are  doing  all 
they  can  to  benefit  the  rising  generation, 
should,  as  far  as  it  possibly  can,  assist 
them  and  make  it  easier  for  workers 
am6ng  the  poor  to  help  the  little  ones,  and 
to  avail  themselves  of  opportunities  to 
bring  them  up  as  good  citizans  worthy  of 
the  country  in  which  they  live.  I  shall  not 
detain  your  Lordshipsany  further,  but  will 
only  add,  in  expressing  the  hope  that  you 
will  permit  this  Bill  to  be  read  a  second 
time  and  pass  into  Committee,  that  if 
there  are  any  objections  made  to  it  they 
will  not  be  objections  to  principle, 
but  simply  to  details  which  may  be 
altered. 

Moved,  *  That  the  BUI  be  now  read  2\" 
—(The  Earl  of  Meath,) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR;  My 
Lords,  the  noble  Lord  has  referred  so 
repeatedly  to  my  objections  to  his 
measure,  and  to  his  having,  as  he  says, 
dealt  with  and  met  them,  that  I  feel 
bound  at  once  to  tell  him  that  my 
objection  to  the  Bill  is  one  of  principle 
and  not  merely  of  detail.  I  think  he  has 
somewhat  misapprehended  the  efEect  of 
the  objections  which  I  made  last  year, 
and  which  to  a  great  extent  will  have 
to  be  repeated  on  the  same  lines  upon 
this  occasion.  I  then  endeavoured  to 
point  out  that  the  very  serious 
and  important  change  in  the  law 
contemplated  liad  not  been  thought  out 
to  its  natural  consequences;  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  introduced  a  Bill  which 
did  not  settle  the  law  which  he  proposed 
so  to  change  at  all,  but  had  left  a  great 
many  things  uncovered ;  and,  further,  I 


pointed  out  how  rash  and  inconsiderate 
was  the  change  sought  to  be  made . 
If  that  objection  were  met  it  would  dis- 
pose of  my  objections  altogether.  With 
regard  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  I 
think  the  measure  is  founded  on  a  mis- 
taken view.  Yet  I  desire  to  do  every 
justice  to  the  noble  Lord's  motives.  I 
am  sure  he  will,  on  the  other  hand,  not 
do  me  the  injustice  of  thinking  that  in 
anything  I  said  last  year  I  intended  to 
convey  an  impression  that  he  was  acting 
from  proselytising  motives.  On  the  con- 
trary, I  think  I  acknowledged  that  his 
motives  were  worthy  of  the  highest 
praise,  as  were  the  efEorts  he  was  devoting 
to  those  who,  he  thought,  required  pro- 
tection. '  To  this  extent  I  am  prepared 
to  go.  I  think  the  law  as  regards  the 
custody  of  children  is  not  altogether 
satisfactory  as  it  stands ;  and  if  this  Bill 
could  be  made  into  anythihg  like  a  Bill 
for  the  regulation  of  the  custody  of 
children  I  should  have  no  objection  to 
its  Second  Reading.  But  I  do  not  think 
it  can.  The  Bill  is  pervaded  from  first 
to  last  with  the  idea  that  there  can  be 
such  a  thing  according  to  the  law  of 
England  as  the  legal  adoption  of  children 
and  transfer  of  parental  rights  and  obli- 
gations, so  that  the  foster  parent  when 
such  adoption  has  taken  place  is  to  be 
the  parent  for  all  intents  and  purposes, 
and  the  real  parent  is  to  lose  all  claim  to 
parental  control.  That  is  a  principle 
against  which  I  must  protest.  If  I 
were  to  adhere  to  it  I  should  be 
acting  contrary  to  one  of  the  cardinal 
principles  of  the  law  of  England ;  and  I 
think,  unless  there  is  shown  some  great 
and  important  reason  why  these  principles 
should  be  changed,  we  ought  to  maintain 
them.  I  do  not  deny  that  there  are 
great  evils  which  require  to  be  met  in 
connection  with  the  custody  of  children. 
I  know  there  have  been  very  many  casss 
of  poor  persons,  distant  relations  or  even 
strangers,  who,  from  kindness  and  in 
charity,  have  taken  charge  of  deserted 
children,  and  where  years  afterwards, 
the  children  having  been  pr6perly 
maintained  and  brought  up,  the  parents 
or  persons  having  the  legal  claim  over 
them  have  intervened  and  taken  them 
away  for  very  unworthy  objects,  quite 
adversely  to  the  welfai'e  of  the  children. 
That  is  certainly  an  evil  which  ought  to 
be  met,  I  agree ;  but  I  do  not  think  it 
can  be  met  by  empowering  the  Justices 
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&t  Petty  Sessions  to  make  orders  for 
adoption  in  this  way.  I  think  it  could 
be  done  by  a  measare  empowering  the 
Courts  to  prevent  a  parent  re-asserting 
his  parental  control,  where,  by  his  own 
misconduct,  or  by  the  desertion  of  his 
children,  he  has  forfeited  his  right  to 
exercise  that  parental  control.  But  that 
is  not  at  all  what  is  done  by  this  Bill. 
This  Bill  suggests  that  there  shall  be  a 
change  in  the  principle  of  our  law  by 
introducing  adoption.     Its  object  is — 

'*  To  preyent  parents  or  guardians  who  hare 
consented  to  the  adoption  of  their  children 
afterwards  resuming  possession  of  them." 

I  object  to  the  explanatory  note  that 
the  reclamation  is  often  made  to 
the  injury  of  the  child,  and  simply 
for  the  pecuniary  advantage  of  the 
parent,  because  it  is  stated  that  the  Bill 
is  to  operate  in  cases  where  parents  have 
agreed  to  make  over  their  children,  and 
is  to  render  them  bound  by  their  agree- 
ment The  English  law  does  not  recog- 
nise such  a  thing  as  contract  to  get  rid 
of  parental  authority  and  obligations.  No 
such  agreement  can,  by  law,  be  made.  I 
really  do  not  know  what  effect  the 
curious  performancj  referred  to  by  the 
noble  Lord  could  have.  Is  it  suggestsd 
that  the  parties  sliould  go  before  a  notary, 
sign  a  solemn  document  of  some  des- 
cription for  this  purpose,  and  then  take 
it  before  a  Magistrate  for  his  sanction  1 
I  cannot  imagine  a  Magistrate  lending 
himself  to  any  such  performance,  and 
for  the  reason  that  it  would  be  an  abso- 
lutely idle  one.  There  is  no  such 
adoption  recognised  as  the  noble  Lord 
supposes.  If  it  means  that  there  should 
be  a  consideration  given  to  parents  which 
would  induce  them  to  get  rid  of  their 
children  and  hand  them  over  to  somebody 
else,  that  seems  to  me  at  once  to  come 
within  the  description  of  my  late  la- 
mented Friend,  Lord  FitzGerald,  when  he 
said  that  this  was  "exactly  the  thing 
which  would  conduce  to  the  traflfic  in 
children,"  which  the  noble  Earl  objects 
to,  and  I  think  it  would.  My  Lords, 
this  .is  not  one  of  those  objections  which 
can  be  affected  by  altering  a  clause  and 
bringing  in  a  Bill  next  year  with  one 
clause  altered  and  another  got  rid  of. 
Then,  again,  what  is  it  that  the  Magis- 
trate is  to  do  ?  It  is  state4  in  the  Bill 
that  he  is  to  "  have  regard  to  the  religion 
of  the  parents."  What  does  that  mean? 
What  discretion  is  the  Magistrate  to 
The  Lord  Chancellor 


exercise  ?  Does  it  mean  that  he  is  only 
to  allow  the  adoption  of  a  child  of 
Protestant  parents  by  a  Protestant, 
or  of  a  Catholic  child  by  a  Catholic? 
But  that  may  not  be  the  only  diflBculty. 
Supposing  one  of  the  parents  is  of  one 
religion,  and  the  other  of  another,  what 
is  the  Magistrate  to  do.  Which  religion 
is  to  be  preferred?  The  Bill  does  not 
explain  itself  in  that  respect,  and  perhaps 
the  noble  Earl  will  throw  some  light  upon 
it  before  the  Debate  closes.  The  Me^s- 
trate  is  "  to  have  regard  to  the  religion 
of  the  parents."  What  regard,  and  what 
is  to  be  the  criterion  ?  This  is  a  rery 
important  matter,  for  it  is  a  question 
which  would  very  much  divide  people, 
and  lead  to  great  unpleasantness  and  in- 
convenience if  such  a  Bill  were  passed. 
This  appears  to  me  to  be  a  serious  objec- 
tion in  principle  to  the  Bill.  I  will  not 
detain  your  Lordships  longer  in  discuss- 
ing its  details.  The  plea  put  forward 
for  this  alteration  in  the  law  might  be 
met,  as  I  have  pointed  out,  by  further 
regulation  of  the  custody  of  children, 
which  would  give  to  Magistrates  the 
power  now  exercised  by  some  of  the 
Courts  to  refuse  to  allow  the  assertion  of 
parental  authority  in  cases  wliere  that 
authority  has  been  abused.  That,  I 
think,  would  effect  all  the  noble  Eail 
desires,  and  this  Bill,  therefore,  is  un- 
necessary. Certainly  it  is  not  very  well 
conceived.  Next  year  the  noble  Earl 
might  Again  say  that  he  has  met  all  my 
objections  in  detail,  and  I  only  want  to 
show  that  that  is  not  a  sufficient  answer. 
Even  upon  the  theory  on  which  it  is 
based  it  is  not  well  designed,  and  I 
repeat  that  my  great  objection  to  it  is 
that  it  introduces  into  our  law  a  totally 
new  principle,  which  is  not  demanded  by 
public  feeling,  and  which,  I  believe,  would 
be  fraught  with  mischievousconsequences 
to  the  proper  relations  between  parent  and 
child. 

The  Earl  or  KIMBERLEY :  My  Lords, 
I  am  sorry  I  do  not  find  myself  in  the 
position  of  being  able  to  support  the 
noble  Earl's  Bill.  My  objection  to  it  is 
based  very  much  on  the  grounds  which 
have  been  mentioned  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack.  It  seems 
to  me,  though  there  exists  an  acknow- 
ledged evil  in  the  present  law  with 
regard  to  the  custody  of  children  which 
ought  to  be  remedied,  this  is  not  the 
proper  remedy  for  it.     We  know  very 
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well  that  it  not  unfrequently  happens 
that  children  are  taken  possession  of  by- 
worthless  parents  many  years  after  they 
have  been  adopted,  and  cared  for  under 
circumstances  of  great  hardship  to  the 
children  themselves.  It  appears  that  this 
proposed  legislation  is  directed  to  that 
particular  grievance;  but  I  can  easily 
conceive,  and  I  am  sure  your  Lordships 
can  well  imagine,  that  there  are  various 
ways  in  which  that  evil  can  be  satis- 
factorily met,  as  I  hope  it  may  be  met. 
But  to  introduce  this  plan  of  legalised 
adoption,  is,  I  think,  quite  a  mistake. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
Woolsack  has  pointed  out  some  of  the 
consequences  which  would  follow  from 
this  Bill,  and  I  should  like  for  a  few 
moments  to  point  out  some  of  the  objec- 
tions which  present  themselves  to  me. 
In  the  first  place,  it  is  provided  in  Clause 
4,  that  the  parents  or  guardians,  or  some 
one  or  other  of  the  next  of  kin  of  the 
child,  shall  appear  before  the  Justices. 
It  does  not  say  "  if  there  are  no  parents." 
Now,  just  observe  what  may  liappen. 
The  parents  may  be  abroad,  or  at  some 
great  distance  from  home — under  this 
clause,  one  of  the  next-of-kin  might  pro- 
ceed togetthechildadoptedaudtakenaway 
from  the  custody  of  its  parents.  Again,  I 
do  not  think  the  noble  Earl  has  considered 
the  incidence  of  the  Law  of  Settlement, 
for  under  the  Bill  as  it  stands  this 
singular  consequence  would  follow,  that 
a  fost3r  grandparant  would  be  obliged  to 
support  an  adopted  grandchild,  which,  I 
think,  would  be  very  hard.  Then,  I  do 
not  quite  understand  the  meaning  of  the 
clause  as  to  the  devolution  of  property, 
but,  if  I  read  it  rightly,  it  provides  that 
the  child  is  to  succeed  to  both  the 
property  of  its  adopted  parent  and  of  its 
real  parent.  That  seems  to  be  a  remark- 
able result.  By  Clause  8  all  the  legal 
consequences  and  incidents  of  the  natural 
relation  between  parents  and  children 
are  to  follow,  but  the  result  of  that  must 
be  considered  in  connection  with  the 
Marriage  Law.  It  is  quite  obvious  that 
under  our  Marriage  LskW,  if  this  clause 
were  to  become  law,  an  adopted  child 
could  not  marry  the  child  of  its  adopted 
parent ;  but  I  am  not  at  all  certain  that 
it  might  not  be  able  to  marry  its  own 
sister  or  brother,  as  the  case  might  be. 
Then  I  would  point  out  this  remarkable 
result  under  Clause  11.  By  that  clause, 
any  person  desiring  to  vary  or  rescind 


the  order  for  adoption  may  apply  to  have 
it  rescinded  or  varied.'  Now,  I  will 
suppose  this  not  at  all  improbable  case. 
A  child  is  adopted  and  brought  up  with 
the  other  children  of  the  foster  parent, 
and  afterwards  in  life  it  may  desire  to 
marry  one  of  those  children.  Is  it  to  be 
at  liberty  to  apply  to  have  the  adoption 
order  rescinded  in  order  that  it  may 
marry  the  child  of  its  adopted  parent? 
There  are  a  variety  of  other  wide  results 
which  might  happen,  and  I  can  hardly 
imagine  any  subject  which  would  require 
more  careful  and  minute  consideration 
of  the  whole  consequences  which  would 
follow  upon  such  adoption.  Then  look 
at  this  important  point.  Unfortunately 
we  have  known  many  cases,  although  I 
am  quite  certain  the  noble  Earl  has  not 
the  least  intention  of  promoting  anything 
of  that  kind,  where  great  controversies 
have  arisen  of  a  very  unpleasant  character 
with  reference  to  what  is  termed  prosely- 
tising. This  Bill  would  not  in  any  way 
cure  that  evil,  because,  under  Clause  11, 
any  person  may  apply  to  have  the  order 
rescinded,  and  that  provision  would  offer 
a  positive  premium  for  interfering  with 
the  bringing  up  of  an  adopted  child  in 
one  religion,  because  some  people  might 
be  of  opinion  that  it  should  be  brought  up 
in  some  other  faith.  In  truth,  all  kinds  of 
disagreeable  consequences  would  follow. 
I  must  apologise  for  detaining  your 
Lordships  by  drawing  attention  to  matters 
of  detail  which  should  be  rather  dealt 
with  in  Committee,  but  I  thought  it  right 
to  point  out  to  the  noble  Earl  some  of  the 
chiefobjections  which  occur  to  me.  If  there 
can  be  shown  a  necessity  for  embarking 
upon  such  novel  legislation,  be  it  so  ;  but 
I  contend  that  there  is  no  such  necessity, 
for  we  can  remedy  the  existing  evil  by 
other  and  much  less  objectionable  means ; 
and,  therefore,  although  1  fully  appreciate 
the  motives  of  the  noble  Lord,  and  cer- 
tainly think  it  is  desirable  the  matter 
should  be  dealt  with,  I  cannot  support 
the  Bill  as  it  stands. 

The  lord  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Viscount  Ceikbrook)  :  My 
Lords,  I  should  like  to  say  a  few  words 
on  one  point  which  has  been  referred  to, 
the  desertion  of  children  by  unprin- 
cipled parents,  and  their  falling  into  the 
hands  of  the  next-of-kin.  Take  the  case 
of  a  grand-daughter.  A  woman  takes 
the  children  of  her  daughter  and  brings 
them  up,  the  father  never  coming  near 
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them  at  all.  If  he  deserts  his  wife  fur 
two  years  she  becomes  independent  of 
him  and  free  from  his  control.  I  do  not 
see  why  something  of  the  kind  should 
not  be  provided  for  in  the  case  of  the 
children,  and  I  think  that,  in  any  case, 
their  possession  should  not  be  resumed 
by  the  parent  unless  the  expenditure  of 
the  foster  parent,  or  next-of-kin,  has 
first  been  paid.  It  should  not  be  left  so 
easy  a  matter  for  the  parent  to  resume 
possession  of  the  child,  and  I  think  the 
noble  Earl  might  do  well  to  turn  his 
attention  to  some  of  those  matters  affect- 
ing the  custody  of  children  without 
going  into  so  deep  and  wide-reaching 
a  question  as  that  which  is  involved  in 
his  present  Bill. 

Lord  HERSCHELL:  My  Lords,  I 
entirely  feel  the  force  of  the  criticisms 
upon  this  Bill,  which  have  been  made  by 
the  noble  Lord  on  the  Woolsack,  and  by 
my  noble  Friend  the  Earl  of  Kimberley, 
and  I  feel  quite  alive  to  the  difficulties 
they  have  pointed  out.  I  am  not,  how- 
ever, quite  sure  that  I  feel  as  impressed 
as  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
Woolsack  with  the  idea  that  the  adop- 
tion of  children  and  freeing  parents  from 
their  natural  obligations  and  rights  is 
opposad  to  the  cardinal  principles  of 
English  law.  A  great  many  cardinal 
principles  of  English  law  have  been 
found  to  be  most  objectionable  and  in- 
defensible. We  have  got  rid  of  a  great 
many  so-called  "cardinal  principles," 
and,  therefore,  simply  to  be  told  tliat 
a  proposed  measure,  if  it  be  beneficial, 
is  **  against  the  cardinal  principles  of  the 
English  law "  does  not  weigh  with 
me  a  feather's  weight.  If  a  thing  is  bad, 
it  is  bad  of  its  own  inherent  nature : 
and  if  it  is  good,  it  is  none  the  worse  for 
being  opposed  to  a  cardinal  principle, 
which  isj  on  account  of  that  opposition, 
injurious,  and  ought,  therefore,  to  be 
got  rid  of  at  once.  But  I  quite  agree 
that  such  an  extreme  and  serious  change 
in  the  law  of  England  as  this  ought  not  to 
be  made  without  grave  consideration  and 
great  deliberation,  and  the  very  fact  that  it 
is  a  far-reaching  change  from  the  principle 
at  present  underlying  and  deeply 
rooted  in  our  law,  is,  of  course,  a  very 
strong  argument  why  that  change  should 
not  be  made,  and  a  new  principle  adop- 
ted, unless  it  is  clearly  proved  that  it  is 
necessary,  expedient,  and  wise.  So 
far,  I  am  entirely  in  agreement  with  my 
Viscount  Cranhrook 


noble  and  learned  Friend.  And  further, 
it' may  well  be  a  question  whether  public 
opinion  is  yet  ripe  for  such  a  solution  as 
this  Bill  presents  of  the  difficulties 
which  have  arisen  upon  this  question. 
It  is  a  very  great  change  to  make  to  free 
the  parent  from  the  liabiUties  which  the 
law  imposes  upon  him  towards  his 
children — to  take  away  from  him  the 
obligations  imposed  upon,  and  the 
rights  of  control  given  him,  and  transfer 
them  to  some  other  person.  I  think  it 
is  not  unimportant  to  consider  that  in 
some  of  the  States  in  America,  where  the 
laws  are  founded  on  our  ancient  Com- 
mon liaw,  this  important  change  has 
been  made,  and,  experience  has  shown, 
with  advantage.  It  seems  to  me  that 
we  are  too  apt  to  cling  to  things  that 
have  been,  and  not  ready  enough  to  in- 
quire whether  changes  which  seem  neces- 
sary have  bae  n  made  else  where,  and,  where 
they  have  been  made,  whether  or  not 
experience  has  shown  them,  on  the  whole, 
to  be  advantageous.  I  trust  we  shall  not 
lose  sight  of  admitted  evils  in  our  desire 
to  preserve  the  existing  rights  of  parents 
which  this  Bill,  like  every  other  proposal 
of  the  kind  that  I  have  heard,  recognises 
can  only  cease  to  be  theirs  with  their 
consent.  I  trust  we  shall  not  he  led  in 
any  such  views  to  disregard  or  treat 
lightly  the  real  evils  which  exist.  This 
Bill  has  been  conceived  in  the  interests 
of  neglected  children,  and  it  is  designed 
for  their  benefit  and  protection.  And, 
after  all,  the  advantages  of  parental  care 
and  the  exercise  of  parental  rights  by 
those  who  care  so  little  for  their  children 
that  they  are  willing  to  hand  them  over 
to  somebody  else,  are  presumably  not  of 
any  great  benefit  to  a  child ;  because,  as 
I  understand,  it  is  only  where  the  parents 
are  willing  to  divest  themselves  of  those 
rights  that  this  proposal  for  adoption  will 
operate.  My  object  in  addressing  the 
House  upon  this  occasion  is  not  either  to 
meet  the  arguments  which  have  been 
adduced  against  the  Bill,  or  to  urge  your 
Lordships  to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time, 
but  to  say  this — that,  as  there  is  an 
admitted  grievance  in  this  matter,  I  trust 
that  evil  will  be  dealt  with.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  admits 
that  it  exists,  and  I  think  it  is  a  pressing 
evil.  We  are  not  troubled  in  your  Lord- 
ships' House  with  any  particular  excess  of 
legislation,  and  I  am  quite  sure  that  we 
shall  have  ample  opportunity  and  leisure 
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for  doing  justice  to  any  legislation  that 
can  be  proposed.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  not  favoured  this  House 
with  any  measures  for  consideration 
during  this  Session,  and  any  measures  of 
theirs,  which  may  come  before  us  from 
the  other  House,  will  do  so  at  a  compara- 
tively late  period.  I,  therefore,  invite  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend,  before  we  have 
to  consider  measures  from  the  other 
House,  to  favour  us  with  some  proposals 
upon  this  subject.  I  am  quite  sure  your 
Lordships  will  be  most  happy  to  consider 
them,  and  will  do  your  best  to  put  them 
in  a  shape  which  would  give  general  sa- 
tisfaction. In  that  way  the  object  of  the 
noble  Earl  might  be  carried  into  effect 
without  any  unreasonable  delay,  and 
without  raising  the  objections  which  I 
feel  may  fairly  be  adduced  to  this  Bill. 

*LoRD  MORRIS:  My  Lords,  I  had 
not  the  honour  of  being  a  Member  of 
this  House  when  a  similar  Bill  was  in- 
troduced by  the  noble  Earl ;  but  I  confess 
J  was  a  good  deal  startled  on  reading  the 
Bill  which  he  has  introduced  this  Session. 
Giving  him  credit,  as  I  am  sure  everybody 
who  knows  him  will,  for  great  philan- 
thropy, for  entire  freedom  from  any 
sinister  motive  of  proselytising,  and  for  a 
simple  earnest  desire  to  benefit  neglected 
children,  it  does  anuize  me  how  such  a  Bill 
as  this  could  have  been  introduced.  It 
violates  one  of  the  cardinal  principles  of 
the  Common  Law  of  this  country.  I  confess 
I  do  not  at  all  share  the  readiness  of  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend,  who  spoke 
immediately  before  me,  with  the 
greatest  lightness  of  heart  of  getting 
rid  of  cardinal  principles  of  the 
law,  on  the  assumption  that  a  change 
might  be  for  the  better.  I  think  it  is 
always  a  matter  for  the  gravest  consider 
ation  when  your  Lordships'  House, 
the  last  Court  of  Appeal  on 
matters  connected  with  the  law  of 
this  United  Kingdom,  is  called  upon  to 
change  the  principles  of  the  English 
Common  Law.  «In  this  case  you  are 
asked  to  change  one  of  them  with 
extreme  readiness,  for  none  of  its 
principles  are  more  settled  than  that  of 
parental  authority.  By  a  great  Judge  it 
has  been  called,  in  a  remarkable  and 
comparatively  recent  case,  "  the  sacred 
right  of  the  father  to  be  the  ruler  in 
his  own  household,"  and  any  interference 
with  the  parental  authority,  so  as  to 
either  abrogate   or  diminish  it,  should 


never  be  contemplated,  except  for  the 
most  weighty  reasons.  Now,  I  have 
heard  no  reason  given  of  any  satisfactory 
character  to  lead  my  mind  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  there  is  a  feeling  abroad  of  the 
existence  of  any  extraordinarily  great 
grievance  upon  this  subject.  Instances 
have  been  shown  where  philanthropic 
societies  have  been  taken  in.  I  am  not 
aware  of  any  charitable  institution  which 
has  not  been  repeatedly  taken  in,  and 
bringing  forward  25  out  of  the  thousands 
of  cases  which  arise,  in  order  to  show  mis- 
conduct on  the  part  of  parents  in  at- 
tempting to  get  back  their  children,  after 
they  have  given  them  up,  is,  I  think, 
useless.  A  parent  cannot  finally 
give  up  the  custody  of  his  chil- 
dren to  another  person,  and  divest  himself 
of  that  which  the  Common  Law  imposes 
upon  him,  the  right  to  control  and  the 
obligation  of  maintaining  his  children. 
This  Bill  has  received  no  approval  from 
any  noble  Lord  on  principle.  I,  too,  object 
to  it  on  principle.  But,  if  possible,  I 
object  to  it  still  more  in  detail.  A  more 
singular  production  I  have  seldom  read. 
Forexample,  in  the  2nd  clause  it  says  that 
a  Bench  of  Magistrates  is  "  to  have  regard 
to  the  religion  of  the  parents."  If  a  very 
conscientious  man,  or  I  will  call  him  an 
over-conscientious  man,  sees  that  a  child 
is  of  a  religion  which  he  abhors,  he 
ought,  if  he  does  what  he  thinks  right, 
to  order  the  child  to  be  taken  from  persons 
who  are  of  that  religion  and  given  into 
the  charge  of  persons  who  will  bring  it 
up  in  another  faith.  To  "  have  regard 
to  the  religion  of  parents  "  is  one  of  the 
vaguest  and  most  unmeaning  phrases 
which  it  is  possible  to  introduce  into  an 
Act  of  Parliament.  The  noble  Earl  who 
introduced  this  Bill  said  that  the  prin- 
ciples of  our  law  are  often  amended.  So 
they  are ;  but  only  for  grave  reasons. 
But  as  I  read  this  Bill  it  is  not  only  the 
principles  of  the  law  that  are  to  be 
violated,  but  the  Decalogue  itself  is  to  be 
interfered  with  by  this  measure,  for 
children  are  to  be  freed  from  all  obliga- 
tions of  respect  or  obedience  to  their 
parents.  I  thought  one  of  the  Command- 
ments was  "  Honour  thy  father  and  thy 
mother,"  not  an  "adopted  father  and 
mother."  Then,  Clause  6  provides  that  a 
child  of  14  years  is  to  have  a  voice  in  its 
adoption.  Why  should  not  an  intelligent 
child  13  years  of  age  have  the  same 
privilege  ?    Why  should  the  a^e  of   14 
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be  fixed  upon  as  the  limit  at  which  a 
child  is  to  be  allowed  to  protest  against 
being  deprived  of  the  natural  guardian- 
ship of  its  own  father  and  mother,  and 
handed  oyer  to  strangers.  In  this  clause, 
too,  the  child  is  looked  upon  rather  as  an 
atom,  for  he  or  she  is  called  an  *'  it." 
The  proviso  is — 

**  If  it  consents  to  its  proposed  adoption/' 
whereas     in    Clause     8    the     "it"     is 
properly  translated  into  a  "  }ie  ^'     It  says 
that  a  child  so  adopted  shall  be  deemed 
the  child  of  the  foster  parents, 

"  For  the  purposes  of  inheritance  by  such 
child  and  his  descendants,  and  husband,  or 
wife." 

But  if  the  child  were  a  "  he,"  he  could 
scarcely  have  a  husband.  Then  by 
Clause  10  it  is  provided — 

''If  on  any  application  for  adoption  it 
shall  appear  that  the  child  intended  to 
be  adopted  has  neither  father  nor  mother 
nor  guardian,  ncrnext-of-kin,  or  having  such,** 

that  they  are  lunatic,  or  in  prison, 
and  so  on.  As  if  it  were  the  same 
thing  to  be  a  lunatic  or  to  be  in  prison. 
A  parent  might  have  been  imprisoned 
for  what,  after  all,  was  but  a  venial 
offence,  or  one  of  a  not  very  immoral 
character,  for  instance,  for  committing  a 
slight  assault ;  and  yet,  if  once  committed 
to  prison,  then  during  his  incarceration  his 
child  may  be  adopted  upon  an  afl&davit 
sworn  by  an  intelligent  foster  parent, 
and  w^hen  the  man  comes  out  of  prison 
he  will  find  that  he  has  been  deprived  of 
his  child,  not  because  he  was  a  lunatic, 
and  therefore  unfit  to  have  the  custody 
of  it,  but  because  he  has  been  temporarily 
committed  to  prison.  Really  I  should 
only  be  detaining  the  House  if  I  were  to 
go  through  what  I  must  call,  with  the 
greatest  respect  to  the  noble  Earl,  the 
many  absurdities  of  this  Bill.  It  is  a 
most  dangerous  kind  of  legislation, 
although  it  may  have  been  prompted  by 
philanthropic  motives.  The  whole  law  of 
the  descent  of  real  estate  is  put  aside  by 
the  Bill  ;  the  Statute  of  Distributions  is 
set  aside  by  it  ;  in  fact,  a  branch  of  our 
law  of  the  most  important  character  is 
interfered  with  by  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill,  dealt  with  in  the  most  summary 
manner,  and  its  application  handed  over 
to  the  discretion  of  any  Bench  of  Magis- 
trates at  Petty  Sessions.  Nobody  has 
greater  respect  than  myself  for  the 
Magistrates  at  Petty  Sessions,  when  they 
are  employed  in  their  own  proper  busi- 
Lord  Morris 


ness ;  but  if  there  be  a  subjeei  nitioli 
more  than  any  other  has  to  a  great 
extent  exercised  the  highest  GonrtB  of  the 
realm,  it  is  the  settling  of  a  principle  on 
which  a  parent  shall  be  deprived  of  the 
custody  of  his  children  for  misconduct,  or 
for  other  reasons.  The  instances  are 
numerous  in  which  Judges  have  differed 
in  opinion.  In  proper  cases  the 
Sovereign,  as  parens  patriae^  has 
delegated  to  the  Court  of  Chancery  the 
care  and  custody  of  children,  in  order 
that  they  should  not  be  taken  possession 
of  by  parents  who  have  been  guilfy  of 
misconduct.  But  interference  with 
parental  control  is  a  branch  of  the  law 
which  has  always  been  regarded  as  of 
the  greatest  diflRculty,  and  yet  it  is  now 
proposed  that  the  administration  of  that 
branch  of  the  law  which  has  been  found 
of  the  greatest  diflBculty  by  men  of  legal 
training,  and  most  eminent  authority, 
is  to  be  handed  over  to  any  Bench  of 
Magistrates  at  Petty  Sessions  in  the 
United  Kingdom  !  Everyone  who  knows 
anything  of  Petty  Sessions  will  recog- 
nise how  soon  there  would  be  a  contest 
there,  as  to  who  should  capture  the 
children.  I  am  sure  nobody  who 
knows  the  noble  Earl  would  fail  to 
acquit  him  of  any  proselytising  ideas,  but 
though  he  is  not  to  be  charged  with  any 
idea  of  that  kind  the  Bill  would  lead  to 
that  result.  For  those  reasons  I  am  glad 
that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
Woolsack  has  opposed  the  Bill,  but  I 
hope  that  he  will  go  farther  and  move 
that  it  be  read  again  this  day  six 
months. 

♦Lord  TURING:  My  Lords,  after 
what  has  been  said,  I  have  very  little  to 
add  in  reference  to  this  Bill.  My 
noble  and  learned  Friend  who 
spoke  last  has  been  very  success- 
ful in  pointing  out  its  defects,  in 
laughing  at  the  philanthropic  efforts  of 
its  supporters,  and  in  urging  the  necessity 
of  maintaining  the  sacred  rights  of  a 
parent  to  bring  up  his  children  in  the 
gutter,  in  sin,  misery,  And  dirt.  But  if 
any  noble  Lord  who  is  of  that  opinion, 
had  sat  as  I  have  done  in  two  Sessions 
upon  inquiries  into  the  conditions  of  the 
poor,  once  on  the  Sweating  Committee, 
and  again  on  the  Poor  Law  Committee, 
he  would  know  that  there  is  a  great  evil 
existing  which  this  Bill  seeks  to  remedy ; 
and  therefore,  although  the  Bill  may 
not  be   well-adapted  for  that  purpose, 
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it  ought  not  to  be  ridiculed  or  laughed 
at.  Case  after  case  was  brought  before 
the  Committee,  of  which  mj  noble 
Friend  Lord  Kimberley  was  Chairman, 
in  which  it  was  proved  that  female 
children  who  had  been  brought  up  by 
kind  and  good  people  to  be  chaste  and 
good  members  of  society,  were,  at  the 
time  of  greatest  danger  when  they  were 
just  reaching  womanhood,  claimed  by 
their  parents  for  the  vilest  purposes,  and 
were  delivered  up  beyond  doubt  for 
those  purposes.  My  Lords,  are  those 
facts  to  be  laughed  at,  simply  because 
the  form  of  this  Bill  does  not  please  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  ?  I  say  there  is 
a  great  and  grievous  evil  existing,  and 
an  immediate  necessity  that  the  law 
should  be  so  altered  as  to  give  greater 
prot3ctiou  to  those  benevolent  people 
who  rescue  children  from  misery  and 
vice,  and  are  afterwards  compelled  by  a 
harsh  law  to  hand  them  back  to  parents 
who  are  unworthy  to  have  any  power 
over  them. 

♦The  Earl  of  MEATH:  My  Lords, 
before  this  discussion  closes  I  should  like 
to  say  a  few  words.  In  the  first  place,  I 
must  thank  the  noble  Lords  upon  my 
right,  who  have  kindly  supported,  not 
the  Bill,  for  that  they  have  not  done,  but 
the  view  which  I  take,  and  which  the 
majority  of  your  Lordships  seem  to  take, 
that  there  is  a  necessity  for  legislation 
upon  this  subject.  We  have  heard  a 
great  deal  about  the  cardinal  principles 
of  English  law,  and  about  the  sacred 
rights  of  a  father  ;  but  I  would  ask,  what 
are  the  sacred  rights  of  a  father  ?  Are 
they  that  he  shall  permit  his  child  to  be 
degraded  ?  Is  that  a  sacred  right  of  a 
father  1  Has  he  a  sacred  right  to  take 
his  daughter  to  be  prostituted  ?  That, 
my  Lords,  is  what  is  going  on  at  pre- 
sent. But  I  would  ask  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  whether 
it  is  not  the  fact,  when  he  tells  us  that  it 
is  contrary  to  the  law  of  England  that 
children  should  be  taken  from  their 
parents,  that  that  power  is  possessed  and 
constantly  exercised  by  the  Court  of 
Chancery  ? 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR :  If  the 
noble  Earl  will  forgive  me,  I  did  not  say 
so.  What  I  said  was  that  such  a  bargain 
as  that  which  he  describes  as  solemnly 
taking  place  before  a  magistrate  would 
have  no  operation  according  to  English 
law. 


•Thb  Earl  of  MEATH:  Anyhow, 
my  Lords,  I  believe  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery does  interfere  to  take  a  child  from 
the  custody  of  its  parent.  There  was  a 
well-known  case  in  which  a  respectable 
Dissenting  minister  was  left  a  legacy  of 
£500  on  condition  that  his  child  was 
taken  from  his  custody.  The  Court  of 
Chancery  decided  that  this  sacred  prin- 
ciple of  English  law  could  be  broken  in 
that  instance,  and  the  child  was  taken 
from  the  custody  of  its  father  because 
he  accepted  the  legacy.  Where 
is  this  "  sacred  principle  of  the  law  of 
England,"  1  should  like  to  know,  after 
that?  I  do  not  think  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  will  deny 
that  that  is  a  fact,  and  that  the  custody 
of  that  child  was  taken  away  from  the 
father.  It  has  been  with  great  pleasure 
that  I  have  heard  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Herschell)  suggest  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  that  they  might 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  effect  this  purpose ; 
and  I  do  sincerely  hope  that  instead  of 
contenting  themselves  with  criticising 
my  Bill  and  the  Bills  of  other  people 
they  will  come  forward  and  do  something 
in  this  matter.  I  am  not  a  lawyer  my- 
self, and  I  do  not  profess  to  be  one ; 
and  I  should  very  much  like  to  see  some 
of  the  lawyers  in  the  House  come  for- 
ward in  this  matter.  Let  us  have  the 
thing  done  ;  I  do  not  care  at  all  how  it 
is  done ;  and  it  can,  I  think,  be  best  done 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  Does 
the  noble  Earl  proceed  with  his  Motion 
for  a  Second  Reading  ? 

•The  Earl  of  MEATH:  No;  I 
withdraw. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn. 

Bill  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with] 
drawn 

PRESENTATION  TO   BENEFICES  BILL. 
(No.  68.)  . 
House  in  Committee  (on  Re-commit- 
ment) (according  to  order). 

Bill  reported  without  further  amend- 
ment. 

The  Bishop  of  LICHFIELD:  I 
shall  ask  your  Lordships  to  consent  to  a 
few  slight  alterations  which  it  is  desir- 
able  to   make  in  the  Bill.     They  are 
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merely  literal  mistakes  or  errors  by  in- 
.  advertence.  But  in  Clause  9  it  is  pro- 
vided that  the  offic5e  of  Trustee  shall  be 
vacated  under  certain  circumstances. 
One  of  them  is,  if  the  Trustee  shall  reside 
abroad  for  a  period  exceeding  12  months. 
I  believe  that  is  not  an  uncommon 
provision  in  other  Trusts,  and  it  is  not 
unreasonable,  because,  where  Trustees  re- 
quire to  meet  constantly,  such  a  pro- 
longed absence  should  be  a  disqualifica- 
tion. But  in  this  case,  where  the 
Trusteeship  is  only  that  of  a  living,  it 
seems  to  be  a  somewhat  vexatious 
provision  that  if  a  Trustee  resides 
abroad  for  a  period  exceeding  12  months 
his  tenure  of  the  office  should  cease.  I 
would  therefore  ask  your  Lordships* 
consent  to  the  excision  of  those  words. 

Further  Amendments  made;  Bill  to 
be  read  3*  on  Monday  next. 

LICHFIELD     CATHEDRAL    BILL. 

(No.  12.) 
House  in  Committee  (on  Re-commit- 
ment) (according  to  order) ;  Bill  reported 
without  amendment ;  and  to  be  read  3* 
on  Monday  next. 

SOUTH  INDIAN    RAILWAY  PURCHASE 
BILL.— (No.  69.) 
SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

♦The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Viscount  Cross)  :  My  Lords,  at 
the  time  this  Railway  Scheme  was  prac- 
tically framed  the  usual  stipulation  was 
made  for  a  proviso  that  the  Government 
might  buy  it  within  a  certain  time.  In 
accordance  with  that  provision  notice 
had  to  be  given  in  March  last.  That 
notice  has  been  given  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  in  Council,  and  this  Bill  is 
simply  to  provide  the  funds  required  for 
the  purpose,  whicli  will  effect  a  saving  of 
£36,000  a  year  to  the  Indian  Revenue. 

Bill  read  2»  (according  to  order),  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Monday  next. 

COMMITTEE  OF  SELECTION  FOR 

STANDING  COMMITTEES. 
Report  from,  That  the  Committee  have 
added  the  Earl    of    Kimberley    to    the 
Standing  Committee  for  Bills  relating  to 
The  Bishop  of  Lichfield 


Law,  *kc.,  for  tlie  consideration  of  the 
Open  Spaces  Bill.  Read,  and  ordered  to 
lie  on  the  Table. 

Hoose  adjourned  at  half  past  Fi^e  o'clock, 

to  Monday  next,  a  quarter  before 

Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Fridays  25ih  AprU,  1890. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

MR.  SPEAKER'S  INDISPOSmON. 

The  House  being  met,  the  Clerk  at 
the  Table  informed  the  House  of  the 
unavoidable  absence  of  Mr.  Speaker, 
owing  to  the  oontinuanoe  of  his  indis- 
position. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Courtney,  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means,  proceeded  to 
the  Table  ;  and,  after  Prayers,  took  the 
Chair  as  Deputy  Speaker,  pursuant  to 
the  Standing  Order. 


CHARITABLE     TRUSTS     (RENT- 

CHARGES). 
Return  ordered — 

**0f  Rent-Charg^es  subject  to  Charitable 
Trusts  in  the  County  of  Hereford,  retamed  as 
paid  in  the  Reports  of  the  Commissioners 
for  inquiring  concerning  Charities,  1819-37y 
and  not  now  paid  (in  continuation  of  Parlia- 
mentary Paper,  No.  309,  of  Session  1889.)"— 
(Mr.  Rankin,) 


KEW  AND  PETERSHAM  VICARAGE 
BILL  (No.  229)  (NO  STANDING  ORDERS 
APPLICABLE). 

Mr.  DfiPxriY  Speaker  laid  upon  the 
Table  Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners 
of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  pursuant 
to  the  Order  of  the  House  of  the  2l8t 
day  of  April,  That,  in  the  case  of  the 
following  Bill,  no  Standing  Orders  are 
applicable,  namely,  Kew  and  Petersham 
Vicarage  Bill. 

MOTION. 


HARES   AND  BABBITS   BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Arthur  WiUiamfl,  BiU  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  killing  and 
taking  of  Hares  and  Rabbits,  ordered  to  bt 
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brought  in  by  Mr.  Arthur  Williams,  Mr.  Samuel 
Evans,    Mr.  Lloyd  Morgan,  and   Mr.   Lloyd- 
George. 
BiH  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  286.] 

Q  VEST  IONS. 


LICENCE  DUTIES-THE  **  BETTER- 

MENT"  PRINCIPLE. 
Mr.  LENG  (Dundee):  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether,  in  arranging  for  the  compensa- 
tion of  publicans  deprived  of  licences,  he 
will  apply  the  principle  of  "  betterment" 
by  establishing  a  compensation  fund,  to 
which  shall  be  contributed,  either  by 
increased  Licence  Duties  or  direct  pay- 
ments, an  equivalent  of  the  augmented 
value  of  the  property  and  business  of  the 
publicans  remaining  licensed  and  pos- 
sessed of  a  fixed  monopoly  of  the  trade  ? 

*The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Goschen,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  I  must  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  duty  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  really 
confined  to  devising  means  ;  the  licensing 
question  will  be  in  the  hands  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board.  The  Govern- 
ment are  hastening  on  as  best  they  can 
the  preparation  of  a  measure  on  this 
subject ;  and  therefore  it  will  be  better 
to  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the  pro- 
visions of  that  measure  when  it  is  pro- 
duced, rather  than  to  give  explanations 
across  the  floor  of  the  House. 

Sir  W.  LAWSON  (Cumberland, 
Cockermouth) :  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  give  the  House  any  idea 
when  the  Bill  dealing  with  this  matter 
will  be  ready  ? 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN:  Probably  in  the 
course  of  the  next  three  or  four  days. 

THE  GLASGOW  POLICE. 
Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether 
the  attention  of  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land has  been  called  to  two  Memorials 
sent  to  him  by  the  police  constables  of 
Glasgow  urging  the  adoption  of  the 
Government  model  scale  of  pay  in  their 
case,  and  to  the  fact  that  Her  Majesty's 
Inspector  of  Constabulary  in  Scotland 
has,  in  successive  Annual  Reports,  sup- 
ported the  prayer  of  the  Memorialists ; 
and  whether  it  is  proposed  to  take  any 
action  in  the  matter  ? 


*Thb  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  Robertson,  Bute) :  Two  Memo- 
rials of  the  nature  referred  to  in  the 
question  have  been  received  by  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  and  though,  in 
some  of  his  Annual  Reports,  the  Inspec- 
tor of  Constabulary  has  expressed  general 
approval  of  the  adoption  of  the  model 
scale  of  pay  throughout  Scotland  he  has 
not^  so  far  as  I  am  aware,  made  any 
special  reference  in  those  Reports  to  the 
Glasgow  Police  Force,  or  to  the  prayer 
of  the  Memorialists,  The  Secretary  for 
Scotland  has  communicated  with  the 
Local  Authorities  who  have  absolute  dis- 
cretion in  the  matter;  but  they  have 
declined  to  give  effect  to  the  request  of 
the  Petitioners.  It  is  not  proposed  to 
take  any  further  action  in  the  matter. 

THE  SCOTCH  MAILS. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  CAMERON 
(Wick)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether,  considering  the  large 
surplus  in  the  hands  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  for  the  financial  year 
1889-90,  he  is  now  prepared  to  make 
such  arrangements  for  the  earlier 
delivery  of  southern  mails  in  Dingall, 
Cromarty,  Tain,  Dornoch,  Wick,  and 
Kirkwall,  particularly  the  two  latter,  as 
was  recently  asked  for  ? 
•The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes,  University  of  Cambridge) :  I  do 
not  think  I  should  be  justified  in  incur- 
ring additional  expenditure  on  the  Mail 
Service  to  the  Highland  District ;  but, 
as  already  stated,  in  reply  to  a  question 
which  the  hon.  Member  put  to  me  on 
the  17th,  I  am  considering  whether 
improved  arrangements .  can  be  effected 
without  a  further  charge  on  the 
Revenue.  The  hon.  Member  should  be 
aware  that  the  repetition  of  questions  on 
this  point  qan  only  tend  to  prejudice  the 
satisfactory,  result  of  any  negotiations 
carried  on  with  this  object. 

MEETINGS  OF  POST  OFFICE 
OFFICIALS. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  WILLIAMS  (Glamor- 
gan,  S.)  :  I  beg  td  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  he  has 
issued  a  Circular  containing  the  follow- 
ing Regulations  with  respect  to  meetings 
held  for  discussion  of  official  questions  by 
telegraph  and  Post  Office  S3rvants  out- 
side Post  Office  buildings  : — 
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'*  1.  That  ample  notice  be  given  to  the  local 
Post  Office  authorities  that  such  meeting  will 
be  held,  and  where ; 

**2.  That  the  meeting  will  be  confined  to 
Post  Office  servants,  and  to  those  Post  Office 
Servants  only  who  are  directly  interested  in 
matters  to  be  discussed  ; 

**3.  That  an  official  shorthand  writer  is 
present  if  required  by  the  authorities ; 

**  These  Rules  apply  both  to  telegraphic  and 
Post  Office  servants.  Should  any  meeting  be 
held  hereafter  in  respect  to  which  the  fore- 
going conditions  are  not  complied  with,  those 
who  take  part  in  it  will  be  held  strictly  respon* 
sible  for  the  breach  of  the  Rules  ;  " 

and  whether  there  is  any  precedent  for 
snch  restrictions  upon  the  right  of 
telegfraphic  and  Post  OflBce  Civil  servants 
to  meet  and  discuss  questions  affecting 
their  position  and  interests  ? 

*Mr.  RAIKES  :  It  is  the  fact  that  a 
Circular  has  been  issued  to  the  effect 
stated  by  the  hon.  Member.  At  least, 
one  precedent  I  can  mention  and  that 
witlun  the  Post  Office  itself ;  for  until 
this  Circular  was  issued  the  Rule,  as  it 
has  existed  for  nearly  a  quarter  of  a 
century,  was  absolutely  prohibitory.  As 
I  stated  only  yesterday,  the  Circular  is  in 
relaxation  and  not  in  restraint. 

Mr.  a.  WILLIAMS :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  lay  on  the  Table  the 
exact  terms  of  the  Rule  which  prohibits 
these  meetings  ? 

*Mr.  RAIKES  :  Yes,  Sir ;  I  have  no 
objection  to  do  so,  if  the  House  desires  it. 
Mr.  A.  AVILLIAMS  :  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  I  will  take  an  early  opportunity 
of  calling  attention  to  the  subject,  with 
the  view  to  asking  the  House  to  affirm  the 
undoubted  right  of  Civil  Service  employes 
to  discuss  their  grievances  free  from 
official  intimidation  or  interference. 

THE  INDIAN  COUNCILS— MINUTES  OF 

THE  LATE  AND  PRESENT  VICEIIOYS. 

Mr.   BRADLAUGH  (Northampton)  : 

I  bag  to  ask  the  Under  Secretaryof  State 

for  India  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  late 

Viceroy  and  the  present  Viceroy  of  India 

have,  in  Minutes,  severally  addressed  to 

the  Secretary  of  State,  expressed  opinions 

in    favour    of   the   introduction   of    the 

elective  principle  in  any   reform   of   the 

Indian  Councils  ;  and,  if  so,   whether  he 

will  lay  such  Minutes  upon  the  Table  of 

the  House  ? 

*The  under  SECRETARY  or  state 

FOR    INDIA   (Sir  J.  Gorst,  Chatham)  : 

The  Papers  asked  for  in  the  question  are 

confidential  communications  which  have 

Mr,  Arthur  Willinvis 


been  made  by  the  Viceroys  of  India  to 
the  Secretary  of  State.  It  has  already 
been  stated  in  both  Houses  of  Parliament 
that  these  Papers  cannot  be  given,  with 
due  regard  to  the  interests  of  the 
Public  Service.  Publication  of  snch 
documents  would  put  a  stop  to  those  con- 
fidential relations  between  the  Secretary 
of  State  and  the  Viceroy  of  India,  which 
it  is  essential  to  maintain.  As  the  Papers 
cannot  be  produced,  I  cannot  answer  the 
inquiry  as  to  the  nature  of  their  contents. 

THE  INDIAN  FINANCE  COMMITTEE. 
Mr.  BRADLAUGH :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  he  can  now  state  whether  any, 
and  which,  of  the  recommendations  made 
by  the  Indian  Finance  Committee  on 
20th  Dacember,  1886,  have  been  accepted 
and  acted  upon,  and  what  are  the  savings, 
specifying  such  savings,  which  have  been 
efEected  ? 

♦Sir  J.  GORST:  The  recommendations 
which  have  been  adopted  and  are  now 
being  acted  on  are  : — Arrangements 
with  Provincial  Governments  in  1887 
Rx640,100 ;  further  reductions  in  pro- 
vincial expenditure  Rx57,480  ;  re- 
organisation of  Public  Works  Department 
Rx  1 57,500;  allowances  for  hill  stationsand 
Simla  travelling  allowances  Rx  12,600; 
various  (Salt  and  Customs,  High 
Courts,  Presidency  allowances,  «kc.) 
Rx45,540 ;  supplementary  proposals 
Rx  182,648,  being  a  gross  total  of 
Rx  1,095,868.  Some  of  these  reductions, 
although  accepted,  can  only  take  place 
gradually. 

GOVKRNMENT  WRITERS. 

Mr.  CL'NINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary to  th3  Treasury  what  is  the  total 
numbar  of  Writers  now  upon  the 
Register ;  how  many  are  in  receipt  of 
bonus  under  the  Treasury  Minute  of 
December  21st,  1886 ;  how  many  have 
accepted  the  gratuity  and  retired ;  how 
many  are  still  eligible  to  compete  for 
vacancies  in  the  Second  Division  ;  how 
many  were  recommended  for  promotion 
to  the  Lower  Division  by  the  Heads  of 
their  Departments,  under  the  Treasury 
Minute  of  21st  December,  1886  ;  and 
how  many  were  actually  promoted  ? 

TiiK  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.)  :  Total 
number  now  on  Register,  961  ;  number 
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in  receipt  of  bonus  under  Treasury 
Minute,  1886,  534 ;  number  who  have 
retired  with  a  gratuity,  259 ;  number 
still  eligible  to  compete,  152  ;  number 
nominated  for  promotion,  81  ;  number 
actually  promoted,  70  ;  number  appointed 
to  other  situations  in  the  Civil  Service,  13. 

METHYLATED  SPIRITS. 
Mr.  BARIISTG  (London) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  spirits  imported  for  methylation 
should  have  a  return  of  the  duty  on  re- 
exportation; and,  if  not,  why  not? 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Subject  to  the  pay- 
ment of  the  differential  duty  or  surtax 
of  4d.  in  the  case  of  foreign  spirits  used 
for  methylation,  methylated  spirits  are 
either  prepared  from  spirits  upon  which 
duty  has  not  been  paid,  or,  in  the  case  of 
a  rectifier  of  spirits,  from  duty-paid 
spirits  upon  which  a  drawback  of  the 
duty  of  Excise  is  allowed  at  the  time  of 
methylation.  There  is  not,  therefore, 
any  duty  to  be  returned  upon  the  expor- 
tation of  methylated  spirits. 

JOINT  STOCK  COMPANIES  AND  TAXA- 
TION. 
Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St.  Rol- 
lox)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether  he  would  propose 
an  alteration  of  the  law  whereby  all 
Limited  Liability,  Joint  Stock,  Civil  Ser- 
vice, and  Co-operative  Societies  would  be 
treated  as  units  for  purposes  of  taxation 
without  rebate  to  individual  members  ? 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN :  No,  Sir ;  I  should 
not  be  prepared  to  propose  an  alteration 
of  the  law  whicli  would  practically  in- 
volve that  persons  with  a  less  income 
than  £150  should  pay  Income  Tax.  That 
is  not  a  policy  which  I  should  be  pre- 
pared to  endorse. 

THE  ROYAL  SCHOOL  OF  MINES. 
Mr.  MACDONALD  CAMERON:  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education  if 
he  is  aware  that  there  are  assayers, 
metallurgists,  and  mining  men  who  are 
in  the  habit  of  using  the  initials  that 
denote  the  Associateship  of  the  Royal 
School  of  Mines,  but  who  have  not 
graduated  at  that  Institution ;  and 
whether  the  Council  of  the  School  is  in  a 
position   to  effectually  deal  with   such 


persons;  and,  if  not,  whether  he  will 
take  steps  to  invest  the  Council  with  the 
power  necessary  to  do  so  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke,  Kent, 
Dartford) :  General  statements  to  the 
efEect  have,  I  believe,  been  made,  but  no 
specific  cases  have  been  brought  to  my 
knowledge.  If  any  such  are  laid  before 
the  Department,  the  opinion  of  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown  will  be  taken  on 
the  subject. 

THE  ESSEX  MILITIA. 
Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.):  I  had 
intended  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  whether  the  Essex  Militia  are  to 
be  placed  under  canvas  on  28th  April ;  and 
whether  it  is  usual  to  place  unseasoned 
troops  under  canvas  so  early  in  the  year  ; 
but  at  the  request  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  I  beg  to  defer  the  question. 

THE  WRECK  COMMISSION. 
Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
if  there  is  any  intention  of  filling  the 
position  held  by  the  late  Mr.  Rothery 
over  the  Wreck  Commission  ;  how  long 
the  position  has  been  vacant ;  and  if  it  is 
correctly  stated  that  in  this  Office  great 
difficulty  exists  in  consequence  of  the 
stafE  of  clerks  having  no  responsible 
chief  ? 

♦The  president  of  the  BOARD  or 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
W.) :  No,  Sir.  There  is  no  present  in- 
tention of  filling  the  position  referred  to. 
The  lata  Wreck  Commissioner  died  on  the 
1st  of  August,  1888.  I  am  not  aware 
of  any  difficulty  having  arisen  in  the  late 
Wreck  Commissioners'  Office,  as  suggested 
in  the  hon.  Member's  question. 

TEA  AND  CURRANT  DUTIES. 
Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether  he  has  considered 
the  complaints  of  grocers  who  have 
recently  laid  in  large  stocks  of  tea,  and 
also  the  complaints  of  Co-operative 
Distributive  Societies  who  have  large 
stocks  of  tea  and  currants  ;  and  whether 
he  will,  by  a  repayment  of  the  whole  or 
part  of  the  duty,  or  by  a  postponement 
of  the  dates  at  which  the  new  scales  of 
duty  are  to  come  in  force,  minimise  the 
loss  to  such  traders  and  Societies  ? 
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*Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  I  am  afraid  1  can 
only  give  the  same  answer  as  1  gave 
yesterday.  I  would  point  out  to  the 
hon.  Member  that  in  the  case  of  Co- 
operative Associations  the  members  will 
gain  by  the  lower  prices  what  the  Associa- 
tions might  lose  in  profit. 

Mr.  B'RYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  :  At  what 
date  will  the  reduction  of  the  Tea  Duties 
take  place  1 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  The  1st  of  May. 

IRELAND— MR.  PERCY  MAGAN,  J. P. 
Mr.  HAYDEN  (Leitrim,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
whether  he  has  yet  decided  what  cours? 
he  will  take  in  reference  to  the  charge 
of  fraud  under  the  Arrears  Act  brought 
against  Mr.  Percy  Magan,  J.P. ;  whether 
he  has  taken  any  steps  to  ascertain  who 
derived  pecuniary  benefit  from  the 
alleged  false  representation  made  in  the 
joint  application  ;  and  whether,  if  he 
entertained  any  doubt  as  to  the  truth  of 
the  charges  which  have  been  made, 
he  has  availed  himself  of  the  offer  made 
to  him  to  furnish  further  evidence  in 
support  of  them  ? 

♦The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  University  of 
Dublin) :  In  consequence  of  a  former 
question  of  the  hon.  Member  I  communi- 
cated with  the  Land  Commission  and 
have  been  furnished  with  tlie  receipt 
given  by  Mr.  Magjin,  which  does  not  su1> 
stantiate  the  charge  of  the  hon.  Member. 
Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  :  Is  it  not 
tlie  fact  tliat  the  landlord  iu  this  case 
made  an  affidavit  that  the  rent  of  a 
certain  holding  was  due  and  Wiis  not 
paid  at  a  time  when  it  appears  from  the 
landlord's  own  receipt  that  it  had  been 
paid ']  Under  the  circumstiinces,  is  it  not 
the  duty  of  the  Government  to  institute 
a  prose i^ution  ? 

*Mr.  :MADDEN  :  The  suggestion  made 
was  that  Mr.  Magan  had  made  an  affi- 
davit which  was  not  true.  On  com- 
paring the  receipt  with  the  affidavit  I 
found  that  the  affidavit  applied  to  a 
holding  of  XI 5  a  year,  whereas  the 
receipt  was  for  £8  15s.  Therefore,  there 
is  no  priind  facie  case  upou  which  I  can 
act.  Mr.  Magan  has  ofEered  to  give  any 
information  and  submit  to  any  investiga- 
tion that  may  be  considered  necessary. 
f-.|SMR.  SEXTON:  How  is  it  that  the 
Attorney  General  in  the  vindication  of 
the  law  has  not  thought  it  necessary  to 


institute  au  inquiry  ?  As  there  was  .only 
one  holding  it  is  manifest  that  the  receipt 
must  have  referred  to  it. 

♦Mr.  MADDEN  :  No,  that  is  notmani. 
fest.  The  charge  was  simply  based  upon 
an  allegation  which  the  documents  do 
not  support. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  Has  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  inquired  whether 
there  is  any  other  holding  ? 

♦Mr.  madden  :  As  I  have  abeady 
said,  the  receipt  refers  to  a  rent  of  £8  15s., 
and  the  affidavit  deals  with  a  holding  at 
XI 5  a  year. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  beg  to  give  notice 
that  I  will  take  an  early  opportunity  of 
showing  that  the  Irish  Executive  are 
endeavouring  to  screen  criminal  conduct 
which  it  is  their  duty  to  prosecute. 

THE    MAGHERAFELT    UNION. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  complaints 
have  reached  him  that  at  the  recent 
election  of  Guardians  for  the  Magherafelt 
Union  the  Returning  Officer  accepted 
and  treated  as  valid  the  nomijiation 
paper  of  one  of  the  candidates  (Mr. 
Mann),  although  delivered  to  the  Return- 
ing Officer  at  his  private  address,  and  not, 
as  required  by  the  rule,  at  the  place 
fixed  by  the  notice  of  election,  i,e.  the 
Board  room  of  the  Union  ;  and  that  the 
Returning  OfficL^rat  the  same  time,  though 
not  competent  to  take  evidence  on  oath, 
made  a  private  inquiry  to  prove  that  the 
nomination  paper  of  Mr.  Mann's  opponent 
had  not  been  signed  with  the  proper  sig- 
nature of  the  nominator,  and,  having 
rejected  the  nomination  paper  on 
this  ground,  returned  Mr.  Mann 
as  elected  unopposed  ;  and  'whether 
the  Local  Government  Board  pro- 
pos3,  under  these  circumstances,  to 
hold  the  usual  inquiry  as  to  the  validity 
of  the  election,  so  as  to  permit  of  the 
question  being  tried  in  a  Court  of  Law  ? 

Thk  chief  secretary  for  IRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.)  :  It  is  the  case  that  a  complaint  was 
received  by  the  Local  Government  Board 
in  regard  to  the  recent  election  of 
Guardians  for  the  Magherafelt  Union. 
The  Board,  however,  found  on  inquiry 
that  the  nomination  paper  was  delivered 
to  the  Returning  Officer  within  the 
prescribed  time,  and,  following  precedent, 
they  ruled  that  the  fact  of  its  delivery 
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having  baen  at  that  officer's  residence  did 
not  invalidato  it.  A  complaint  was  also 
received  by  the  Board  regarding  the 
rejection  of  the  other  nomination  paper 
as  invalid  by  the  Returning '  Officer, 
which  he  had  done  on  the  ground  that 
he  had  satisfied  himself  that  the  paper 
had  not  been  signed  by  the  ratepayer 
nom  inating.  The  complainant  was  there- 
upon afforded  an  opportunity  of  forward- 
ing a  writt3n  statement  from  the 
ratepayer  in  question,  to  the  effect  that 
he  himself  had  signed  the  paper,  but  no 
such  statement  has  been  received  by  the 
Board.  From  the  facts  submitted  to  the 
Local  Government  Board  there  appears  to 
be  no  ground  for  directing  a  sworn 
inquiry  to  be  held. 

•     THE  INHABITED  HOUSE  DUTY. 

Mr.  JOHN  KELLY  (Camberwell, 
N.)  :  I  bag  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether,  in  drafting  the  Bill 
embodying  the  great  concessions  which  he 
has  m;>de  m  the  matter  of  the  incidence 
of  the  Inhabited  House  Duty,  he  will 
consider  the  present  position,  in  refer- 
ence to  this  tax,  of  professional  men  and 
others,  particularly  those  keeping  schools, 
who  have  no  option  but  to  pay  rents  out 
of  all  proportion  to  their  means  and  to 
their  requirements  as  private  persons, 
with  a  view  of  giving  them  at  least  the 
same  relief  as  he  proposes  to  give  to  the 
keepers  of  lodging  houses  ? 
•Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  I  am  not  prepared 
to  open  any  further  questions  this  year 
with  regard  to  remissions  in  the  House 
Duty. 

THE  PLATE  DUTIES. 
Mr.  H.  WILSON  (York,  W.R., 
Holmfirth) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  whether  it  is  true  that 
a  shipping  house  has  offered  duties  in 
plate  to  re-land  the  plate  which  has  been 
exported,  so  as  to  enable  them  to  re-ship 
it  again  % 
•Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  have  heard  of  that 
plan — or  that  scheme,  perhaps,  would  be 
the  more  proper  appal lation  ;  but,  fortu- 
nately, there  are  existing  means  to  check 
ft.  and  I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  state  the 
fact  publicly,  namely,  that  the  drawback 
will  only  ba  paid  where  a  declaration  is 
made  that  the  plate  was  exported  with- 
out any  intention  of  re-landing  or  re- 
importing it.  Therefore,  any  peraops 
yOL.  pCCXLIII.    [thibd  sebiks.] 


I  who  would  re-export  plate  under  the 
I  invitation  of  such  a  circular  would 
I  probably  render  themselves  liable  to  an 
action  for  having  signed  a  bond  under 
what  might  possibly  be  considered  false 
pretences.  At  all  events,  I  am  glad  to 
say  that,  though  a  shipping  agent  did  send 
circulars  to  the  whole  trade,  there  has 
been  little  or  no  response  to  the  tempting 
invitation,  and  the  great  bulk  of  the 
trade  have  abstained  from  having  re- 
course to  such  methods. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  :  May  I  ask  the  Chancellor,  of 
the  Exchequer  whether  he  is  correctly 
reported  as  having  said  that  he  has  not 
yet  decided  as  to  the  Plate  Duty,  and  if. 
in  any  case,  having  regard  to  the  large 
number  of  intricate  technical  questions 
involved  in  the  abolition  of  the  duty 
which,  unless  carefully  considered  with 
the  advice  of  experts,  will  involve  the 
trade  in  serious  loss,  he  proposes  to 
postpone  the  coming  into  operation  of 
the  new  order  of  things  ? 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN :  1  must  have  been 
misreported  yesterday.  The  only  ques- 
tion I  understood  to  be  put  to  me  was 
with  regard  to  the  question  of  gold 
plate  and  not  silver  plate.  With  regard 
to  silver  plate,  there  has  been  no  hesita- 
tion whatever.  It  would  be  most  in- 
convenient to  postpone  the  date,  espe- 
cially in  view  of  measures  v/hich  might  be 
taken,  such  as  were  alluded  to  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  Every  measure 
necessary  has  been  taken  in  concert 
with  men  thoroughly  acquainted  with 
the  trade,  and  little  difficulty  is  expected 
in  carrying  out  the  matter  satisfac- 
torily. 

ORDER  OF  BUSINESS. 
Mr.  J.  MORLEY  (Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne):  I  rise  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  a  question  with  regard  to 
the  Allotments  Bill,  on  the  Paper  to- 
day. The  First  Lord  will  remember  that 
when  the  House  was  asked  to  consent  to 
Morning  Sittings,  there  was,  I  think,  a 
distinct  engagement  given  that  Morning 
Sittings  would  be  used  for  purposes  of 
Supply.  I  want  to  ask  at  what  hour, 
and  on  what  grounds,  the  Allotments 
Bill  was  last  night  put  down  on  the 
Paper  for  to-day,  and  on  what  grounds 
the  arrangement  entered  into  was  de- 
ps^rted  from  % 
3  F 
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•Mb.  CHANNING  :  Before  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  answers  the  question,  I 
wish  to  ask  whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  notice  with  reference  to  the  Allot- 
ments Bill  was  not  given  in  the  Times 
this  morning,  the  Daily  News,  or  any 
other  London  newspaper  to  which  hon. 
Members  usually  refer  in  order  to 
ascertain  what  the  business  of  the  day 
ig? 

♦The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  West- 
minster)  :  I  am  surprised  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  spoken  of  a  distinct 
engagement  to  him  or  to  the  House  as  to 
the  application  of  Morning  Sittings.  I 
must  remind  him  I  distinctly  declined  to 
come  to  an  engagement  as  to  the  manner 
in  which  the  Morning  Sittings  would  be 
used.  I  said  that  they  would  bo  pri- 
marily used  for  Supply,  but  that  we 
retained  our  liberty  to  put  down  for 
those  sittings  Bills  which  we  were 
desirous  to  forward.  This  Bill  was  put 
down  for  this  Sitting  last  night,  standing, 
as  it  did,  very  high  on  last  evening's 
Paper,  and,  that  there-  should  be  no 
mistake,  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  gave  notice  when  the 
Order  was  reached,  about  12.45  this 
morning,  that  it  was  intended  to  proceed 
with  the  Bill  at   this  morning's  Sitting. 

1  really  think  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  his  friends  have  no  reason 
whatever  to  complain  ;  and,  as  far  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman  is  concerned,  he  was,  I 
understand,  in  his  place  last  night,  and 
heard  the  statement  made  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend. 

*Mr.  CHANNING  :  I  do  not  under- 
stand tliat  anything  was  agreed  to  as  to  the 
Allotments  Bill  until  after  the  arrange- 
ment was  made. 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  Government 
announced,  when  the  Order  was  reached, 
that  they  proposed  to  take  it  to-day  at 

2  o'clock,  and  when  the  question  was 
asked  whether  it  would  be  really  pro- 
ceeded with  at  2  o'clock,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  got  up  and  said  that  it  would. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  (Derby)  :  This  is 
a  question  in  which  I  take  a  great  deal 
of  interest.  This  attempt  to  snatch  the 
Allotments  Bill  is  one  of  the  most  extra-  I 
ordinary  things  I  have  ever  known.  It 
is  quite  true  to  say  that  when  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  obtained  the 
Morninpf  Sittings  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  tliat    Friday  sliould  be  taken 


for  Snpply,  although  ifc  might  be  reserved 
in  exceptional  cases.  That  was  the  im- 
pression produced  on  my  mind ;  and  with 
reference  to  a  Bill  of  importance,  surely 
that  meant  that  if  the  Morning  Sittings 
were  used  for  other  purposes  there 
should  be  adequate  notice  given  to  the 
House  that  such  other  business  would  be 
taken.  It  certainly  was  never  intended 
that  at  1  o'clock  in  the  morning,  when 
Supply  had  been  put  down  on  the  Paper, 
and  when  all  the  newspapers  reported 
that  Supply  would  be  taken,  a  Bill 
of  this  character  should  be  taken  without 
any  notice  whatever.  Unless  hon. 
Members  have  some  particular  reason 
for  remaining  in  London,  they  very  often 
go  away  on  a  Friday ;  and  I  am  told  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Rugby  Division 
of  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Cobb),  who  has  the 
first  Instruction  on  the  Paper  relating  to 
this  Bill,  is  not  present,  but  is  engaged 
in  visiting  his  constituents,  because  he 
had  no  idea  that  the  Bill  was  coming  on 
for  discussion.  Does  anyone  believe 
that  this  arrangement  will  be  satisfactory 
to  the  persons  interested?  The  only 
knowledge  I  have  had  that  the  Bill  was 
coming  on  to-day  was  the  receipt  of  a 
postcard  at  1  o'clock  this  morning 
from  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
East  Northamptonshire  (Mr.  Channing). 
This  is  not  the  way  in  which  the  business 
of  the  House  ought  to  be  dealt  with.  I 
protest  against  the  Government  pro- 
ceeding by  means  of  a  surprise  with  this 
Bill  in  the  absence  of  a  large  number  of 
Gentlemen  who  take  a  great  interest  in 
the  subject.  It  is  not  fair  to  do  so,  neither 
is  it  according  to  the  spirit  of 
the  understanding  arrived  at  with 
respect  to  Morning  Sittings.  I  was 
never  more  astonished  than  I  was 
this  morning  when  I  received  the  post- 
card informing  me  that  the  Allotments 
Bill  liad  been  put  down  for  to-day. 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  should  be  sorry 
to  see  the  time  of  the  House  consumed 
by  anything  approaching  to  a  warm  dis- 
cussion. I  still  maintain  the  opinion 
that  it  was  a  reasonable  arrangement  to 
place  the  Allotments  Bill  first  on  the 
Paper  for  this  day  ;  but  as  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  take  an  interest  in  the  subject 
desire  further  notice,  I  am  quite  willing 
that  it  should  be  given.  Accordingly  I 
beg  to  give  notice  that  the  Bill  will  be 
taken  next  Tuesday  morning. 
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•Dr.  CAMERON:  I  rise  to  ask  a 
question  on  a  point  of  order  with 
reference  to  the  business  of  the  House. 
In  the  Blue  Papers  issued  this  morning  I 
find  that  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Blackfriars  Division  of  Glasgow 
(Mr.  Provand)  with  reference  to  raisins 
and  dried  fruits,  which  stood  for  this 
evening,  is  entered  as  being  "  deferred 
from  Friday,  April  25,  till  an  early  day." 
The  same  observation  applies  to  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Crewe 
(Mr.  McLaren)  with  reference  to  the 
extension  of  the  Parliamentary  franchise 
to  women.  In  the  Blue  Paper  as  issued 
this  morning  the  first  Order  for  the 
Evening  Sitting  is  put  down  as  Ways  and 
Means,  and  there  is  no  Amendment  on 
going  into  Committee  ;  but  on  the  White 
Order  Paper  I  find  that  the  Motion  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Black- 
friars Division  with  regard  to  raisins  and 
dried  fruits  replaced  as  an  Amendment 
on  going  into  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means.  I  therefore  wish  to  know 
whether  the  Motion  with  regard  to 
raisins  and  dried  fruits,  having  been 
postponed  from  this  day,  it  is  now  com- 
petent to  put  it  down  for  to-day ;  and, 
secondly,  whether,  the  Order  Paper  being 
clear  of  Amendments,  it  is  competent  for 
the  Government  to  put  down  effective 
Supply  and  go  on  with  it ;  and  whether 
it  is  competent  for  hon.  Members  who 
wish  to  bring  forward  Motions  on  going 
into  Committee  of  Supply  to  do  so 
during  the  present  Sitting,  so  as  to  enable 
them  to  raise  discussion  on  questions  in 
which  they  are  interested. 

Mr.  deputy  speaker  :  It  is  un- 
necessary to  answer  the  first  question, 
inasmuch  as  I  learn  that  the  entry  in  the 
White  Paper  with  reference  to  the 
Motion  on  dried  fruit  is  an  error.  The 
statement  in  the  Blue  Paper  that  the 
Motion  is  deferred  to  another  day  is 
correct.  As  to  the  question  of  the 
power  of  the  Government  to  put  down 
Supply  for  this  evening,  it  is  undoubtedly 
within  their  power  to  do  so;  but  it  is  not 
within  the  power  of  any  hon.  Member 
to-day  to  put  down  a  notice  of  Amend- 
ment. 

*Dr.  CAMERON  :  May  I  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether,  seeing 
that  no  one  could  have  anticipated  that 
Supply  would  be  brought  on  this  even- 
ing, he  will  undertake  to  say  now  that 
Supply  will  not  be  brought  on  ? 


*Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  Supposing  effec- 
tive Supply  to  be  taken,  will  the  Govern- 
ment take  Classes  V.,  VJ,  and  VII. ; 
or  will  any  other  order  of  Votes  be 
selected  ? 

*Mr,  W.  H.  smith  :  I  should  be  lack- 
ing in  my  duty  if  1  did  not  put  down 
effective  Supply  for  this  evening,  and 
especially  when  there  are  no  notices  of 
Motion  to  prevent  the  Chairman  leaving 
the  Chair.  Tho  Votes  will  be  taken  in 
the  order  in  which  they  have  already 
been  proceeded  with. 

*Dr.  CAMERON :  I  wish  to  ask,  as  a 
point  of  order,  whether  it  will  be  com- 
petent for  hon.  Members,  on  the  Question 
being  put  that  the  Speaker  leave  the 
Chair,  to  call  attention  to  different 
matters  in  which  they  are  interested  ? 

Mr.  deputy  speaker  :  That  is  a 
Motion  on  which,  no  doubt,  hon.  Members 
can  talk. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


ELECTORAL     DISABILITIES     (NAVAL, 

MILITARY,  AND  POLICE)  BILL. 

(No.  146.)      SECOND  READING. 

(3.10.)  Order  for  Second  Reading 
read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.''— (5tr  J.  Gorst) 

Mr.  M.  HEALY  (Cork) :  Iwish  to  point 
out  that  the  Government,  in  the  present 
Bill,  are  dealing  with  a  very  small  part 
of  the  question.  The  Registration  Laws 
at  present  are  in  an  anomalous  condition, 
and  a  good  many  strange  decisions  have 
beeii  given  by  the  Courts  in  Ireland 
regarding  them.  In  one  instance  it  has 
been  held  that  a  man  fined  for  drunken- 
ness who  was  sent  to  prison  for  non- 
payment of  the  fine  had  forfeited  the 
franchise.  It  seems  to  me,  therefore, 
that  the  Government  have  selected  a 
small  grievance  as  a  ground  for  amend- 
ing the  law.  I  cannot  see  why  these 
particular  classes  of  the  electorate  should 
be  singled  out  by  the  Government  for 
special  treatment  on  this  point;  and  I 
invite  the  Member  of  the  Government 
in  charge  of  the  Bill  to  be  kind  enough 
to  tell  the  House  what  is  the  meaning  of 
its  provisions. 
3  F  2 
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•Sib  J.  GORST:  The  BUI  is  not  a 
Registration  Bill  at  all,  hut  is  a  Bill 
really  to  give  effect  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  of  1885.  I  think  it  is  a  Bill 
which  has  been  more  than  once  read  a 
second  time.  Its  object  simply  is  to  take 
away  from  soldiers  and  sailors  that  peculiar 
disability  which  they  alone  labour  under, 
by  reason  of  their  being  obliged  to  absent 
themselves  from  their  homes,  and  the 
!3ill  simply  provides  that  the  absence 
from  home  of  a  soldier  or  a  sailor, 
upon  the  orders  of  his  superior,  shall  not 
be  held  to  deprive  him  of  the  franchise. 
I  hope  this  explanation  will  satisfy  the 
House. 

Mb.  STOREY  (Sunderland):  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  laid  special  stress 
on  the  fact  that  the  Bill  deals  with 
soldiers  and  siilors.  But  it  deals  with 
the  police  also. 

•Sib  J.  GORST :  Yes,  certainly. 
Mb.  STOREY :  I  hava  no  objection 
to  enabling  soldiers  and  sailors  to  vote, 
or  even  that  the  police  scattered  over 
Ireland  enforcing  coercion  should  be 
enabled  to  vote.  But  I  cannot  see 
why  fche  Bill  should  not  include  the 
siilors  in  merchant  vessels — a  larger  and 
morj  imporfcanfc  class  altogether  than 
thos3  serving  in  the  ships  belonging  to 
the  nation.  Under  all  the  circumstances, 
I  b3g  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  this  day  six  months. 

Am?ndment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "now/*  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question,  to  add  the  words  *'upon  this 
day  six  months,'* — (J/r.  Storey,) — instead 
thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
"  now  "  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

•Mb.  WHITMORE  (Chelsea)  :  While 
I  am  sorry  that  the  Bill  does  not  follow 
the  lines  of  my  Bill,  and  include  such 
persons  as  railway  servants,  merchant 
sailors,  clerks,  and  others,  1  cannot 
support  the  Amendment.  I  should  be 
only  too  glad,  however,  to  move  Amend- 
ments in  Committee. 

SiB  W.  LAWSON  (Cumberland, 
Cockermouth) :  Let  me  point  out  that 
the  hon.  Member  would  not  be  in 
order  in  going  outside  the  title  of  the 
Bill. 

•Mb.  WHITMORE  :  Then  I  shall  en- 
deavour to  effect  my  object,  and  to 
remove  this  artificial  disability  altogether. 


by  moving  an  Instruction  to  the  Com- 
mittee. I  consider  the  opposition  to  the 
Bill  unreasonable. 

Mb.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.)  : 
I  feel  strongly  that  this  Bill  ought  not  to 
be  read  a  second  time,  and  will,  there- 
fore, support  the  Amendment.  I  have 
no  objection  to  the  most  complete  en- 
franchisement of  the  people  of  this 
country,  and  have  worked  for  it  for  a 
great  number  of  years;  but  I  do  not 
think  it  is  desirable  to  extend  the 
franchise  to  those  classes  of  the  people 
alone  who  are  under  the  influence  of  the 
Crown.  There  are  a  great  many  anom- 
alies in  connection  with  our  Electoral  Law, 
and  I  should  prefer  a  measure  which 
dealt  with  the  whole  of  them.  What 
will  the  House  think  of  a  case  of  this 
kind  ?  A  man  is  unable  to  find  employ- 
ment where  he  lives,  and  he  goes  else- 
where to  seek  it.  While  he  is  away  an 
election  takes  place,  and  he  finds  himself 
disqualified.  The  sole  object  of  the  Bill 
is  to  increase  the  voting  power  of  the 
Military  and  Naval  Forces  and  of  the 
police. 
•Colonel  HUGHES  (Woolwich)  :  This 
Bill  is  a  remedy  for  an  injustice  which  has 
been  found  to  exist  during  the  last  few 
years,  notably  during  the  celebration  of 
the  Jubilee.  Soldiei*s  who  were  removed 
to  Aldsrshot  for  only  a  week  or  10  days 
were,  nevertheless,  held  to  have  lost  their 
votes,  and  the  same  law  will  apply  to 
Voluntaers  who  were  away  on  military 
duty  at  Easter  or  Whitsuntide,  or  in  the 
summer.  It  is  unfair  that  men  who  are 
serving  their  country  should  be  dis- 
qualified in  the  same  manner  as  if  they 
had  been  confined  in  the  county  gaol.  I 
hope  that  both  sides  of  the  House  will 
agree  to  remedy  the  injustice  that  now 
exists,  irrespective  of  the  way  in  which 
the  votes  given  will  be  exercised. 

Mb.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee):  I 
am  unwilling  to  vote  against  a  Bill  for 
removing  disabilities  in  the  exercise  of 
ths  franchise,  and  I  only  do  so  because 
this  Bill  makes  distinctions  between  one 
class  of  electors  and  another.  If  the 
Government  will  give  an  assurance  that 
they  will  accept  a  Motion  for  an  Instruc- 
tion to  the  Committee  to  extend  the  Bill 
to  every  class  of  persons  under  electoral 
disabilities,  I  will  support  the  Sepond 
Reading  of  the  measure. 
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Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
(Stirling) :  I  wish  to  express  ray  cordial 
agreement  with  the  views  which  the 
hon.  Member  has  just  expressed.  I  hope 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
accept  this  Instruction  to  the  Committee, 
so  that  all  anomalous  disqualifications  to 
which  various  classes  of  persons  are  sub- 
ject may  be  removed  by  the  Bill. 

(3.28.)  Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  : 
I  beg  to  support  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland 
(Mr.  Storey),  as  I  think  there  is  a 
strong  case  for  the  postponement  of  the 
Bill.  I  object  to  the  Bill  as  a  political 
measure  of  an  unfair  description.  Other 
classes  of  persons  as  well  as  servants  of 
the  Crown  suffer  under  disabilities,  and 
there  is  no  reason  why  the  Government 
should  not  bring  in  a  Bill  including  them 
as  well  as  Crown  servants.  Why  should 
sailors  in  the  Mercantile  Marino  not  be 
included  as  well  as  sailors  in  the  Royal 
Navy  ?  Great  dissatisfaction  is  caused  in 
my  constituency  by  the  Militia  losing 
their  votes.  The  Superior  Courts  in 
Ireland  have  held  that  a  man  who 
is  imprisoned  for  seven  days  for 
drunkenness  because  he  is  unable 
to  pay  the  fine  loses  his  vote.  In 
dealing  with  these  franchise  questions 
the  position  and  claims  of  Irish  electors 
must  not  be  left  out  of  view.  In  Ireland 
if  a  man  happens  to  be  charged  with 
drunkenness  and  fined,  and  in  default  of 
payment  suffers  imprisonment  for  an 
hour,  he  is  forthwith  struck  o£E  the  roll. 
I  would  recommend  the  Government  to 
withdraw  this  Bill,  and  in  dealing  with 
a  matter  of  -this  kind,  to  include  the 
many  other  anomalies  and  disqualifica- 
tions that  now  exist.*  The  present  state 
of  the  law  is  such  that  if  in  West  Belfast 
a  person  professing  Nationalist  opinions 
is  convicted  of  intemperance,  he  is 
thrown  o£E  the  register  ;  but  if  he  is  an 
adherent  of  the  Government,  then  it 
somehow  happens  that  his  identity  is 
never  discovered,  and  he  remains  on  the 
register.  For  my  part,  I  cannot  consent 
to  proceeding  with  the  Bill,  which  tends 
simply  to  increase  one  political  force. 
To  a  proposal  to  deal  fairly  with  all 
anomalies  and  electoral  disabilities,  I  am 
ready  to  give  every  consideration  ;  but  I 
shall  vote  against  the  Second  Reading  of 
this  partial,  insufficient,  and  politically 
unfair  Bill,  and  shall  be  prepared  to  ofEer 
it  every  opposition  on  its  future  stages. 


(3.32.)  Sir  J.  GORST  :  I  do 
not  think  it  is  decent  in  this  House 
to  speculate  too  confidently  before- 
hand on  the  mode  in  which  people 
who  are  justly  entitled  to  the  franchise 
will  exercise  that  franchise  when  they  get 
it.  It  is  an  extraordinary  doctrine  of  the 
hon.  Member  that  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment ought  not  to  advocate  the  removal 
of  grievances  in  which  his  own  con- 
stituency is  specially  interested.  To  state 
the  doctrine  is  to  show  its  absurdity. 
The  hon.  Member  has  clearly  not  read 
the  Bill  when  he  says  that  it  does  not 
specify  the  Militia,  because  it  expressly 
says  '*  Naval  and  Military  Service  shall 
include  service  in  Her  Majesty's 
Auxiliary  Forces.*'  As  to  the  question  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dundee,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  certainly  give 
their  support  to  any  Instruction  which 
may  be  moved  on  going  into  Committee 
which  would  have  the  effect  of  extending 
the  exemptions  given  to  naval  and 
military  and  police  voters  to  thosa  other 
classes  who  were  comprehended  in  the 
Bill  brought  in  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Chelsea  last  year. 

*(3.35.)  Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (North- 
ampton) :  After  the  declaration  of  the 
Government,  which  I  understand  to  mean 
that  they  will  include  seamen  of  the 
Merchant  Service  in  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill,  I  have  no  hesitation  in  voting  for 
the  Second  Reading.  It  is  a  great  pity 
that  time  should  be  wasted  npoii  a  matter 
that  is  made  quite  clear. 

(3.35.)  Mr.  STORK Y  :  As  Mover 
of  the  Motion,  I  may,  perhaps,  be 
allowed  to  say  that  I  heard,  with  great 
pleasure,  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dundee.  My  own  desire  is 
to  have  as  many  people  included  in  the 
franchise  as  possible.  I  have  listened 
now  to  the  promise  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  I  shall  be  glad  if  he  will 
inform  me  if  I  am  correct  in  assuming 
that  to  be  a  promise  that  all  other  classes 
who  are  at  the  present  time  under 
similar  disabilities  to  soldiers  and 
sailors  of  the  Crown  should  be  brought 
under  the  Bill  on  a  Motion  which  will 
have  the  support  of  Her  Majesty's 
Qtjvemment?  I  do  not  want  to  state 
whom  it  shall  include.  I  want  to  include 
all  classes.  But  there  is  another  and 
more  important  question  to  which  I 
should  like  an  answer.  I  do  not  think 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  would 
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have  baen  in  such  a  hurry  to  promisa  the 
Government  his  support  if  he  had  read 
the  3rd  clause  of  the  Bill,  and  seen  what 
the  Bill  does  for  soldiers  and  sailors  of 
the    Crown,  without    being   previously 

sure 

•Mr.  BRADLA.UGH :  It  is  quite  clear 
that  the  acceptance  by  the  Government 
of  such  an  Instruction  will  involve 
Amendments  to  the  clause  which  will 
have  to  be  moved  in  Committae ;  this  is 
not  a  Second  Reading  question. 

Mr.  storey  :  Yes ;  but  let  me  point 
out  to  the  hon.  Member,  who  seems  to 

think  that  everything  is  well 

•Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  said  nothing  of 
the  kind. 

Mr.  storey  :  I  said,  seems  to  think. 
May  I  ask  attention  to  Claus3  3,  which 
provides  that  should  a  soldier,  sailor,  or 
policeman  be  sent  away  on  duty  for  four 
months,  or  a  less  time,  in  the  case  of  a 
police  constable  he  shall  be  allowed  to  go 
to  his  chief  constable  and  get  a  certificate, 
under  which  he  may  vote  in  any  polling 
district  in  the  borough  ?  Now,  I  put  this 
case,  and  must  press  it.  A  disability 
rests  now  upon  a  workman  who,  living 

at  one  end  of  a  town  may  be 

Mr.  deputy  SPEAKER:  I  must 
remind  the  hon.  Member  that  he  has 
exhausted  his  right  to  speak. 

Mr.  storey  :  I  desire  only  a  word 
of  explanation  in  reply  to  a  question 
which  I  will  put  in  the  briefest  form.  I 
wish  to  know  whether  the  declaration  is 
equivalent  to  a  promise  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  to  put  all  disqualified 
classes  on  an  equal  footing,  so  that  a 
workman  in  a  large  borough  or  city 
should  be  permitted,  on  a  certificate,  say, 
from  the  Mayor,  to  vote  in  the  nearest 
and  most  convenient  locality  ? 

(3.40.)  Sir  HENRY  JAMES  (Bury, 
Lancashire)  :  Before  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman answers  may  I  point  out  that  the 
principle  involved  in  the  Bill  is  a  very 
distinct  one,  namely,  that  exemption  is 
founded  on  involuntary  absence  ?  I  think 
the  principle  might  fairly  be  recognised 
in  the  case  of  sailors  in  the  Mercantile 
Marine  and  other  persons  who,  in  the 
pursuit  of  their  legitimate  trade,  and  not 
for  the  purpose  of  getting  votes  else- 
where, break  their  occupation.  The 
Government,  while  accepting  that  prin- 
ciple, should  not  give  a  pledge  as  to  the 
exact  wording  of  the  Instruction  at  the 
present  stage. 
Air,  iStorey 


(3.42.)  Sir  JOHN  GORST :  Perhaps 
I  may  he  allowed  to  answer  the  qnestion 
and  describe  the  intention  of  theGk)vepn- 
ment,  which  lias  been  accurately  put  by 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  GenUeman. 
I  have  not  been  able  to  obtain  a  copy  of 
the  Bill* of  the  hon.  Member  for  Chels3a 
which  was  before  the  House  last  year ; 
but  I  may  say  that  Her  Majesty's  Gt)veni- 
ment  are  prepared  to  accept  any  Instruc- 
tion to  the  Committee  which  will  have 
the  effect  of  extending  the  operation  of 
the  Bill  to  those  other  classes  which  were 
included  in  the  Bill  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Chelsea  introduced  last  year. 
(3.43.)  Mr.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancraa, 
W.):  Of  course  I  attach  importance  to 
the  concession,  but  at  the  same  time  I 
must  regard  it  as  wholly  inadequate  to 
meet  the  needs  of  the  case.  The  Bill 
ought  to  include  the  cases  of  workmen 
who  are  absent  under  contract.  [A 
gesture  of  assent  from  Sir  J.  GoBST.l 
Then  I  understand  that  workmen  will 
be  placed  in  precisely  the  same  poeitkin 
in  this  respect  as  merchant  seamen  % 
Sir  JOHN  GORST :  Hear,  hear. 
•(3.44.)  Sir  JOSEPH  PEASE  (Dur- 
ham,  Barnard  Castle):  If  the  claim 
arises  in  respect  to  seaman  away  on 
service  there  i§  certainly  an  equal  claim 
on  the  part  of  engineers  and  others  who, 
under  the  terms  of  their  engagement,  are 
required  to  go  out  to  vai'ious  parts  of  the 
world  and  superintend  the  setting  up  of 
machinery  contracted  for  in  this  country. 
This  sometimes  involves  an  absence  of 
many  months  in  distant  countries,  and, 
of  course,  the  occupation  of  residence  is 
broken.  These  men  are  in  every  way 
qualified  to  exercise  the  franchise  when 
they  are  at  home,  and  certainly  I  think 
the  Bill  should  be  widened  in  its  scope 
to  include  such  cases  as  these. 

(3.46.)  Mr.  M.  HEALY:  The  con- 
cession  offered  is  not  quite  clear,  and 
the  point  raised  by  the  hon.  Baronet 
shows  the  necessity  for  a  little  explana- 
tion before  the  Debate  terminates.  It 
seems  to  me  the  Bill  proceeds  on  wrong 
lines,  and  I  do  not  think  the  conoeBfiioii 
will  meet  the  points  raised  unless  the 
Government  will  agree  to  go  back  to  what 
was  the  old  principle  of  constructive  oocm- 
potion.  Formerly  the  Courts  were  content 
to  consider  the  voter  had  fulfilled  the  oon* 
dition  of  occupation  if  his  wife  or  &mily 
continued  to  occupy  the  qualifying 
premises,  even  though  the  voter  Hywffttf 
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should  have  been  absent  for  considerable 
periods.  Without  going  into  petty  dis- 
tinctions the  Bill  should  proceed  on  this 
general  principle,  and  the  question  of  a 
man's  exercising  the  franchise  should 
not  depend  upon  his  having  been  absent 
from  home  for  a  day  over  or  under  four 
months.  One  other  point  has  been 
referred  to  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  Belfast.  The  Irish 
Courts  have  decided  that  a  man  con- 
victed of  drunkenness  and  imprisoned  in 
default  of  payment  of  fine  shall  lose  his 
vote.  Will  the  Government  carry  their 
concessions  so  far  as  to  cover  cases  of 
this  kind  ?  It  is  a  decision  that  would 
never  be  enforced  in  England,  that  a 
man  should  forfeit  his  right  to  vote 
simply  from  inability  to  pay  a  fine. 

(3.55.)  Mb.  ILLINGWORTH  (Brad- 
ford, W.)  :  I  have  a  copy  of  the  Bill  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Chelsea  last  year 
which  we  may  take  as  indicating  what 
is  intended  to  be  the  general  scope  of  the 
present  Bill,  and  certainly  I  think  the 
readiest  mode  of  proceeding  would  be 
to  withdraw  the  present  Bill  and  start 
again  de  novo.  The  whole  scope  and 
very  title  of  the  Bill  will  have  to  be 
altered.  If  we  assent  to  the  Second 
Reading  now,  it  must  be  with  the 
distinct  understanding  that  we  remove 
as  far  as  possible  all  technical  disqualifi- 
cation arising  from  break  of  occupation. 
Thus,  if  a  man  is  absent  in  fulfilment  of 
a  contract  for  work  undertaken,  he 
should  not  be  under  disability,  nor 
would  it  be  fair  to  disqualify  a  man 
when  he  has  been  absent  seeking  work. 
Surely,  also,  the  question  of  a  day  over 
four  months'  absence  should  not  decide 
against  the  vote  of  a  man  otherwise 
qualified. 

(4.0.)  The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL 
(Sir E.Clarke, Plymouth) :  Instances  have 
been  given  in  which  men,  by  reason  of 
their  being  away  at  work,  would  lose  their 
votes  ;  but  the  Bill  has  been  introduced 
to  meet  the  case  of  soldiers,  sailors,  and 
constables  who  are  held  to  be  disqualified 
even  when  their  absence  is  an  involuntary 
one.  It  was  pointed  out  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  discussion  that  the  Bill,  if  it 
is  passed,  will  confer  a  benefit  only  upon 
certain  classes  of  public  servants ;  and  it 
was  said  that  the  Government,  and  par- 
ticularly certain  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment, are  specially  interested  in  the 
removal     of    this    disqualification.     An 


appeal  was  thereupon  made  to  the 
Government,  which  was  supported  by 
the  Member  for  the  Stirling  Burghs  and 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bury,  that  the  Bill 
should  be  extended  so  as  to  apply  to  the 
case  of  persons  who  are  away  under 
contract  from  their  homes  during  the 
qualifying  period,  and  where,  although 
to  return  home  would  not,  as  in  the  case 
of  soldiers,  sailors,  and  constables,  be  an 
offence,  they  cannot  practically  come 
back  whenever  they  like.  It  was  sug- 
gested that  the  Bill,  as  drawn,  will 
exclude  merchant  seamen  and  a  number 
of  valuable  workmen  who  are  sent  abroad 
for  a  limited  time  in  pursuance  of  their 
avocations  ;  and  it  was  proposed  that  the 
Bill  should  be  amended  in  that  respect. 
The  Government  will  accept  that  Instruc- 
tion, so  that  there  is  now  no  longer  any 
reason  for  quarrelling  with  the  Bill  on 
the  ground  that  it  refers  only  to  a  limited 
class,  having  a  special  interest,  because,  in 
its  amended  form,  it  will  refer  to  all 
persons  who  are  away  during  the  qualify- 
ing period  under  contract  for  a  temporary 
purpose.  Under  these  circumstances,  I 
hope  there  will  be  a  unanimous  accept- 
ance of  the  Bill  by  the  House,  which,  I 
believe,  is  extremely  anxious  to  admit  to 
the  franchise  people  who  have  been 
away  in  pursuance  of  duty  under  con- 
tract. If  the  Member  for  Sunderland 
looks  at  the  3rd  section  he  will  see  it 
only  applies  to  constables  on  duty  on  the 
day  of  election. 

Mr.  HOWELL:  Will  engine  drivers 
be  included? 

Sir  E.  CLARKE  :  There  is  no  such 
provision  in  the  Bill;  but  that  would  give 
ground  for  the  hon.  Member,  if  he  thinks 
fit,  to  propose  an  Amendment  in  Com 
mittee. 

Mr.  storey  :  Will  the  Government 
agree  to  such  an  Amendment  ? 

Sir  E.  CLARKE:  I  cannot  answer 
that  question  now.  It  is  most  unusual 
to  ask  if  the  Gt>vemment  will,  in  regard  to 
a  Bill  which  is  not  in  Committee,  accept 
an  Amendment  which  is  not  on  the  Paper, 
and  the  terms  of  which  they  have  had  no 
opportunity  of  studying,  ^j  acquaint- 
ance with  the  law  of  franchise  in  Ireland 
has  not  informed  me  that  if  a  man  does 
not  pay  his  fine  and  goes  to  prison  for 
the  night  for  drunkenness  he  loses  his 
vote.  That,  however,  has  nothing  ta 
do  with  the  Bill.     The  Bill  has  for  its 
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object  the  securinj^  to  persons  who,  by 
hypothesis,  have  a  right  to  vote,  but  who 
are  often,  in  consequence  of  being  em- 
ployed away  from  their  homes,  deprived 
of  the  opportunity  of  exercising  the 
franchise. 

•Sir  J.  SWINBURNE  (Staffordshire, 
Lichfield) :  I  should  like  to  know 
whether  it  is  intended  that  the  word 
"  contract "  as  applied  to  the  Mercantile 
Marine  shall  be  interpreted  strictly  or 
not,  because  I  believe  that  sailors  em- 
ployed in  the  coasting  trade  do  not  enter 
into  technical  contracts.  Contracts  are 
confined  to  seamen  who  sail  for  foreign 
ports  in  the  Merchant  Service. 

•Mb.  CAUSTON  (Southwark,  W.):  The 
Solicitor  General  said  just  now  that  he 
desired  to  remove  disqualifications  from  all 
men  who  ought  to  have  the  right  to  vote. 
I  am  in  favour  of  removing  all  disquali- 
fications, and  last  year  I  was  present 
when  a  similar  Bill  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Chelsea  (Mr.  Whitmore)  intro- 
duced was  read  a  second  time,  and  I 
cordially  supported  the  Second  Reading. 
Later,  the  same  evening,  the  Second  Bead- 
ing of  my  Voters*  Successive  Occupation 
Bill  was  moved ;  but  tliat  was  objected 
to  by  hon.  Memb3rs  opposite,  whereupon 
I  gave  notic3  of  a  Motion  to  extend  the 
scop3  of  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Clielsja.  When  the  Motion  came  before 
the  Hou33,  however,  it  was  opposed  by 
the  Attorney  General.  I  hopa  we  are 
not  gjing  to  be  misled  by  any  Govern- 
ment promisj  with  regard  to  the  exten- 
sion of  thi  operation  of  this  Bill.  I 
quite  agree  that  soldiers,  sailors,  and 
policemen  ought  to  have  the  franchise, 
but  so  ought  all  working  men.  The 
Successive  Occupation  Bill  simply  pro- 
vided  

Mr.  DEPUTr  SPEAKER  :  The  hon. 
Member  is  referring  to  a  Bill  which  is 
on  the  Order  Book. 

•Mr.  CAUSTON:  I  will  only  add  that  if 
wj  are  going  to  remove  disqualifications 
from  soldiers,  sailors,  and  policemen,  we 
ought  also  to  remove  the  disqualification 
frv)m  others.  There  are  hundreds  and  thou- 
sands of  men  in  London  who  are  disquali- 
fied from  voting,  simply  for  the  reason  that 
they  remove  from  one  division  of  London 
to  another,  or  change  from  lodgers  to 
occupiers.  Soldiers,  sailors,  and  policemen 
go  away  to  do  duty  in  other  parts  of  the 
country,  and  so  domany  workingmen,  and 
because  they  happened  to  be  compelled 
Sir  E,  Clarke 


to  remove  so  as  to  live  near  their  work, 
they  arc,  under  the  present  law,  disquali- 
fied for  perhaps  more  than  two  years.  I 
hope  we  shall  have  an  assurance  that  if 
the  operation  of  the  Bill  is  going  to  be 
widened,  it  will  be  widened  in  a  way 
that  will  prevent  men  being  disqualified 
for  the  reasons  I  have  stated  in  future. 
The  Tory  Party  professed  that  it  was 
always  their  desire  that  the  working  men 
should  have  a  vote ;  but  it  seems  to  me, 
whenever  it  is  possible,  obstacles  are 
placed  in  the  way  of  their  exercising 
the  franchise. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hampshire,  Basing- 
stoke) :  I  hope  the  House  will  allow  this 
Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time.  The  scope 
of  the  Bill  seems  to  bo  somewhat  mis- 
understood. The  Bill  does  not  extend 
the  franchise  to  soldiers  and  the  coast- 
guards, because  they  already  possess  it ; 
but  it  merely  provides  that  when  they 
are  qualified  to  be  on  the  register  of 
voters,  they  shall;not  be  disqualified  by 
reason  of  being  called  upon  to  do  duty 
at  some  other  place.  There  are  many 
oflBcers,  sergeants,  and  others  at  Alder- 
shot  who  have  quarters  given  to  them  by 
Government ;  but  if  one  them  is  required 
to  servo,  say,  for  three  or  four  weeks 
elsewhere,  he  thereby  breaks  his  occupa- 
tion, and  loses  his  vote  The  passing  of  this 
Bill  would  merely  be  an  act  of  justice  to 
such  men. 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.) : 
All  of  us  on  the  Opposition  Benches  ara 
pleased  to  find  this  great  desire  on  the 
part  of  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to 
get  rid  of  disqualifications  with  r^ard 
to  voters  ;  but  in  listening  to  this  debate 
I  have  been  struck  with  the  fact  that  it 
leads  to  much  diflBculty  to  bring  in  a 
little  Bill  to  deal  with  a  large  question. 
I  am  glad  tho  Government  have  agreed 
to  extend  the  scope  of  the  Bill,  but  still 
I  want  to  emphasise  the  fact  that 
unless  we  get  rid  of  all  idea  of  contract,  so 
far  as  the  working  classes  are  concerned, 
a  large  number  of  men  will  not  receive 
the  benefit  it  is  intended  they  shall  re- 
ceive. Working  men  who  temporarily 
leave  their  homes  to  follow  their  occupa- 
tion do  not  do  so  under  what  is  legsdly 
understood  as  a  contract.  I  should  like 
to  hear  whether  the  Government  can 
give  any  heed  to  the  argument  put  for- 
ward by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  M.  Healy)  with  regard  to  the 
question  of  constructive  occupation,  be- 
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cause,  if  they  can,  they  would  widen 
the  scope  of  the  Bill  very  materially.  I 
also  think  the  Government  ought  to 
give  attention  to  the  point  put  forward 
by  my  hon.  li'riend  the  Member  for 
South  wark  (Mr.  Cans  ton).  It  is  a  well 
established  fact  that  a  vast  number  of 
the  working  classes  in  London  are  de- 
barred from  exercising  the  franchise 
because,  owing  to  the  exigencies  of  ther 
employment,  it  is  necessary  they  should 
so  frequently  ramove.  You  admit  the 
difficulty  surrounding  the  exercise  of 
the  franchise  by  the  working  classes,  but 
this  Bill  only  goes  a  little  way  towards 
meeting  the  difficulty. 

•(4.15.)  Mr.  C.  graham  (Lanark, 
N.W.) :  I  merely  wish  to  press  the 
Government  for  a  more  defiuite  answer 
than  they  have  yet  given  us.  The  ex- 
perience I  obtained  soma  two  years  ago, 
when  the  Mines  Bill  was  under  discus- 
sion, does  not  convince  me  of  the  ex- 
pediency of  leaving  questions  which 
the  Government  have  promised  to  deal 
with  by  means  of  amendments  unsettled. 
Perhaps  that  may  be  because  I  have  not 
that  infantile  or  elephantine  faith  in 
Governmants  which  the  junior  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.Bradlaugh)  seems  to 
have,  and  bacause,  unlike  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, I  am  not  engaged  in  swallowing  my 
life's  coQvictions,  and,  putting  myself  up 
to  auction  for  a  placa  in  either  of  the 
two  Governments,  and  because  I  have  no 
great  joy  in  grovelling  before  those  who 
kicked  me  and  kept  me  out  of  the  House 
— [Mr.  Deputy  Speaker  :  Order,  order  !] 
— who  chucked  me  out  at  the  hands  of 
their  ushers. 

♦Mr.  CREMER  (Shoraditch,  Hagger- 
ston) :  I  am  not,  generally  spaaking,  in 
favour  of  giving  votes  to  those  who  live 
upon  taxes.  If  men  choose  to  go  out  and 
play  at  soldiers,  I  think  they  ought  to  be 
prepared  to  take  the  risks  which  they 
necessarily  incur.  They,  of  course,  do 
it  with  the  full  knowle^e  that  they  will 
be  deprived  of  some  portion  of  the  rights 
of  citizenship-  What  appears  to  me  to 
be  an  extraordinary  anomaly  as  regards 
this  Bill  is  that  the  Government  propose 
to  give  the  right  to  vote  to  men  who  go 
out  and  play  at  soldiers  while  they 
deprive  of  the  vote  the  working  man 
who,  in  order  to  keep  his  family,  is  com- 
pelled to  be  away  from  his  home  follow- 
ing his  occupation  or  in  search  of  em- 
ployment. 


Sill  J.  GORST :  The  statement  of  the 
learned  Solicitor  General  was  that  the 
man  who  left  his  home  for  the  purpose 
of  following  his  work  would  not,  accord- 
ing to  the  existing  law,  losa  his  vote. 

*Mr.  CREMER :  I  am  very  glad  to 
hear  that.  It  shows  that  we  are  getting 
on.  It  is  an  admission  of  a  very  equit- 
able and  sound  principle.  I  have  made  a 
series  of  efforts  for  the  last  three  years  to 
bring  the  question  of  the  removal  of 
disabilities  under  the  notice  of  the 
House  and  to  get  it  dealt  with  in  a 
fair  and  comprehensive  manner.  The 
Government  having  now  opened  the 
door,  I  hope  it  would  not  be  closed  until 
the  whole  question  has  been  discussed  nud 
dealt  with  in  a  satisfactory  way. 

♦Captain  VERNEY  (Bucks,  N.) :  I 
feel  it  to  be  my  duty  to  vote  against  this 
Bill.  I  cannot  see  why  a  soldier  or  a 
sailor  is  to  be  entitled  to  exercise  political 
influence  by  means  of  voting.  People 
learn  how  to  give  votes  by  attending 
meetings  and  consulting  others. 

Mr.  deputy  speaker  :  The  hon. 
Member's  remarks  are  beside  the  question. 

(4.23.)  Mr.  GROTRIAN  (Hull,  E.)  : 
I  am  glad  the  Government  have  done 
something  in  the  direction  of  the  removal 
of  disabilities,  and  that  they  are  going  to 
take  a  further  step  in  the  same  direc- 
tion. It  is  exceedingly  pretty  to  hear 
what  great  interest  hon.  Members 
opposite  take  in  the  removal  of  dis- 
abilities. Perhaps  it  would  not  ba  in 
order  to  move  an  Amendment  giving  a 
vote  to  members  of  the  Royal  Irish 
Constabulary.  If  Members  below  the 
Ghingway  opposite  are  really  in  earnest 
in  this  matter,  I  hope  they  will  take  the 
first  opportunity  of  conceding  the  fran- 
chise to  the  Irish  Constabulary.  I  am 
especially  glad  that  the  Government  are 
going  to  allow  members  of  the  Mercantile 
Marine  to  be  included  in  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill ;  and  I  should  like  to  ask 
whether  the  term  "sailor"  will  include 
firemen  and  fishermen  ? 

Mr.  storey  :  The  promises  given  by 
the  Government  are  so  satisfactory  that 
I  beg  leave  to  withdraw  my  Amend- 
ment. 

♦(4.25.)  Mr.  H.  J.  WILSON  (York, 
W.R.,  Holmfirth)  :  I  have  been  in  com- 
munication with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  opposite,  and  understand  that 
the  Bill  will  practically  remove  disabilities 
from  everyone.     If  so,   I  shall  heartily 
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(4.32.)  Mb.  storey  :  This  is  the 
smallest  and  least  objectionable  of  the 
measures  which  were  defeated  last  year. 
I  am  convinced  by  information  which 
hab  reached  me  that  when  the  money 
has  been  expended  it  will  prove  to  have 
been  absolutely  wasted  imless  further 
expenditure  is  incurred.  I  shall  feel  it 
my  duty,  without  extended  debate,  to 
divide  the  House  in  order  to  make  clear 
my  conviction  that  public  money  ought 
not  to  be  expended  in  such  operations  in 
Ireland  any  more  than  in  England  or  in 
Scotland.  I  admit  the  hardship  of  the 
case  of  private  persons  who  have  come 
to  the  end  of  their  available  resources  in 
carrying  out  this  scheme,  but  I  submit  it 
never  has  been  the  custom  for  this 
country  to  grant  public  moneys  to  pri- 
vate persons  for  carrying  on  private 
works. 


support  the  measure.  I  wish  to  know, 
however,  whether  a  man  who  is  working 
away  from  home  without  being  under 
contract  will  obtain  the  benefits  of  the 
Bill? 

SiB  J.  GORST  :  Such  a  person  would 
not  want  it,  because  he  would  not  be  dis- 
qualified. 

(4.27.)  Mb.  PICKARD(York,  W.R., 
Nomianton) :  I  should  like  to  know 
whether  this  Bill  will  include  miners 
working  at  a  distance  from  home  1 

Sib  J.  GORST  :  No ;  they  would  not 
come  within  the  scope  of  the  Bill. 
♦Mb.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St.  Pancras, 
N.) :  I  shall  support  the  Bill,  because 
I  think  the  disabilities  of  soldiers  and 
sailors  should  be  removed,  and  because 
I  understand  the  Government  will  extend 
the  Bill  in  the  direction  of  removing 
disabilities  from  private  individuals  who 
are  under  contracts  which  compel  them 
to  absent  themselves  from  their  consti- 
tuencies. Without  expressing  any 
definite  opinion  how,  under  the 
Ballot  system,  it  would  be  practicable 
to  provide  for  such  cases,  I  may  say 
that  at  the  recent  election  in  my  con- 
stituency there  were  150  or  200 
railway  men  who  were  unable  to  vote 
because  they  had  to  be  absent  in  the 
discharge  of  their  duties. 

Mr.  LYELL  (Orkney  and  Shetland)  : 
I  wish  to  know  whether  it  will  be  pos- 
sible to  allow  fishermen  to  record  their 
votes  in  the  same  way  as  constables  ? 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted for  Tuesday  next,  at  Two  of  the 
clock. 

SUCK  DRAINAGE   [PROVISION  OF 
FUNDS]. 

Resolution  reported, 

*'  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  pay- 
ment, out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by  Parlia- 
ment, of  a  portion  of  the  Costs,  Charges, 
and  Expenses  (to  an  amount  not  exceeding 
£60,000;,  which  have  been  or  may  be  incurred 
by  the  Drainage  Board  for  the  River  Suck 
Drainage  District." 

Resolution  read  a  first  and  second 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Committee  in  the  said  Resolution." 
Mr.  H.  J.  Wikon 


(4.35.)  De.  TAKNER  (Cork  Co^ 
Mid) :  I  haye  opposed  this  measure  cm 
several  occasions,  and  had  I  heen  allowed 
to  be  in  my  place  in  the  House  last 
Session  I  should  then  have  objected 
to  the  schemes  put  forward  by  the  Chief 
Secretary.  The  people  who  projected 
the  works  at  Ballinasloe  are  sdtogether 
antagonistic  to  the  Irish  movement,  and 
have  been  compelled  to  appeal  to  the 
Government  for  assistance,  because  their 
efforts  have  not  been*  attended  with 
success.  Still,  looking  at  the  fact  that  a 
large  number  in  the  district  are  depend- 
ing for  their  livelihood  on  the  continu- 
ance  of  the  operations,  I  shall  support  the 
Resolution,  and  I  hope  the  House  will 
allow  the  stage  to  be  taken  without 
further  opposition. 

(4.38.)  Mr.  WADDY  (Lincobishire, 
Brigg)  :  It  appears  to  me  that  the  obser- 
vations of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
just  spoken  would  apply  with  equal 
force  to  the  shutting  up  of  any  large 
works.  That  principle  is  so  mischievous 
that  I  shall  certainly  support  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sunderland  in  dividing 
against  the  Resolution. 

(4.40.)      The   House  divided  :— Ayes, 
245  ;  Noes  95.— (Div.  List,  No.  58.) 

Bill  oi-dered  to  be  brought  by  Mr. 
Arthur  Balfour  and  Mr.  Jackson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time. 
[BiU  236.] 
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CONTAGIOUS      DISEASES      (ANIMALS) 
(PLEURO-PNEUMONIA)  [EXPENSES]. 
Resolution  reported, 

*'  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  pay- 
ment, out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by  Parlia- 
ment, of  an  annual  sum,  not  exceeding 
£140,000,  towards  defraying  the  cost  of  the 
execution,  in  Great  Britain,  of  any  Act  of  the 
present  Session  for  conferring  further  powers 
under  the  Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Acts, 
1878  to  1886,  with  respect  to  pleuro- 
pneumonia ;  and  of  an  annual  sum,  not  exceed* 
ing  £20,000,  towards  defraying  the  costs  of  the 
execution  of  the  slid  Act  in  Ireland.*' 

(4.55.)  Mb.  BUCHANAN  (Edin- 
burgh,  E.)  :  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  a  question 
with  regard  to  the  BilF  which  is  to  be 
founded  on  this  Resolution.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  no  doubt  aware  that 
at  the  present  time  there  are  on  the 
Paper  pages  of  Amendments  by  Scotch 
Members  bearing  directly  on  financial 
questions ;  indeed,  there  is  grave  dissatis- 
faction in  Scotland  with  the  financial 
terms  on  which  it  is  proposed  to  base  the 
Bill.  I  wish  to  know  whether  the  subject 
has  been  brought  under  the  notice  of  the 
Government,  and  when  it  is  intended  to 
take  the  Bill? 

*(4.56.)  Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The 
subject  has  received  the  serious  con- 
sideration of  the  Government,  and  they 
are  now  considering  by  what  means  they 
can  make  proposals  which  will  be  satis- 
factory to  hon.  Members  for  Scotland  in 
reference  to  the  charge  which  may  possi- 
bly ba  imposed  upon  Scottish  funds  by 
the  operation  of  the  Bill.  The  Govern- 
ment hope  to  proceed  with  the  ^ill  on 
Tuesday  next.  In  the  meantime^  njjitice 
will  be  given  of  such  changes  in  the 
measure  as  I  hope  will  be  found  to  be 
satisfactory. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

SUPPLY—CIVIL   SERVICE  ^ESTIMATES 
1890.91. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Class  V. 

1.  £400,000,  Exchequer  Bonds  (Cape 
Railway). 

2.  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

**That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £17»640,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 


in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1891,  for  the  Ex- 
penses of  Various  Services  (other  than  Con- 
sular) in  connection  with  the  Suppression  of 
the  Slave  Trade,  and  the  Expenses  of  the 
Liberated  African  Department." 

(4.59.)  Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (North- 
ampton) :  I  am  sorry  that  this  Vote  is 
to  be  taken  at  this  hour,  because  there 
are  several  facts  which  have  transpired 
on  which  some  further  explanations  are 
requisite,  and,  indeed,  important.  I 
admit  that  the  Government  have  only 
followed  the  usual  precedent,  but  matters 
in  regard  to  the  Slave  Trade  have  drifted 
into  such  an  extraordinary  position  that 
we  hardly  know  where  we  stand.  I  see 
that  the  contract  for  steamers  between 
Aden  and  Zanzibar  has  been  augmented 
by  j£9,000  this  year.  Now  we  are  asked 
for  another  £16,000,  and  I  should  like 
to  know  if  a  new  contract  has  been 
entered  into  with  the  company? 
What  do  we  find  ?  That  this  company  is 
down  for  £16,000  to  put  down  the  Slave 
Trade,  and  they  are  actually  employing 
slaves  themselves.  We  find  that  these 
Chartered  Companies,  particularly  the 
Lakes  Company,  employ  slaves  them- 
selves. It  is  a  montrous  case  of  hypocrisy 
that  we  should  pose  before  the  world  as 
paying  a  large  sum  of  money  for  the  sup- 
pression of  the  Slave  Trade,  while  we  are 
subsidising  a  company  like  this  to  the  ex- 
tent of  £16,000  per  annum,  and  that 
company  is  actually  employing  slaves. 
There  is  an  Act?  which  renders  any  English 
subject  liable  to  penal  servitude — I  think 
it  is  for  life — who  owns  a  slave.  Even 
assuming  that  these  slaves  are  hired 

TheSECRETARY  to  the  TREASURY 
(Mr  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.)  :  I  am  sure  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  excuse  me  if  I  say 
he  is  in  error.  The  company  with  whom 
the  contract  is  made  is  not  the  company 
to  which  he  is  referring  —  the  East 
African  Company,  who  have  nothing  to  do 
with  it. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE :  It  was  admitted 
the  other  night  that  these  companies 
practically  belong  to  the  same  persons. 

Mb.  JACKSON:  No. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  :  Am  I  to  underr 
stand  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  in  no  case 
these  companies  employ  slaves?  From 
what  source  has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
got  his  information  ?  Does  he  know  that 
they  do  not  employ  slaves  ?  In  any  case, 
whether  it  be  so  or  not^  this  sum  is  used 
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for    commercial  purposes  by   this  East  i 
African    Company,  which    does  employ 
slaves. 

The  chairman  :  It  is  quite  irregular 
on  this  Vote  of  a  subsidy  to  the  Steam- 
ship Company  to  discuss  the  conduct  of 
the  East  African  Company. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  have  merely 
raised  this  point  that  this  money  is  used 
for  commercial  purposes,  and  it  is  put 
down  under  the  Slave  Trade  Vote.  It 
is  usad  in  no  way,  except  the  most  in- 
direct, for  the  suppression  of  the  Slave 
Trade.  Therefore,  we  shall  have  to  dis- 
cuss in  some  sort  of  way  the  action  of 
this  East  African  Company.  We  ought 
not  to  allow  this  increased  subsidy  to  be 
granted  at  the  present  moment  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  will  tell  me 
that  the  contract  will  be  laid  on  the 
Table,  but  we  ought  not  to  vote  the 
money  until  we  see  the  contract.  I 
would  suggest  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  advisability  of  putting  o£E  this 
Vote  until  we  see  the  contract.  I  beg  to 
move  that  the  Vote  be  reduced  by  the 
sum  of  £9,130,  because  I  assume  that 
the  old  contract  which  whs  £6,000  has 
been  increased  by  £9,130,  leaving  out 
the  Supplementary  Estimates. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propos3d. 
"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £8,510,  be 
granted  for  the  said  Service.'' — {Mr. 
Lahouchere.) 

(5  10.)  Mr.  DILLON-  (Mayo,  E.) : 
I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  seconding  the 
reduction  of  this  Vote.  We  want 
to  be  informed  what  brings  this  sum 
into  the  Slave  Trade  Vote  at  all.  I  only 
wish  to  point  out  that  wo  on  this  side 
did  not  introduce  the  East  African  Com- 
pany. It  was  the  Government  who 
introduced  the  reference  through  the 
Member  responsible  for  these  Estimates, 
who  had  to  inform  the  Committee  as  to 
the  necessity  for  the  increase  of  the 
subsidy.  I  was  under  the  impression, 
having  listened  to  the  debate  the  other 
night,  that  the  increase  was  made  for  the 
convenience  of  the  East  African  Company. 
Of  course,  if  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  tells  us  that  it  is  not  so,  I  do 
not  understand  how  the  East  African 
Conipxny  came  to  be  mentioned  at  all.  1 
think  we  are  entitled,  first  of  all,  to  ask 
why  this  subsidy  to  the  Steamship  Com- 
pany appears  in  the  Vote  for  the  suppres- 
Mr,  Labouchere 


sion  of  the  Slave  Trade,  and  also  whether 
it  has  any  indirect  connection  with  the 
East  African  Company  ? 

(5.13.)  Dr.  TANNER:  I  hold  in  my 
hand  the  Appropriation  Account  for  the 
year  1 888-9,  and  I  find  the  amount  the  Com- 
mittee is  called  upon  to  pay  at  the  present 
time  is  £16,000,  which,  in  point  of  &ct, 
is  an  excess  over  last  year  of  £9,130. 
When  we  find  that  £7,850,  which  was  not 
on  account  of  Slave  Trade  services,  is 
passed  under  cover  of  this  Vote,  we  see 
that  the  sum  is  increasing  by  leaps  and 
hounds,  and  is  really  doublii^  the 
amount  originally  intended  to  be  granted. 
[  simply  rose  for  the  purpose  of  calling 
the  right  hon.  p-entleman's  attention  to 
this  matter.  He  is  acquainted  with  the 
proceedings  of  the  Committee  on  Public 
Accounts,  where  these  matters  were 
sifted,  and  he  will  recollect  that  attention 
was  called  in  that  Committee  to  the  way 
in  which  this  Vote  was  increased. 

(5.15.)  Mr.  JACKSON  :  I  think  I  can 
satisfy  the  hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat 
down  that  the  matter  is  clearly  and  per- 
fectly in  order.  The  Appropriation 
Account  deals  with  1888-9,  the  expendi- 
ture terminating  on  the  31st  March, 
1889.  The  amount  there  stated  is  the 
amount  of  the  contract  which  was  then 
in  existence.  Sinca  that  time  there  has 
been  a  new  contract  entered  into.  That 
contract  has  been  laid  on  the  Table  and 
circulated  among  Members.  It  is  for  a 
larger  sum. 

Dr.  tanner  :  Double. 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  Quite  so.  In  fact,  it 
includes  the  Sea  Service,  and  a  quicker 
service,  with  calls  at  more  places.  The 
contract  will  have  to  obtain  the  approval 
of  the  House  before  it  becomes  legally 
binding,  and  I  hope  to  lay  it  before  the 
House  in  the  course  of  a  day  or  two.  As 
regards  the  position  of  the  Vote  in  the 
Estimates,  it  was  a  question  when  the 
Estimates  were  under  consideration, 
whether  the  amount  should  be  put  under 
the  Packet  Service  connected  with  the 
Post  Office ;  but  really  the  sum  is  paid 
much  more  for  the  suppression  of  the 
Slave  Trade  than  for  the  purposes  of  the 
Mail  Service.  It  is  quite  true  that  the 
mails  are  carried  by  these  steamers,  but 
I  think  I  am  justified  in  saying  that  it  is 
intended  much  more  for  services  con- 
nected with  the  Slave  Trade.  It  is 
generally  admitted  that  these  vessels 
passing  to  and  fro  do  exercise  a  beneficial 
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influence  in  checking  the  Slave  Trade. 
I  Buppo83  by  multiplying  the  vessels  that 
influence  is  increas3d.  It  was  felt,  further, 
in  view  of  the  general  condition  of  things 
which  prevails  in  the  Rad  S3a,  and  the 
difficulties  which  have  arisan  during  the 
past  two  years,  that  it  would  have  been 
an  extremely  inopportune  time  to  do 
anything  which  would  weaken  the  means 
of  communication  with  the  fleet  and  the 
East  Coast  of  Africa.  The  Government  felt 
it  desirable  to  enter  into  a  contract  for 
an  improved  service,  and  such  contract, 
has  been  entered  into.  Though  it  does 
appaar  an  anomaly  that  a  contract  with 
a  Steamship  Company  should  appear  in 
the  Vote  for  the  Skve  Trade  Sarvice,  yet 
there  is  much  more  connection  between 
the  two  than  at  first  sight  appears. 
Reference  has  been  made  to  the  fact 
that  the  gentleman  who  is  Chairman  of 
the  Steamship  Company  is  also  Chair- 
man of  the  East  African  Company  ;  but 
that  does  not  necessarily  imply  that  there 
is  any  connection  between  the  two  com- 
panies, except  so  far  as  concerns  the 
action  of  that  particular  individual.  I 
venture  to  say  that  there  is  no  connection 
between  this  company  and  the  East  African 
Company,  and  perhaps  it  would  have 
saved  discussion  had  this  explanation 
been  made  earlier. 

(5.20.)  SibG.  CAMPBEIiL(Kirkcaldy, 
&c.)  :  I  think  it  batter  to  leave  to  the  dis- 
cussion on  another  Vote  this  discussion 
of  the  connection  between  the  two  com- 
panies, and  to  confine  ourselves  to  the 
contract  itself.  I  suppose  we  will  be 
afforded  opportunity  of  discussing  the 
contract  some  time  after  midnight ;  but 
I  think  we  had  better  utilise  the  present 
chance  and  daylight  to  examine  this  con- 
tract rather  than  trust  to  the  tender 
mercies  of  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury. 
On  looking  into  the  contract  of  the  Steam 
Navigation  Company  I  find  that  it  was 
made  without  competition. 

Mr.  JACKSON :  That  is  not  so,  if 
the  hon.  Gentleman  means  that  competi- 
tion was  not  invited. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL:  That  is  not 
what  I  mean.  No  doubt  competition 
was  invited  ;  but  there  was  no  competi- 
tion, inasmuch  as  there  is  only  one 
company  running  vessels  in  this  part. 
The  Chairman  of  that  company  is  at  the 
same  time  Chairman  of  the  East  African 
Company,  and  the  contract  is  made  not 
for  a  hig^  rate  of  spee4)  only  10  knots 


an  hour.  The  old  contract  was  from 
Aden  to  Zanzibar,  but  the  present  con- 
tract is  larger.  The  vessels  are  to  touch 
at  four  p  aces,  all  the  stations  of  the 
Efibst  African  Company.  Another  extra- 
ordinary point  of  the  contract  is  that 
£7,000  is  to  be  paid  for  carrying  mails 
between  London  and  Zanzibar.  We 
have  already  abundance  of  mail  contracts 
between  London  and  Aden,  the  Indian 
mail  contracts,  and  the  China  and  Aus- 
tralian contracts.  There  is  no  need,  so  far 
as  I  can  see,  for  a  Mail  Service  between 
London  and  Zanzibar.  The  service  be- 
tween Aden  and  Zanzibar  would  have 
been  ample  for  all  purposes.  Notwith- 
standing, the  Steam  Navigation  Company, 
whose  Chairman  and  many  of  the  influ- 
ential Directors,  are  also  Chairman  and 
Directors  of  the  East  African  Company, 
are  to  have  a  largely  increased  subsidy. 
I  cannot  conceive  what  influence  these 
mail  contracts  will  have  on  the  Slave 
Trade.  The  mail  steamers  do  not  stop  to 
pursue  slaves  ;  they  have  no  active  part 
in  the  suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade ; 
they  simply  carry  letters  to  the  Fleet,  and 
I  confess  it  does  seem  to  me  that  this 
contract  is  tinctured  with  something  in 
the  nature  of  a  job. 

•(5.20.)  Sir  L.  FELLY  (Ha<5kney,  N.) : 
Sir,  I  confine  myself  to  the  question  of 
the  British  India  Company  plying  along 
the  East  Coast  of  Africa,  and  to  consider- 
ing this  question  politically  and  com- 
mercially. It  has  been  said  that  the 
commercial  side  of  the  subject  has  no 
relation  to  the  Slave  Trade.  I  venture 
to  hold  an  entirely  different  opinion.  I 
speak  not  without  experience.  I  was 
actively  engaged  in  the  suppression  of 
the  Slave  Trade  30  years  ago  on  the  East 
Coast  of  Africa,  in  the  Persian  Gulf,  and 
in  the  principal  Slave  Groups.  I  was 
also  a  member  of  the  anti-Slavery 
Mission  in  1872-73.  I  venture  to  say 
that  the  running  of  mercantile  steamers 
in  the  Persian  Gulf  and  on  the  East  Coast 
of  Africa  has  a  very  close  and  direct  con- 
nection with  the  Slave  Trade,  and  in 
this  way.  Before  the  introduction  of 
steamers  trade  is  carried  on  by  means 
of  dhows.  These  ship  a  so-called  crew 
from  the  East  Coast,  and  proceed 
'whether  to  Arabia,  Persia,  or  other 
points  in  Asia.  Most  of  the  men  thus 
shipped  are  slaves,  and  many  of  them 
are  sold  as  slaves  on  the  dhows  reaching 
their  Asiatic  ports.     This  traffic  went  on 
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year  after  year.  It  was  going  on  in  1860, 
and  continued  during  the  1 2  years  I  was*  in 
serving  on  the  Persian  GuJf  and  on  the 
East  Coast  of  Africa.  But  when  we  got 
steamers  into  the  gulf,  and  now  that  we 
are  placing  them  on  the  Bnst  Coast  of 
Africa,  these  st<jamors  carry  goods 
cheaper  tlian  they  could  be  carried  by 
the  dhows,  which  in  that  way  we  cut 
out  the  dhow  trade.  The  effect  is  to 
reduce  the  Slave  Trade.  In  my  belief, 
such  a  means  of  reducing  that  traffic  is 
more  effective  than  the  employment  of 
men-of-war.  But,  Sir,  the  argument 
would  apply  equally  to  the  land.  The  more 
you  introduce  railways  andcivilisedmeans 
of  communication  between  the  coast  and 
theUpperLake  regions,  the  more  will  you 
tend  to  suppress  the  Slave  Trade  and 
prevent  the  ivory  and  other  produce 
baing  brought  down  by  slaves.  With 
regard  to  the  commercial  aspect  of  the 
subject,  I  ventured  to  ask  the  British 
India  Company  what  was  the  outcome  of 
it?  Their  service  began  in  November 
last.  Since  that  time  they  have  com- 
pleted five  voyages,  and  the  average 
loss  upon  each  voyage  to  the  British 
India  Company  has  been  £1,500.  If  you 
compare  what  England  does  with  what  is 
done  by  other  countries,  you  find  that  the 
(rerman  subsidy  for  steam  communication 
on  the  East  Coast  is  i>45,000.  Surely, 
if  we  want  to  develop  our  commerce,  and 
indirectly,  as  I  Imvo  shown  by  that 
ver^'i'oninierco  tend  to  suppress  the  Slave 
Tnule,  surely,  if  we  wish  to  maintain  our 
Imperial  position,  and  not  be  content 
with  our  insular  position,  we  ought  to  be 
prepared  to  meet  the  sacrifices  necessary. 
If  we  desire  to  stand  before  the  world 
as  intent  uptm  the  maintenance  of  our 
Enipirt\  and  as  the  antagonist  of  the 
Slave  Tmde,  then  we  must  pay  for  it. 
To  pretend  tliat  we  are  anxious  to 
develop  IniiK»rially,  to  pretend  that  we 
are  a  great  and  philanthropic  people, 
anxious  to  put  down  slavery,  and  then 
to  stickle  over  £16,000  is,  to  my  mind, 
illogical  and  contemptible. 

♦(5.30.)  Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  Sir,  I 
understand  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  to 
say  that  the  inclusion  of  this  sum  in  the 
Vote  is  to  ho.  defended  on  the  ground  that 
it  will  tend  to  the  suppression  of  the  Slave 
Trade. 

Mr.  ,1  ACKSOX  :  I  gave  the  mails  as  a 
subsidit^ry  matter. 
Sir  Z.  Pelhj 


•Mr.  BRADLAUGH :  Why  is  it  that 
in  the  contract  there  is  not  a  word 
directly  or  indirectly  about  giviog  anyone 
facilities  for  the  suppression  of  the  Slave 
Trade  ?  If  the  mails  are  a  subsidiary 
matter,  why  is  it  that  all  mention  of  the 
principal  matter  is  omitted  from  the  items 
stated  ?  It  is  true  that  in  the  Treasury 
Minute,  put  in  as  a  pre&oe  to  this 
contract,  there  is  a  reference — ahnost  as 
vague  as  that  which  came  from  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury — ^to  the 
British  Mail  Service  to  Zanzibar  estab- 
lished in  1873  as  a  useful  auxiliary  to 
the  suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade.  I 
agree  with  the  hon.  Member  who  last 
spoke,  that  general  civilisation  does 
gradually  bring  about  the  suppression  of 
slavery ;  but  these  subventions  have 
nothhig  to  do  with  that.  The  singling 
out  of  these  Companies  for  the  purpose  A 
carrying  letters  from  London  to  Zanzibar 
has  nothing  to  do  with  that.  You  do  not 
provide  that,  if  a  British  Indian  steamer 
comes  across  a  dhow  in  the  Red  Sea  or 
anywhere  else,  it  has  to  go  after  it.  I 
had  not  intended  to  take  part  in  this 
discussion  ;  but  I  do  think  that  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  should  not 
pi*esume  so  much  on  the  general  credulity 
of  the  House  and  the  country  as  to  offer 
in  defence  of  the  inclusion  of  an  item  in  a 
Vote  in  which  it  should  not  appear 
that  though  it  has  nothing  to 
do  with  the  question  of  the  suppression 
of  slavery,  generally  speaking,  the  carry- 
ing of  correspondence  between  civilised 
people  tends  in  that  direction,  I  defy 
the  lion.  Member  to  read  one  clause  in 
the  contract  in  which  the  Slave  Trade  is 
mentioned,  or  a  single  line  which  says 
that  the  company  is  to  give  any  kind  of 
Assistance  to  anybody  pursuing  slave 
dhows.  I  defy  him  to  read  a  word  in  it 
which  says  that  there  is  to  be  any  infor- 
mation given,  directly  or  indirectly,  to 
anylxxly  as  to  the  transport  of  slaves  in 
consideration  of  this  Vote.  I  hope  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury — ^to 
whom  we  are  often  indebted  for  very 
agreeable  explanations  of  financial  poliiy 
— will  add  frankly  to  the  information  he 
has  given  us  by  saying  that  he  does  not 
defend  the  insertion  of  the  item,  and 
will  leave  it  out  next  vear. 

(5.35.)  The  UNDER  SECRETARY 
FOR  FOREIGX  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J.  Fer- 
cussoN,  2klanchester,  N.E.)  :  There  is,  no 
doubt,  a  great  deal   in   what  the  hoB. 
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■  Member  has  said  :  but  I  would  ask  tbe 
Committee  to  recognise  that,  after  ull» 
this  is  a  criticism  as  to  form.  It  is 
objected  that  this  contract,  being  for  other 
purposes  than  the  suppre&sion  of  the 
Slave  Trade,  ought  not  to  appear  under 
the  Suppression  of  the  Slav©  IVade  Vote. 
I  suppose  the  subsidy  was  originally 
given  to  tbe  Steamship  Company  for 
carrying  mails  on  this  coast  with  the 
special  object  of  aiding  in  tht?  suppres- 
sion of  the  Slave  Trade,  and  that  it 
has  been  allowed  to  continue  in 
that  form.  In  whatever  form  it 
appsarsj  it  is  necessary.  It  is  of  the 
greatest  importance  that  there  should  be 
speedy  communication  by  mail  steamer 
along  this  coast  in  order  that  Her 
Majesty's  ships  employed  on  the  stations 
in  that  part  of  the  world  may  communi- 
cate with  the  officers  engaged  in  the 
suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade.    I  myself 

I  know  of  cases  where  information  as  to 
the  prolmblo  movements  of  Slave  Trading 
vessels  has  been  carried  by  these  mail 
steamers  so  as  to  lead  to  most  important 
results.      If   such    steamers     were    not 

employed  I  know  of  no  way   in   which 

despatches  from  one  sttition  to  another 
along  this  coast  could  be  carried,  except 
by  a  man-of-war.  Undoubtedly,  this 
country  derives  other  advantages  from 
this  Mail  Service  than  those  connected 
with  the  suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade. 
1  would,  for  instance,  remind  the  Cora- 
m.ittee  of  the  great  and  growing  interests 
which  this  country  bason  the  Eiist  Coast 
of  Africa,  and  how  much  more  important 
it  is  now  than  it  was  in  times  past  that 
aid  liave  a  regular  and  speedy 
This  line  conveys  mails  fis  far 
[as  Zanzibar,  and  there  it  counecte  with 
another  Mail  Service  to  the  Cape  of  Good 
Hope,  furnishing  a  regular  communica- 
tion all  down  the  East  Ctxist  of  Africa, 
Surely  hon,  Alembers  would  not  wish 
that  this  service  should  fall  into  the 
hands  of  foreign  mail  steamers 
- — and  the  House  has  been  told  that 
the  German  Government  pay  a  much 
larger  subsidy  to  their  mail  line  going 
down  this  coast  than  we  pay  ours.  I 
venture  to  think  that  the  House   would 

■  not  acquiesce  in  any  proposal  to  hand 
over  our  communications  in  this  direction 
to  foreign  mail  steamers  or  to  do  any- 
thing which  would  render  our  Mail 
Service  less  speedy  and  efficient  than  that 
]  of  any  foreign  country   and  less   able  to 


successfully  compete  with  the  foi*eiu:tiHr 
than  we  are  in  other  parts  of  the  world. 
It  is  lie  cause  this  mail  contract  is  for  the 
benefit  of  our  commerce,  and  because  I 
l>elieve  that  the  reasons  which  originally 
led  to  the  establishment  of  the  service  on 
the  East  Coast  of  Africa  continue  to  exist 
at  the  present  day,  that  I  ho}>e  the  Com- 
mittee will  assent  to  the  Vote. 

*(5.42.)  Mk.  BRADLAUGH  :  Is  there 
a  word  about  this  service  in  connection 
with  the  suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade 
in  the  contract  ? 

Sir  J.  FEEGTJSSON:  I  do  not 
think  that  that  affects  the  matter.  The 
assi. stance  of  the  .steamers  in  that  direc- 
tion, though  subsidiary,  is  extremely 
valuable. 

♦Mr.  J.  MACLEAN  (Oldham):  I 
must  say  that  I  think  the  argument  of 
the  right  lion.  Gentleuian  rather  tends  to 
show  that  this  subsidy  should  not  have  been 
included  under  the  head  of  the  suppi*es- 
siou  of  the  Slave  Tmde.  We  have  heani 
a  great  deal  about  the  value  of  the  Mail 
Service  on  the  East  Coast  of  Africa»aniione 
can  readily  understand  that  a  Mail  Service 
of  that  kind  must  be  of  great  importance 
to  ns  for  the  purpose  of  helping  us  to 
maintain  our  power  in  that  part  of  the 
world  as  against  our  rivals.  But  it  is 
r|uite  appai-ent  from  the  sjK-ech  of  the 
hoiK  Member  for  Ni:>rth  Hackney  (Sir  L, 
Peliy) — who  has  a  right  bt  speak  with 
some  knowledge  on  this  question  -  -that 
this  service  is  really  established  for  Im- 
perial and  commercial  puqioses  in  the  first 
instance,  and  ouly  in  a  subsidiary  degree 
for  the  suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade, 
My  hon.  Friend  quoted  to  the  House 
figures  to  show  that  the  British  India 
Company  is  actually  now  carrying  on  the 
service  at  a  loss.  It  has  lost  at  least 
ii  1,500  on  each  of  tlie  last  five  voyages. 
Does  anyone  beheve  the  company  is 
going  to  carry  on  the  service  at  a  loss  for 
the  puqiose  of  iiupprcssing  the  Slave 
Trade  1  The  object  of  tht*  company  is  to 
serve  its  own  int?rest  and  the  interest  of 
the  allied  companies  with  whom  it  is 
working  out  there.  It  is  plain  that  this 
service  is  intended  to  .serve  the  com- 
mercial interests  of  the  British  East 
African  Company.  The  steamers  run  to 
Moml>assa  and  other  ports*  and  it  must, 
therefore,  be  to  the  interest  of  the  East 
African  Company  to  encoiiratro  the 
service,  I  think  this  subsidy  was 
i*ogularly  included  in  the  Suppression  of 


1447         Supply — Civil 


{COMMONS} 


Service  Estimates.         1448 


Slavery  Vots  by  what  I  may  call  a  pious 
fraud  on  the  partof  Sir  Bartle  Frere.  Hav- 
ing been  out  in  this  quarter  of  the  globs, 
he  declared  that  by  the  establishment 
of  a  line  of  steamers  we  should  be  in- 
directly going  some  way  towards  sup- 
pressing the  Slave  Trade.  I  have  not 
yet  heard  anything  from  the  Treasury 
Bench  as  to  the  way  in  which  the  Slave 
Trade  has  been  suppressed  by  the  estab- 
lishment of  this  service.  The  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  says  that 
these  steamers  often  carry  information 
which  ena])les  British  officers  to  intercept 
slave  dhows  ;  but  I  would  ask  him  if  he 
can  point  to  a  single  instance  where  one 
of  these  staamers  has  deviated  from  her 
course  for  the  purpose  of  rendering 
service  to  Her  Majasty's  Government  in 
that  way?  No  doubt  the  letters  they 
carry  give  information.  I  am  one  of 
those  who  do  not  condemn  what  we  are 
doing  in  East  Africa  ;  but  I  say  the 
House  ought  to  have  information  as  to 
what  is  being  done,  and  there  ought  to 
be  no  attempt  to  smuggle  through  a 
subsidy  for  a  Mail  Service  under  the 
head  of  the  Suppression  of  the  Slave 
Trade. 

(5.45.)  Mr.  WADDY  :  We  seem  by 
degrees  to  be  getting  a  little  light 
thrown  on  this  Vote.  I  do  not  think 
there  is  one  of  us  who  doubts  that  this 
item,  instead  of  being  an  attack  on  the 
Slave  Trade,  is  really  a  subsidy  to  a 
commercial  company  which  appears  to 
have  two  heads,  one  of  which  we  are 
not  allowed  to  deal  with  to  -  night, 
the  defence  of  which  is  mainly  con- 
ducted with  great  ability  and  perfect 
fairnesss  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member, 
who  is,  I  believe,  a  Director  of  the 
company. 

♦Sir  L.  PELLY  :  Which  compiny  ? 
Mr.  WADDY  :   The  Imperial  British 
East  African  Company. 

♦Sir  L.  PKLLY  :  Yes. 
Mr.  WADDY  :  We  are  asked  to  grant 
a  subsidy  to  a  company  which  is  a  sister 
company  to  that  I  refer  to  on  the  plea 
that  it  is  for  the  suppression  of  slavery, 
and  it  seems  that  the  only  connection  it 
has  with  slavery  is  to  be  found  in  the 
argument  that  the  more  we  cover  the 
ocean  with  our  own  civilised  vessels  the 
less  room  there  will  be  for  others  that 
iiT3  uncivilised,  and  -the  more  informa- 
tion as  to  the  doings  of  Slave 
Traders  we  shall  obtain.  According 
Mr»  J,  Maclean 


to  that  argument  you  should  subsidise 
lines  of  steamers  right  round  the  coast 
of  Africa,  off  the  coast  of  Guinea^  and  in 
many  other  parts  of  the  world.  And  it 
is  said  in  support  of  the  Vote,  "Where 
would  our  Indian  Empire  have  been  if 
it  had  not  been  for  these  subsides  to 
and     where     would     our 


Australian  Colonies  have  been?"  Well, 
what  has  all  this  to  do  with  the 
suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade  1  No 
one  doubts  that,  in  regard  to  the  general 
spread  of  information,  you  can  screw 
the  question  of  the  Slave  Trade 
in  or  twist  it  in  ;  but  the  same 
thing  might  be  done  in  the  case  of 
Samoa,  and  almost  all  other  wild  and 
uncultivated  parts  of  the  world.  I 
protest  against  this  item  going  under 
the  head  of  the  Suppression  of  the  Slave 
Trade  when  it  really  has  nothing  to  do 
with  it.  Tjiere  is  nothing  more  decep- 
tive than  to  put  down  the  EiStimates  in 
this  way,  and  I  strongly  object  to  this 
sam  of  £16,000  being  put  under  the 
head  of  the  Slave  Trade  Suppression 
Services 

(5.50.)  Mr.  JACKSON  :  May  I  make 
an  offer  to  Gentlemen  opposite  ?  I  will 
undertake  that  when  the  EiStimates  are 
framed  next  year  the  Mail  Service  Vote 
shall  be  removed  from  this  heading  and 
put  with  the  general  subsidies  for  these 
Services.  I  am  sorry  I  cannot  depart 
from  what  I  have  previously  said  as 
regards  the  original  provision  made  on 
this  subject  The  Vote  has  occupied  its 
present  position  for  a  good  many  years, 
but  T  am  just  as  anxious  as  any  Member 
of  the  Committee  to  improve  as  far  as 
possible  the  form  of  the  Estimates,  and 
I  will  undertake  that  next  year  the  Votes 
shall  be  separated. 

Mr.  WADDY :  Do  I  understand  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  agrees  to  reduce  the 
item  to  its  old  amount  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON:  That  is  impossible. 
I  daresay  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Post- 
master General  will  raise  an  objection  to 
what  I  have  already  undertaken. 

Mr.  DILLON:  I  do  not  agree  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Af^irs  that  this 
is  merely  a  question  of  form.  An 
attempt  is  clearly  being  made  in  this 
case  to  smuggle  through  the  Committee 
a  large  increase  in  a  subsidy  to  a  Steam- 
ship Company,  under  the  pretext  of  sup- 
pressing the  Slave  Trade,  when  it. baa 
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been  made  manifest  that  the  real  object 
of  the  increase  is  to  facilitate  the  expan- 
sion of  the  East  African  Company's  trade. 
The  course  of  the  debate  has  shown 
clearly  what  an  inconvenient  and  im- 
proper proceeding  this  is.  We  have  been 
cut  ofE  from  discussing  the  true  purpose 
for  which  the  money  is  required.  We 
are  asked  to  vote  money  for  a  contract 
which  the  House  has  not  yet  approved ; 
and  when  we  look  at  the  terms  of  the 
contract  we  see  plainly  that  the  main 
motive  for  the  increase  of  the  subsidy  is 
not  at  all  the  suppression  of  the  Slave 
Trade,  but  is  in  reality  a  political 
motive  connected  with  the  present  posi- 
tion of  Germany  and  England  in  Eastern 
Africa,  and  also  with  the  development  of 
the  trade  of  the  East  African 'Company. 
We  are  asked  to  believe  that  every 
subsidy  having  for  its  object  to  increase 
commerce  and  communication  along  the 
coast  must  necessarily  tend  to  the  sup- 
pression of  the  Slave  Trade.  I  utterly 
deny  that  general  statement.  Before  we 
can  judge  of  the  efEect  of  a  trade,  we 
must  know  what  the  nature  of  that  trade 
is.  Suppose  we  heard  to-morrow  that 
the  goods  that  are  shipped  by  the  Com- 
pany are  brought  down  to  the  coast  on 
the  backs  of  slaves.  I  would  ask  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  opposite 
whether  none  of  these  goods  are  brought 
down  on  the  backs  of  slaves  ? 

*SiR  L.  FELLY :  As  the  question  is 
put  to  me,  I  beg  to  say  T  believe  that 
nearly  all  the  goods  are  brought  down  on 
the  backs  of  slaves.  I  hope  the  Govern- 
ment may  see  fit  to  give  some  sort  of 
subsidy  or  guarantee  to  a  railway  in 
view  to  assisting  the  Company  in  con- 
structing one,  thus  tending  to  supplant 
this  use  of  slaves. 

Mb.  DILLON:  To  use  an  American 
expression,  I  have  struck  oil.  I  am  ex- 
ceedingly grateful  to  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  the  frank  and  manly 
way  in  which  he  has  answered  the  ques- 
tion. It  is  admitted  by  a  Director  of  the 
company  that  the  steamers  of  the  com- 
pany we  are  asked  to  subsidise  are  en- 
gaged in  shipping  goods  that  are  carried 
on  the  backs  of  slaves ;  and  this  is  tlie 
way  in  which,  according  to  Members  of 
the  Government,  we  are  discouraging  the 
Slave  Trade.  I  protest  againt  subsidising 
a  company  whose  profits  depend  upon 
this  infamous  traffic.  The  attitude  of 
the   Government  reminds  me    of     the  | 
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time  when  a  good  many  Members  of  this 
House  did  not  see  any  harm  in  the 
slavery  of  the  Southern  States.  To  put 
this  item  vaguely  before  the  Committee 
as  one  for  the  encouragement  of  com- 
merce on  the  East  Coast  of  Africa  is  a 
preposterous  attempt  to  deceive  the 
public.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
hopes  the  Government  will  see  their  way 
to  subsidise  a  railivay'.  But  the  non- 
existence of  the  railyray  does  not  justify 
English  ■  merchants  in  getting  goods 
carried  down  on  the  backs  of  slaves. 

♦Sir  L.  PELLY  :  The  East  African 
Company  carry  down  nothing. 

Mr  DILLON:  We  all  know,  Mr. 
Courtney,  that  the  receivers  of  stolen 
goods  do  not  steal  them. 

•Sir  L.  PELLY  :  If  there  are  receivers 
of  these  goods  they  are  the  English  oom- 
munity  in  London  and  elsewhere  who 
purchase  them. 

Mr.  DILLON :  Yes,  but  the  English 
community  in  London  and  elsewhere  do 
not  know  who  brought  down  these  goods. 

•Sir  L.  PELLY :  Well,  now  I  tell 
them. 

Mr.  DILLON:  Let  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  set  up  a  store 
in  London  and  placard  it  "  for  the  sale 
of  goods  brought  down  from  the  interior 
of  Africa  on  the  backs  of  slaves," 
and  see  how  many  Englishmen  will  buy 
of  him.  If  he  will  do  it  I  will  undertake 
to  boycott  the  store.  I  say  it  is  useless 
to  talk  of  discouraging  the  Slave  Trade 
when  you  are  deriving  a  profit  from  the 
trade.  This  discussion  has  served  a 
most  useful  purpose.  It  has  shown  us 
that,  so  far  from  being  a  mere  matter  of 
form,  the  introduction  of  this  increased 
subsidy  into  the  Slave  Vote  is  an  attempt 
to  deceive  the  Committee.  Under  cover 
of  a  Vote  for  the  Suppression  of  the 
Slave  Trade,  we  are  asked  to  grant  an 
increased  subsidy  to  a  company  for  the 
purpose  of  enabling  them  to  develop  the 
trade  of  the  East  African  Company, 
which  is  a  trade  based  entirely  on  slave 
labour.  Under  these  circumstances,  I 
think  I  am  justified  in  appealing  to  hon. 
Members  to  oppose  the  subsidy.  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson) 
has  offered  to  alter  the  Vote  next  year. 
I  accept  no  such  proposal.  This  Vote, 
in  my  opinion,  ought  not  to  be  passed 
on  its  merits,  and  the  least  we  can  de- 
mand is  that  the  Vote  shall  be  postponed 
until  the  whole  question  can  be  discussed. 
3  G 


1451         Sujyjjly —  CivU 


{COMMONS} 


Set-vice  Estimates, 


1452 


Mr.  BURDETT  -  COUTTS  (West- 
minster) :  I  should  like  to  take  your 
ruling,  Mr.  Courtney,  as  to  whether  I 
shall  be  in  order  in  making  some  reply 
to  tlie  many  serious  allegations  which 
have  been  made  against  the  East  African 
Company  with  regard  to  the  Slave  Trade, 
as  I  am  more  or  less  in  a  position  to 
answer  them. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  conduct  of 
the  East  African  Company  is  not  in 
question.  As  I  am  speaking,  I  may  be 
allowed  to  make  a  statement  from  my 
knowledge  of  past  transactions  respecting 
^the. point  which  has  been  raised.  When 
1  was  at  the  Treasury,  long  before  the 
establishment  of  the  East  African  Com- 
pany, the  question  of  the  subsidy  came 
up  for  consideration.  It  was  then 
thought  it  ought  to  go  under  the  Post 
0ffic3  Vote.  The  Postmaster  General 
objected  very  strongly,  as  it  was  not  an 
enterprise  with  which  the  Post  Office 
had  anything  to  do.  The  argument  was 
used — whether  it  was  good  or  bad  I  do 
not  say — that  legitimate  commerce  was 
the  best  way  to  destroy  the  Slave  Trade. 

(6.6.)  Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston): 
I  wish  to  call  th«  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  the  mischief  we  are  doing  in 
dealing  with  the  Slave  Trade  at  all. 
There  is  no  doubt  whatever  that  by  the 
way  we  have  pottered  with  this  question, 
and  by  the  inefficient  manner  in  which 
we  have  endeavoured  to  suppress  the 
Slave  Trade,  we  liavj  done  more  harm 
than  good.  The  miseries  of  these  unfor- 
tunate slaves  have  been  enormously  in- 
creas3d  by  the  vacillating  and  half- 
hearted way  in  which  we  have  acted. 
While  making  preparations  for  suppres- 
ing  the  Slave  Trade,  we  have  done  every- 
thing to  increase  it  and  to  add  to  its 
horrors.  We  arj  now  asked  to  repeat 
exactly  the  same  error.  This  line  of 
steamers  is  carrying  the  goods  brought 
down  to  the  coast  by  slaves,  and  the 
result  of  increasing  this  subsidy  will  be 
that  the  quantity  of  goods  carried  by 
slaves  will  be  increased  and  we  shall 
have  in  the  future  an  enormous  addi- 
tional amount  of  slavery.  If  we  are 
going  to  subsidise  anything  let  it  be  a 
line  into  the  interior. 
*(6.7.)  Sir  J.  SWINBURNE  (Stafford- 
shire, Lichfield)  :  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  has  made  a  strong  point  about  the 
immense  utility  of  rapid  copamunioation 


along  this  coast.  When,  however,  we 
come  to  work  it  out,  we  find  that  these 
steamers  are  to  crawl  along  the  cosst  at  the 
enormous  rate  of  10  knots  an  hour.  Yet 
we  are  told  that  they  will  be  of  immense 
assistance  in  the  suppression  of  the  Slave 
Trade.  In  reality,  all  the  intelligence 
will  be  carried  by  the  swifter  Grerman 
vessels. 

(6.9.)  Mr.  CAINE  (Barrow-in-Fur- 
ness) :  I  wish  to  ask  you,  Mr.  Courtney, 
as  a  point  of  order,  whether,  as  two  or 
three  hon.  Members  have  shown  they 
are  interested  in  this  Vote,  it  will  be 
competent  for  them  to  record  their 
votes? 

The  CHAIRMAN :  That  is  a  matter 
for  them  to  determine. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  (Kent,  Thanet) : 
As  I  protested  a  good  many  years  ago 
against  British  lives  being  placed  in 
jeopardy  by  attempting  to  deal  with  the 
Slave  Trade  in  so  ineffectual  a  manner, 
I  cannot  let  this  opportunity  pass  with- 
out expressing  concurrence  yrith  what 
has  fallen  from  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Hanbury).  I 
do  not  wish  to  raise  any  objection  to  the 
granting  of  legitimate  facilities  for 
communication  in  these  regions ;  but  any 
grant  in  that  direction  ought,  I  think, 
to  come  under  the  Post  Office  Vote.  I 
wish  to  protest  once  more  against  the 
ineffectual  manner  in  which  this  subject 
of  the  suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade  is 
dealt  with,  and  against  the  Hves  of 
British  sailors  being  risked  in  these 
enterprises. 

(6.10.)  The  Committee  divided:— Ayes 
145;  Noes  213.— (Div.  List,  No.  59.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

(6.27.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  :  I  sup- 
pose it  is  competent  for  us,  under  this 
Vote,  to  discuss  the  conduct  of  any  of 
Her  Majesty's  subjects,  who  may  besaid  to 
have  infringed  the  spirit  of  the  action 
which  has  been  taken  against  slaveiy. 
I  wish  to  draw  attention  to  the  aboses 
which  are  said  to  have  occurred  on  the 
East  Coast  of  Africa  in  connection  with 
compulsory  labour. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  That  is  quite 
irrelevant  to  the  subject  of  the  Vote. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  I  submit  that 
this  is  a  Vote  for  the  suppression  of  thQ 
Slave  Trade. 


1453         Supply — Ci  nil 


{April  25,  1890}  6Vn>tcc  EBiiniaUs.        1 454 


I 


I 
I 


The  chairman  :  There  is  no  pro- 
Yision  in  the  Vote  for  payment  of  mooey 
on  the  subject  to  which  the  hoa  Gentle- 
man refers, 

(6.290  Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh, 
W.)  :  I  wish  to  aak  the  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  what  steps  the 
Government  intend  to  take  to  see  that 
tli5  clause  in  the  East  African  Company's 
cHarter  respecting  discouragement  of 
8layc*ry  is  carried  out  \ 

The  CHAIRMAN:  That  ia  not 
relevant, 

Mk,  BQCHANAN:  I  would  point 
out  that  in  the  diiscusaion  whicli  has 
taken  place  we  have  had  statements 
bearing  on  the  subject. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  question 
oug^ht  not  to  have  been  introduced  into 
the  debate  at  all. 

(6.300  Dr. TANNER:  We  find  in  the 
Vota  an  item  of  £10,000  for  the  Church 
MiBSlonary  Society  ;  and  when  we  come 
to  examine  it  we  find  that  it  means  au 
allowance  of  £5  a  head  to  this  S<3ciety 
for  the  maintenance  of  liberated  slaves 
handed  over  ti  the  Society  by  Her 
Majesty's  Consul  at  Zanzibar,  Now,  I 
do  not  see  why  the  Church  Missionary 
Society  in  jmrtieiilar  xshould  receive  this 
grant  any  mure  than  tjio  Gospi'l  Propa'^a- 
tion  Sticiety  or  auy  uther  l*hilnnthropic 
Association.  I  do  n^>t  think  we  should 
make  any  invidious  distinction  in  matters 
of  this  kind.  My  purpose*  in  referring  to 
the  subject  now  is  to  endeavour  to  extra<!t 
some  information,  and  I  hope  the 
answer  will  be  a  s-itisfcwtory  assumnct; 
thit  there  is  no  intention  Ui  endow  witli 
State-aid  any  one  Society  more  than 
another  engaged  in  such  work.  Failing 
such  au  assurance^  it  may  be  my  duty  to 
move  a  reduction  of  the  Vote. 

(6.33.)  Mil.  JACKSON:  T  think 
I  may  relieve  the  hon.  Gentle  man 
from  any  necessity  of  moving  a  reduc- 
tion on  thes^  grounds.  No  distinctiijn 
whatever  is  made  between  Religious 
B43dios  en«jf;igod  in  Missionary  work.  The 
Church  Mis:iionary  Society  ha vu  a  station 
at  this  place,  and  they  are  willing  to 
undertake  the  care  of  liberated  slaves, 
and  to  provide  for  them  until  some 
means  of  livelihood  is  fouad.  This  ia 
found  to  be  the  clieapest  and  readiest 
me*ins  of  proceofiinj^,  and  this  grant  is 
for  the  re-imbursement  of  the  Society 
for  the  expense  of  carrying  out  its  | 
charitable    work.      This    is    as   regards 


Zanzibar  ;  but  I  believe  a  similar  course 
is  pursued  in  othtjr  parts  of  the  world. 
No  distinction  is  made  between  Religious 
Denominations. 

(6.34,)  Dr.  TANNER  :  Then  I  maj 
take  it  tlrnt  these  liberated  slaves  may 
be  apportioned  annmg  several  Societies, 
who  may  share  in  the  grant  ? 

Mr,  JACKSON:  That  involrea  a 
question  of  whether  they  would  be 
willing  to  enter  into  an  arrangement. 
We,  iu  the  present  case,  have  an  arrange- 
ment. 

(6.35,)  Dr.  TANNER:  If  a  77mx/w« 
propagandi  has  to  he  adopted*  what 
is  the  position  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
metit?  Will  the  Government  undertake 
to  form  the  religious  opinions  of  a 
number  of  people  praetically  spreading 
tlie  Gospel  in  a  peculiar  way,  setting  up  a 
number  of  sects  in  Afric  i  all  cordially 
Initing  each  other,  for  the  love  of  God  ? 
I  think  it  would  be  better  to  abolish  this 
Vote  to  the  Church  Missionary  Society; 
and  if  the  Society  is  to  carry  on  its 
work  in  foreign  lands,  as  I  am  sure  I 
hope  it  will,  let  that  work  be  supported 
by  voluntary  subscriptions.  It  is  a 
great  mistake,  I  think,  to  include  in  a 
Vote  like  this  an  item  which  may  be 
interpreted  in  a  manner  that  may  give 
ris^  to  differences  of  opinion  it  is  well  to 
avoid.  I  offer  no  opposition  to  any 
Mi.*?aionary  Societ}%  but  I  do  not  think 
there  should  lie  even  an  appearance  of 
invidious  distinction  in  a  grant  of  this 
kind.  Accordingly,  I  lK>pe  that  in  the 
future  til  is  it-m  may  disajjpear  from  the 
Estimates,  and  that  the  Church  Mission- 
ary \v»>rk  will  be  promoted  in  the  only 
propu'  Wii.y  by  ]irivate  subscript iotj^, 
which,  CHUsidt^ring  the  wealth  of 
members  of  the  Church,  will  no  duibt 
be  largely  provided . 

(6,37.)  Mtt.  WADDY  :  I  understand 
that  this  is  not  a  grant  to  a  Church 
Society  at  all ;  but  it  is  t*i  meet  the  ex- 
penses of  the  feeding,  clothing,  and  taking 
care  of  a  number  of  released  African 
slaves,  taking  charge  of  and  maintaining 
them  for  a  length  of  time  until  they  can 
be  otherwise  provided  for.  Whether  the 
amount  of  X5  a  head  is  a  proper  amount 
is  a  point  we  might  question  ;  but  to  the 
object  of  the  Vote — the  maintenance  of 
these  ]>oor  creatures — I  do  not  think  any 
of  ua  will  take  exception.  "  Making 
them  Christians,**  says  an  hon.  Friend 
near  me.  Well,  that  is  not  the  worst 
3  G  2 
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thing  that  can  befal  them,  and  certainly 
I  will  not  accept  that  covert  sneer.  At 
the  same  time,  I  wonld  suggest  that  there 
should  be  thorough  impartiality  in  this 
respect.  Other  Societies,  I  understand, 
have  acted  as  this  Society  has ;  for  in- 
stance, for  many  years  a  Society  at  Sierra 
Leone  has  been  so  engaged.  I  hope  the 
grant  may  be  extended  to  other  Societies 
carrying  on  elsewhere  the  same  Christian 
work. 

(6.39.)  Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester): 
What  is  the  meaning  of  maintenance  ?  I 
imagine  these  people  may  be  put  in  the 
way  of  earning  a  living  in  some  way.  I 
can  understand  the  word  maintenance  as 
applied  to  children,  or  the  old  blind 
liberated  Africans  at  Demerara,  but  I  sup- 
pose for  ordinary  adults  the  maintenance 
is  only  temporary  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON  :  That  is  so.  Payment 
is  made  until  they  get  something  to  do. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Resolutions  to  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*<  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £128,920  (in- 
cludiDg  an  additional  sum  of  £30,000),  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will 
come  in  coursa  of  payment  daring  the  year 
ending  on  the  3l8t  day  of  March  1891,  for 
sundry  Colonial  Services,  including  Expenses 
incurred  under  *  The  Pacific  Islanders*  Protec- 
tion Act,  1875,'  and  certain  Charges  connected 
with  South  Africa." 

(6.40.)  Sir  GP]ORGE  CAMPBELL  ' 
May  I  be  allowed  to  submit  to  you,  Sir,  as 
a  point  of  order,  whether  it  is  competent 
for  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  depart 
from  precedent,  and  submit  in  these  Esti- 
mates any  number  of  Votes  lumped  to- 
gether under  one  amount,  and  whether  it 
is  open  to  any  Member  to  move  that  the 
Votes  should  be  divided  as  they  formerly 
were  divided  1  In  regard  to  these  Colonial 
Votes,  the  practice  of  combining  items 
lias  been  carried  to  an  excessive  extreme, 
and  so  in  regard  also  to  the  Diplomatic 
and  Consular  Votes. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Member 
would  not  be  entitled  to  make  such  a 
Motion  now.  The  question  is  one  for  a 
Motion  in  the  House,  bat  not  in  Com- 
mittee. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  :  Can  I  not  move 
that  parts  of  tlie  Vote  be  considered 
separately  ? 

Mr.  Waddy 


The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  hon.  Member 
cjan  go  through  the  varions  items,  but  a 
Motion  for  dividing  the  Votes  should  be 
moved  on  going  into  Committee. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL  :  I  do  not 
know  whether  the  Goyemment  intend 
to  proceed  with  the  discussion  of  a  new 
subject  now  within  a  few  minutes  of  the 
time  for  suspension  of  business.  If  the 
Government  desire  we  should  go  on,  I 
will  proceed  with  the  Motion  of  which  I 
have  given  notice,  to  move  a  reduction  of 
the  Vote  by  £5,000,  under  Sub-head  B, 
for  the  cost  of  a  New  Guinea  steamer. 

Mr.  WADDY:  I  rise  to  order.  I 
wish  to  ask  whether  if  the  hon.  Member 
now  proceeds  to  discuss  this  item  for  the  ' 
New  Guinea  steamer,  that  cuts  us  off 
from  raising  questions  upon  preceding 
items ;  for  instance,  in  reference  to  the 
steamer  at  Sierra  Leone  ? 

The  chairman  :  If  we  proceed  item 
by  item,  the  discussion  of  a  subsequent 
item  will  preclude  returning  to  a  preyious 
item. 

Mr.  WADDY:  Then  I  would  now 
ask  for  information  in  respect  to  the 
steamer  at  Sierra  Leone. 
♦The  under  SECRETARY  op  STATE 
FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Baron  H.  de  Worms, 
Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  There  is 
nothing  new  arising  on  the  Vote  in  respect 
to  a  steamer  at  Sierra^Leone.  It  is  main- 
tained for  the  purposes  of  tbe  Grovemor 
of  Sierra  Leone,  and  I  can  afford  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  no  other  informa- 
tion. It  is  required  for  the  servic*^  of 
the  colony  and  for  purposes  for  which 
such  a  vessel  is  naturally  and  properly 
used. 

Mr.  WADDY :  Then  it  is  used  for 
carrying  passengers  and  goods  and  for 
puri)oscs  to  which  the  Governor  may  put 
it? 

♦Baron  H.  pe  WORMS :  It  is  not  a 
passenger  steamer;  it  is  for  the  use 
of  the  Governor.  It  is  necessary  he 
should  have  a  steamer  on  the  coast,  where 
tlicre  are  numerous  inlets  and  mouths  of 
rivers,  which,  in  the  discharge  of  his 
duties  to  tlie  colony,  the  Governor  may 
desire  to  visit. 

Commander  BETHELL  (Yorkshire, 
E.R.,  Holderness) :  As  a  point  of  order 
merely,  I  would  ask  you.  Sir,  whether 
when  you  put  the  Vote  just  now  (which 
you  state  that  we  should  be  at  liberty  to 
go  through  item  by  item)  if  I  should 
!  have  chanced  to  catch  your  eye,  I  should 
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have  been  entitled  to  proceed  with  the 
South  African  part  of  the  subject  straight 
away? 

The  chairman  :  Yes  ;  but  when  an 
hon.  Member  has  given  notice  of  an 
Amendment  to  a  particular  item,  it  is 
convenient,  I  think,  to  call  on  him 
first. 

(6.45.)  Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL : 
Now  that  we  have  arrived  so  near  the 
time  for  closing  discussion,  I  think  I 
can  hardly  be  expected  to  open  a  new 
subject. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Chairman  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. — {Mr,  Jack- 
son.) 

♦Sib    J.    SWINBURNE:  May    I    ask 
what  takes  place  at  9  o'clock? 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  It  is  intended  to  pro- 
ceed with  this  Vote  in  Committee  of 
Supply. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Mon- 
day next. 

Committee  also  report  Progress ;  to 
sit  again  this  day. 

KEW     AND    PETERSHAM    VICARAGE 
BILL.— (No.  229.) 
SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

(6.47.)  Dr.  TANNER:  I  do  not  like 
to  interfere  in  the  discussion  of  a  Bill 
with  which  I  have  little  acquaintance ; 
but  it  is  possible  that  the  Bill  deals  with 
a  matter  of  too  much  importance  to  be 
passed  over  in  silence.  It  has  been 
sometimes  the  practice  to  introduce  in 
these  brief  moments  before  the  suspen- 
sion of  business  a  Bill  to  carry  out  some 
clerical  or  other  job,  and  to  move  a 
Second  Raading  by  a  simple  nod.  When- 
ever this  occurs  and  I  have  the  oppor- 
tunity, I  feel  it  my  duty  to  request  some 
explanation,  and  I  hope  an  explanation 
may  be  forthcoming  in  this  case.  It  has 
hicXi  suggested  to  me  in  an  informal  way 
tliat  the  Bill  is  to  provide  for  the  division 
of  ^an  overgrown  parish  into  two ;  but 
whether  tlmt  is  so  or  not,  I  think  some 
explanation  is  due  to  us.  I  feel  a  natural 


objection  to  these  Bills  of  an  ecclesiastical 
character,  for,  generally  speaking,  they 
result  in  providing  a  sinecure  for  some- 
body.': Perhaps  at  9  o'clock  some 
Member  of  the  Government  will  be 
able  to  give  us  an  explanation  of  the 
Bill. 

It  being  ten  minutes  to  Seven  of  the 
clock,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  this  day. 

COMMISSIONERS    FOR     OATHS    ACT 
(1889)  AMENDMENT  BILL— (No.  16.) 
Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

PAUPER  LUNATIC  ASYLUMS  (IRELAND) 
(OFFICERS'  SUPERANNUATION)  BILL. 
(No.  140.) 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker  do  now  leave 
the  Chair." — {Mr,  Johnston,) 

Dr.  tanner  :  I  object. 

*Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  :  I  hope 
the  hon.  Member  will  not  persist  in  ob- 
jecting to  a  Bill  which  has  been  intro 
duced  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny, 
and  is  designed  to  do  justice  to  a  number 
of  deserving  public  servants  in  Ireland, 
many  of  whom  are  Roman  Catholics. 
The  Bill  has  the  approval  of  both  sides 
of  the  House.  It  formerly  went  up  to 
the  House  of  Lords,  and  was  only  dropped 
by  inadvertence. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  am 
informed  that  there  are  several  points  in 
the  Bill  that  require  further  time  for 
consideration. 

Conmiittee  deferred  to  Monday. 


SELECTION  (STANDING  COMMITTEES). 

Sir  John  Mowbray  reported  from  the 
Committee  of  Selection :  That  they  had 
discharged  Mr.  Wharton  from  the 
Standing  Committee  on  Trade  (including 
Agriculture  and  Fishing),  Shipping,  and 
Manufactures,  and  had  appointed  in  sub- 
stitution Mr.  Tapling. 

Sir  John  Mowbray  further  reported  • 
That  they  had  added  Mr.  Lawson  to  the 
Standing  Committee  on  Trade  (including 
Agriculture  and  Fishing),  Shipping,  and 
Manufactures,  in-  respect  of  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Bill. 
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SUPPLY-COMMITTEE. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 


(9.0.)  Motion  made,  and  Question 
proposed,  "  That  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  Chair." 

(9.0.)  Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester)  :  This 
evening  gives  us  an  opportunity  of  which 
we  may  well  avail  ourselves,  to 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  Hous3  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mr.  PICTON  :  I  wish  to  bring  before 
the  House  a  grievance  which  is  acutely 
felt   by   my  constituents,    namely,   the 
effects  of  the  Vaccination  Laws  in  relation 
to  the  working  of  the  Education  Code  in 
Lsicester.       It     is      well-known      that 
Leicester   has  led  the  way  in  resisting 
the  law   of  vaccination,   a   question   on 
which,  as  we  know,  a  Royal  Commission 
is  sitting.      Comparatively  few  of    the 
inhabitants   have  been  vaccinated,  and 
last  year  only  101   children  or  persons  in 
the  town  underwent  the  operation.   One 
result    is    that    the    School    Board    of 
Leicester  experience  great  diflficulty  in 
obtaining   in   the  town   young   persons 
as  pupil  teachers  who  have  been  vacci- 
nated ;  and  as  the  Education  Department 
refuse  to  consent  to  the  engagement  of 
those  who   cannot  produce  a  certificate 
of   vaccination,   the    Board    have     been 
obliged   either   to    employ   incompetent 
persons  or  to  seek  for  otliers  beyond  the 
town.     I   should  like  to  point  out    the 
extreme  hardship  of  this.     In  the    first 
place,  the  choice  of  the  School  Board  is 
unduly  limited ;  and,  in  the  second  place, 
it  is  most  undesirable  to  have  to   select 
candidates    whose    parents    live     away 
from  the  town.     A  good  deal  of  strong 
feeling  exists  on  this  matter  in  the  con- 
stituency.     The  question  is,  have  the 
Education    Department    any   right     to 
insist  on  the  production  of  certificates  of 
vaccination  1  The  Code  does  not  say  that 
the   candidate    shall    produce    such    a 
certificate ;  it  only   says  that   a  certifi- 
cate  of    health    shall   be    forthcoming. 
Therefore,      I      do      not      think      the 
Department     is     justified    in    insisting 
on   having  certificates    of    vaccination. 
In  places  where  smallpox  is  rife,  such  a 
certiticate.  might  be  necessary  as  a  pre- 
ventive,   but   Leicester  is   not   in   that 
position.     For  18  years  there  has  been 


no  epidemic  of  the  kind  there,  and  in 
such  circumstances  it  is  very  hard  that 
the  Department  should  forbid  the  School 
Board  acting  in  accordance  with  the  con- 
victions of  nine-tenths  of  the  inhabitants. 
All  I  ask  is  that  an  exceptional  case 
should  be  met  by  some  exceptional  le- 
niency and  indulgence,  and  that  some  con- 
sideration should  be  shown  for  the  views 
of  the  population  of  Leicester.  Unless 
that  is  done,  the  School  Board  will  con- 
tinue to  have  but  a  small  choice,  and 
they  may  be  driven  to  cease  appointing 
pupil  teachers  altogether.  I  trust  that 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  for  Education  will  give  me  an 
intimation  that  some  concession  will  be 
made  in  this  matter. 
*(9.20.)  Mr.  JAMES  ELLIS  (Leices- 
tershire, Bosworth)  :  I  had  no  idea  that 
this  question  would  be  brought  on  to- 
night ;  but  I  can  assure  the  House  that 
it  is  a  very  important  matter,  so  far  as 
Leicester  is  concerned.  As  Chairman  cf 
the  School  Board  there,  I  hold  that  the 
young  ladies  appointed  as  pupil  teachers 
should  have  their  homes  in  the  town, 
and  I  think  it  is  a  very  serious  thing  to 
bring  a  girl  from  a  long  distance  and 
plant  her  in  lodgings.  If  this  rule  is 
enforced  by  the  Department  it  will  cer- 
tainly end  in  our  ceasing  to  emplcy 
female  pupil  teachers  altogether.  Sucn 
conduct  as  this  on  the  part  df  the 
Department  will  cnly  strengthen  the 
opposition  to  vaccination.  Personally,  I 
am  not  against  vaccination ;  I  have  had 
my  own  children  vaccinated,  but  I  am 
sure  you  will  not  gain  your  end  by 
attempting  to  force  people  to  have 
their  children  vaccinated  by  public 
vaccinators.  I  am  very  confident  also 
the  Department  ought  not  to  interfere 
with  the  appointments  of  the  Leicester 
School  Board  as  they  are  doing. 

(9.26.)  Mr.  L.  P.  HAYDEN  (Lei- 
trim,  S.) :  I  wish  to  bring  forth  a  mat- 
ter, the  facts  as  to  which  are  very  brief. 
It  is  as  to  a  charge  made  against  Mr. 
Percy  Magan,  a  Justice  of  the  Peace, 
of  fraud  under  the  Arrears  Act,  he  being 
accused  of  having  received  his  full  rent 
from  a  certain  tenant  named  Power,  and 
of  having  made  a  declaration  by  which  he 
obtained  a  grant  to  which  he  was  not 
entitled.  I  have  asked  several  questions 
in  reference  to  this  matter,  and  before 
Easter  I  produced  a  document  purporting 
I  to  show  that  at  the  time  of  the  application 


to  the  Conrt  the  tenant  (Bernard  Clogher) 
owed  two  years'  rent^  whereas  he  did  not 
owe  one  farthing.  The  Attorney  General, 
in  reply  at  the  time,  said  the  person  re- 
ferred to  in  the  docnment  was  not  the  one 
as  to  whom  my  question  liad  reference. 
But  there  ia  only  one  Bernard  Clogher 
whose  rent  was  £15,  and  I  do  not  know 
to  whom  else  tVie  receipt  can  apply.  I 
want  a  gnarautee  that  the  public  money 
ahall  not  be  frittered  away  on  men  of  the 
class  of  Mr,  Magan,  and  I  am  willing 
now  to  lay  before  the  Government  fur- 
ther proof  of  the  accuracy  of  the  state* 
ment  I  have  made.  Of  course,  if  the 
Government  choose,  they  can  screen  Mr. 
Magan,  who  is  one  of  their  strong  sup- 
porters, a  Magistrate,  and  a  member  of 
various  Coercive  Ass<x'!iations. 

♦r9.28.)  TnK  AITOBNEY  GENERAL 
FOB  IRELAND  (Mr.  Madlen,  Dublin 
Umver^ity) :  The  hon*  Member  lum 
addressed  to  me  several  questions  in  con- 
nection with  this  matter.  On  the  first 
occasion  on  which  a  question  was  put  to 
me,  I  mtwie  the  usmil  inquiries,  and 
was  informed  that  Mr,  Magan,  w^hen 
this  charge  wiis  first  brought  against  hira, 
wrote  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland 
requesting  that  an  investigation  might 
be  made  into  the  circumstances.  The 
Lord  Chancellor  declined  to  order  such 
an  inquiry  to  be  institutotl  on  the  ground 
that  the  matter  had  occurred  in  a  Dv*- 
partment  over  which  h?  had  no  cuntroL 
Mr,  Magan  then  applied  to  the  Laud  Com- 
missioners, who  informed  him  that  wOiile 
they  were  quite  ready  to  deal  with  cas.^s 
under  the  Arrears  Act,  tliey  could  not 
make  such  an  investigation  as  that  for 
which  he  asked  in  tlie  absencj  of  any 
definite  chai'ge.  After  that  the  hon. 
Member  sent  me  a  receipt  purporting 
U^  he  for  a  half -year  s  rent  of  a  holding 
by  a  person  of  the  name  of  Clogher 
at  a  yearly  rental  of  £S  los,  and  I 
omised  to  inquire  into  the  eirciim- 
^  ances  of  the  case.  I  wrote  for  smd 
obtained  a  copy  of  the  aftidavits  on 
which  the  application  was  founded  and 
oompii'ed  it  with  the  rec^^pt ;  but  I  ftmnd 
that  the  two  did  not  corresfwmd,  and 
when  it  is  remembered  that  the  applica- 
tion made  to  me  was  tliat  I  should  direct 
criminal  proceedings  in  the  case  because 
of  a  wrongful  representation  as  to  the 
amount  of  rent  that  was  due,  I  think  the 
House  will  agree  with  me  that  even 
the   most   speculative   and   advcntumus 


Attorney  Geueml  who  ever  occupied  the 
position  I  now  liavc  the  honour  to  hold 
could  not  for  one  moment  have  enter- 
tained the  idea  of  a  criminal  prosecution 
in  such  a  case  as  that.  The  hon.  Member 
now  suggests  that  the  XI 5  a  year  was  a 
penal  rent.  I  cannot  act  on  a  suggestion  of 
the  kind.  Withoutfurtherand  much  more 
definite  information  it  would  be  impos- 
f;il)le  for  me  to  tiike  any  further  steps  in 
the  matttT, 

(9.aL)  Coloni:lNOL^1N  (Galway,N.): 
I  desire  t-o  call  attention  to  a  matter  of 
considerable  importance  to  Ireland.  It 
is  a  qxiestion  which  vitiilly  aftects  the 
interests  of  the  fishermen  generally,  but 
especially  those  on  the  Western  Coast. 
It  is  drinhtless  in  the  i^ecollectiou  of  the 
Cimimittee  that  when  Her  Majesty *s 
present  Ministers  came  into  Office  they 
made  certain  promises  in  regard  to  tlie 
question  of  the  Irish  fisheries  and  the 
harbour  acctimmodation  round  the  Irish 
Coast.  They  |irami.sed  to  send  a  Rtiyal 
Commission  to  Ireland,  and  that  prtsmise 
was  fulfilled,  a  Commission  of  three 
gentlemen  having  been  appointed  for  the 
purpose.  That  Commission  was  in- 
structed to  make  inquiries  into  three 
different  subjects,  two  of  which  I  do  not 
intend  to  refer  to,  inasmuch  as  the 
(jovernment  have  already  taken  some 
steps  in  the  direction  to  which  they 
i*elate  ;  hut  <inc  of  those  subjects  is  that 
to  which  I  am  aliout  to  i-efer.  The 
then  Chancellor  cf  the  Exclietjuer 
promised  that  this  particular  matter 
sliMuld  be  tlioroughly  investigated,  and 
that  if  the  Ee|H.)ri  of  the  Commissii^n 
were  favourable  to  the  pn 'posed  establish- 
ment of  fishery  harljours  on  the  Irish 
Coast  action  would  be  taken  upon  the 
matter.  Well,  Sir,  the  Report  of  that 
Commission  was  favourable  to  the 
establishment  of  fishery  harlx>urs,  and  I 
sh^iuM  like  to  hear  from  Her  Majesty's 
Government  whether  they  intend  to  take 
any  steps  in  the  direction  of  carrying 
out  the  recommendations  of  the  Com- 
missioners, because,  unless  that  is  their 
intention,  they  will  be  placing  themselves 
and  the  H  use  in  a  false  posit  ion  heftsre  the 
Ci^>untry.  Owing  to  the  want  of  larger  and 
better  hai'l>jurson  the  Western  Coast  great 
difficulty  is  experienced  in  the  prcsecu* 
tion  of  the  fishing  trade,  and  the  boats 
which  are  used  by  the  fishermen  are 
very  small  and  inadequate.  If  they  had 
better    harbours,    there     is    little   doubt 
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that  they  would  get  lar^jr  b  )afc.s,  which 
are  needed  to  cope  with  the  groat  waves 
of  the  Atlantic,  with  which  the  fisher- 
men have  to  contend  in  the  parsuit  of 
their  hazardous  calling.  Boats  of  40 
tons  would  be  suflScient  for  their  pur- 
pose, and  the  fishermen  would  feel  safe 
in  navigating  them  in  the  Atlantic 
Ocean.  My  object  in  calling  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  this  matter 
is  that  they  should  feel  the  necessity  of 
fulfilling  the  promise  they  have  made  on 
the  subject,  and  should  not  allow  it  to 
be  passed  over.  I  am  glad  to  see  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Sscretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury in  his  place,  and  I  should  like  to 
hear  from  him  that  the  Government 
intend  to  redeem  the  pledge  they  haye 
made  on  this  most  important  subject. 
•(9.33.)  Mr.  WEBB  (Waterford, 
W.)  :  The  subject  to  which  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  has  just  called  atten- 
tion is  one  in  which  the  constituency  I 
have  the  honour  to  represent  is  deeply 
interested.  I  cannot  but  regard  the 
question  he  has  raised  as  one  of  es- 
pecial importance  to  inhabitants  of  the 
western  portion  of  Ireland.  This  har- 
bour question  has  been  before  the  Irish 
public  for  a  very  long  period,  and 
although  the  Government  have  always 
been  ready  to  make  promises  upon  the 
subject,  they  have  not  been  so  ready  to 
fulfil  them.  If  the  desire  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  to  allay  the  discontent  which 
undoubtedly  prevails,  and  to  concede 
necessary  and  just  reform,  I  can 
hardly  imagine  any  question  which 
is  more  worthy  of  their  attention  than 
that  of  the  construction  of  harbours  on 
the  South  and  West  Coasts  of  Ireland. 
A  few  years  ago  my  attention  was 
especially  directed  to  the  want  of  har- 
bours on  the  Coast  of  Donegal.  I 
happened  to  be  for  a  time  on  Tory  Island, 
and,  owing  to  the  stress  of  weather,  found 
it  absolutely  impossible  to  get  back  to  the 
mainland  coast,  on  reaching  which  I 
could  have  reached  home  by  train  in  the 
course  of  some  few  hours.  The  con- 
sequence was  that  we  had  to  take  a 
steamer  which  conveyed  us  round  the 
coast  to  Liverpool,  whence  we  had  to 
proceed  to  Holyhead  and  so  cross  to 
Dublin  by  steamer.  I  only  mention  this 
as  an  illustration  of  the  want  of  har- 
bours on  the  Western  Coast.  The  people 
along  that  coast  use  a  very  imperfect 
cLass  of  boats,  those  known  as  coracles. 
Colonel  Nolan 


which  are  of  in  suflScient  siza  and  con- 
struction, and  which,  in  bad  weather 
the  people  were  unable  to  use  at  all. 
If  they  had  better  harbours,  donbtless 
they  would  have  a  better  description  of 
boats,  and  would  be  enabled  to  prosecnte 
their  fishing  enterprise  under  much  more 
favourable  circumstances  than  at  pre- 
sent. 

(9.35.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  &c.)  :  Before  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  answers  tke 
questions  put  to  him  by  my  hon.  Friend, 
I  desire  to  call  attention  to  another 
matter  which,  I  think,  is  germane  to  the 
question  of  Supply.  I  refer  to  the  way 
in  which  two  most  important  Votes 
have  been  lumped  together  by  the 
Gt)vernment,  the  result  being  to  cause 
extreme  confusion  in  the  discussion  of 
the  subjects  to  which  they  severally 
relate.  I  refer  especially  to  the  case  of 
the  Votes  of  the  Diplomatic  and  Con- 
sular Service  as  one  of  enormous  import- 
ance, embracing  the  whole  of  the  rela- 
tions of  the  British  Empire  with  the 
rest  of  the  world,  and  the  same  observa- 
tion may  be  made  with  regard  to  the  Con- 
sular Vote,  which  affects  the  commercial 
relations  of  this  country  with  every  part 
of  the  globe.  These  two  important 
subjects  have  hitherto  constituted  sepa- 
rate Votes,  but  the  Government  have 
thought  fit,  contrary  to  precedent,  and 
without  consulting  the  House  upon  the 
subject,  to  put  the  two  Votes  together, 
and  they  also  propose  to  take  the 
Colonial  and  South  African  Vote  in  the 
same  way  as  one  proposal.  I  may 
remind  the  House  that  last  year  a 
pledge  was  given  by  the  Government 
that  the  Diplomatic  and  Consular  Votes 
should  be  brought  before  the  House  in  an 
earlier  period  in  the  Session  than  hither- 
to, so  that  there  might  be  better  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  the  subjects  to 
which  they  relate.  The  Government 
have  fulfilled  that  promise  to  the-  ear, 
but  I  very  much  doubt  whether  they 
have  fulfilled  it  to  the  hope,  because  they 
were  put  down  for  the  day  immediately 
preceding  the  recent  holidays.  Erery- 
body  knows  that  it  is  unusual  to  bring 
forward  important  Votes  immediately 
before  and  after  the  holidays.  The 
Government,  when  questioned  upon  the 
subject,  refused  to  inform  us  what  they 
were  going  to  put  down  for  discussion  on 
the  days  nearest  to  the  holiday 
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Tiiey  said  wtj  hIkiuIiI  s<ki  their  propiisals 
on  the  Papers.  Of  coui-se,  hon  Members 
might  see  the  Papers  if  they  chose  to 
give  up  a  portion  uf  their  hohclay,  bnt  I 
did  not  see  the  Papers,  and  I  understaud 
that  the  late  Under  Secretaiy  for 
Foreign  Affairs  went  away  under  the 
impression  that  the  Diplomatic  and 
Consular  Votes  were  not  to  be  takem 
until  the  House  should  have  a  fair 
opportunity  of  considering  them.  The 
hou.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary 
shakes  his  head.  1  suppose  he  means  by 
that  that  no  such  pledge  was  given. 
But,  at  any  rate,  that  was  the  under- 
standing on  the  pai*t  of  the  Late  Under 
Secretfiry  for  Foreign  Affairs,  and  the 
result  was  that  many  hon*  Members 
who  would  have  liked  to  bring 
forward  important  subjects  connected 
with  those  Votes,  weiv  deprived  of  their 
opportunity  of  discussing  those  matters. 
The  consequence  was,  that  the  Diplo- 
matie  and  Consular  Votes,  having  been 
lumpM3<l  together  iu  the  way  1  have 
described,  were  bn^ugljt  befoix*  an  empty 
and  hinguid  House  the  first  day  before 
the  holidays  without  notice  having  been 
given  to  hon.  Members  that  they  were 
to  be  80  taken.  The  result  was  any- 
thing but  a  happy  one,  either  for  the 
House  (jr  for  the  Government,  liec^use 
the  questions  arising  upon  these  Votes 
were  only  half  discussed,  and  the 
hour  arrived  at  which  it  was 
necessary  to  susptfud  the  discussion* 
The  Government  have  to-day  followed 
a  most  deviating  and  uncertain  course  in 
regard  to  the  proceedings  in  Supply. 
There  was  no  definite  intimation  this 
morning  that  Supply  would  be  taken. 
The  whole  Civil  Service  Estiniates  were 
put  down  with  the  hope,  I  suppose,  of 
running  them  through.  I  do  not  think 
this  is  a  fair  way  of  treating  the  House, 
Tlien  Members  who  were  interested  in 
the  Allotments  Bill  complained  that  it 
was  sprung  upon  them  in  an  unfair  way, 
and  it  was  po8t|ioued.  The  result  was 
tliat  if  a  discussion  had  not  arisen  on  the 
quea  t  ion  of  Elec  torn  I  Liabilitios,the  chances 
are  that  many  of  us  who  are  inter  tested 
in  colonial  questions  would  have  found 
the  Votes  on  which  we  wished  to  speak 
passed.  This  evening  we  find  that 
the  Movers  of  Amendments  have  run 
away,  and  consequently  the  Government 
are  trying  to  get  into  Committee  of 
Supply,     One  would  have  thought  that 


the  colonies  might  have  had  a  Vote  to 
themselves,  and  that  the  great  subject  of 
Africa  might  also  have  had  a  Vote*  Her 
Alajesty's  Government  have*  hitwevcr, 
thought  fit  to  lump  together  the  Colrmies 
and  South  Afric-a,  and  I  very  much  doubt 
whether  we  shall  have  the  opportunity 
of  discussing  the  subjects  we  wish  to 
i-aise.  If  wo  do  discuss  them  we 
shall  all  have  the  terniir  of  the  Closure 
hanging  over  U6.  The  lumping  of  these 
Votes  together  ia  really  an  abuse  of  the 
power  of  the  Government,  and  is  not 
fair  treatment, 

♦(10.7.)  SiB  T.  KSMOjNTDE  (Dublin 
Ci>M  S.) :  1  quite  agree  with  the  hon. 
Member  as  to  the  exti*aordinary  way  in 
which  the  Government  have  jockeyed  the 
Committee  in  connection  with  these 
Votes,  and  more  especially  with  regard 
to  the  Consular  and  Diplomatic  Service 
Vote.  I  will  take  this  opportunity 
of  drawing  attention  to  the  condition 
of  a  people  in  whom  perhajis  the  British 
public  do  not  take  a  very  great  interest 
just  now — the  people  of  Samoa.  I  think 
the  condition  at  which  Samoan  affairs 
have  arrived  gives  me  a  good  right  to 
ask  Her  Majesty's  Government  what  in 
the  policy  of  this  country  iu  relation  to 
the  Samoan  Islands.  The  idea  in  Samoa 
to-day  is  that  the  British  Government 
and  the  British  officials  in  Samoa  aro 
determined  tf>  back  up  the  policy  of 
Germany  in  that  part  of  the  world.  It 
is  believed  that  the  British  nflicials  in 
Samoa  and  all  over  the  South  Piicific  have 
received  instructions  fi*om  home  to  do 
nothing  except  what  the  Representa- 
tives of  the  German  Empire  desii*e 
to  be  done.  I  do  not  know  whether 
hon.  Members  remember  what  took 
place  not  so  very  long  ago  in  Samoa, 
and  led  to  the  appointment  of  the 
Commission  which  hiis  recently  termi- 
nated its  hib>urs  with  about  the 
same  amount  uf  success  as  generally 
seems  t<}  attend  the  labours  of  such 
august  bodies.  It  ia  the  old  story  of 
bind  grabbing— that  extniurdinary  craze 
for  robbing  weaker  |jeople  which  seems 
Uf^wadays  ti>  have  received  an  addi- 
tional im|5etu9  in  Eui^pe,  and  which 
seems  to  prevail  with  particular  vigour 
in  connection  with  the  foreign  pohcy 
of  the  German  Empire,  The  Germans 
went  to  Samoa  some  years  ago.  They 
began,  I  l>elieve,  by  carrying  out  mis- 
sionaries    to    the     natives,    and     they 
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finished  by  robbing  the  people  of  their  land. 
That  is  the  general  result  from  the  im- 
portation of  civilisation  in  these  countries, 
and  the  Germans  succeed  in  this  as  well  as 
other  people  have  succeeded.  They  robbed 
the  Samoans  of  the  land,  obtaining  it 
from  the  chiefs  under  all  sorts  of  frivolous 
and  ridiculous  pretexts.  The  chiefs  gave 
these  German  gentry  the  right  to  culti- 
vate the  land,  and  the  Germans  looked 
upon  that  as  giving  them  the  fee -simple, 
which  the  chiefs,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  had 
no  right  to  give.  The  Germans  occupied 
the  land  and  commenced  to  establish  a 
hard-and-fast  system  of  despotism,  und, 
in  the  end,  the  natives  found  themselves 
driven  in  desperation  to  take  up  arms 
against  the  "  German  Colonists," 
as  they  called  themselves,  but  as 
they  really  were,  invaders.  They  came 
to  hostilities,  and  Mataafa,  one  of  the 
chiefs,  defeated  the  Germans — these 
great  German  soldiers  had  to  turn  tail 
from  native  warriors  armed  only  with 
old  guns  and  primitive  spears.  After 
their  victory  the  natives  acted  with 
their  usual  kindliness,  and  instead 
of  exterminating  the  colonists  allowed 
them  to  live  there  quietly.  Their 
reward  was  the  sanding  of  a  German 
flest  to  shell  their  villages,  but  then  the 
Americans  intervened.  The  natives 
railed  on  the  prot:?ction  of  England,  but 
the  English,  of  course,  did  not  want  to 
interfere  with  the  Germans'  little  game, 
and  would  not  give  the  natives  any 
assistancj.  However,  as  I  say,  the 
Americans  came  to  the  assistance  of 
the  pjople  of  Samoa,  and  things 
were  p;}acefully  righted,  greatly  to 
the  credit  of  the  United  States. 
What  I  should  hke  to  know  from 
Her  Majesty's  Government  is.  What 
is  the  policy  they  intend  to  pursue 
in  regard  to  the  Samoan  Islands — 
what  instructions  have  they  given  to 
the  High  Commissioner  in  the  Western 
Pacific,  and  what  instructions  the 
British  Consul  in  the  Samoan  Islands  has 
received  ?  Are  your  Representatives  in 
that  part  of  the  world  to  follow  the 
dictates  of  the  German  Government — 
because  it  seems  to  me  to  be  geneially 
admitted  nowadays  that  England  has 
to  play  second  fiddle  to  the  Germans. 
From  my  general  study  of  the  Samoan 
question,  I  think  the  interests  of  humanity 
requires  that  England,  if  she  plays 
second  fiddle  to  anybody  in  Samoa,  should 
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play  second  fiddle  to  the  AmericauB, 
and  not  the  Germans.  The  people 
of  this  country  are  very  anxious  to 
put  slavery  down  in  Africa,  and 
perhaps  the  House  will  be  surprised 
to  learn  that  at  this  very  moment 
there  exists  in  Samoa  quite  as  evil  a 
system  of  slavery — though  '  perhaps 
not  on  so  large  a  scale — as  anything  to 
be  found  in  Africa.  On  one  isk^nd  there 
are  no  fewer  than  4,000  slaves,  and  I 
believe  that  on  the  other  islands,  where 
there  are  large  cocoanut  plantations,  there. 
are  also  large  numbers  of  slaves.  Now, 
we  have  voted  money  to  put  down 
slavery  in  Africa,  and  I  should  very 
much  like  to  know  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  given  support 
to  the  Germans  in  their  slave-owning 
operations  in  Samoa.  In  the  Southern 
Pacific  there  are  schooners  carrying  the 
German  flag  going  to  the  different  islands, 
inducing  the  natives  to  go  on  board,  and, 
then,  on  various  pretexts  and  with  the 
connivance  of  the  chiefs,  putting  the 
natives  in  the  hold  and  sailing  away  with 
them  to  the  plantations  to  work  as  slaves. 
I  have  been  on  board  these  slave 
schooners,  and  have  seen  where  the 
slaves  are  manacled,  and  kept  in  chains 
until  landed  at  the  plantations.  It 
is  monstrous  that,  for  some  political 
or  diplomatic  reason,  this  country 
should  shut  its  eyes  to  a  condition 
of  things  so  bad  as  this  in  the 
South  Sea  Islands,  when  it  is  perfectly 
able  to  prevent  it — or,  at  any  rate,  to 
alleviate  the  condition  of  these  kidnapped 
natives.  I  am  not  particularly  interested 
just  now  in  the  extension  of  the  British 
Empire,  but  though,  while  the  present 
condition  of  things  pi*evailing  between 
England  and  Ireland  exists,  I  am  no 
Imperialist  and  certainly  no  jingo,  I 
must  say  I  think  it  would  be  preferable 
to  liave  the  Samoans  under  the  protector- 
ship of  England  than  under  that 
of  Germany.  The  natives  hate  the 
Germans,  and  the  treatment  they 
have  received  from  the  Germans  justifies 
their  dislike.  Most  of  the  natives  would 
be  quite  ready  and  willing  to  be  pro- 
tected by  the  British  flag,  and  it  is  for 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  consider 
whether  their  secret  or  open  obligations 
towards  the  German  Government  will 
allow  them  to  interfere  to  prevent  the 
system  of  land  grabbing  that  is  going  on 
all     over    the    Southern   and.  Western 
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Pacific  by  the  Germans.  In  Australm 
there  is  growing;  up  a  very  Btrong-  feelins? 
indeed  against  this  German  encrc^neh- 
ment,  and  if  the  Germans  jire  allowed  to 
continue  in  their  present  coarse,  it  will 
end  in  a  state  of  feeling  in  Aiistmlia 
and  New  Zenhmd  which  will  certainly 
not  conduce  to  the  welfare  of  the  British 
Empire  in  this  part  of  the  world.  If  I 
were  an  Englishman  I  would  certainly 
urge  Her  Mjijesty's  Government  to  con- 
suit  the  wMsIiea  i*f  the  colonists  in  these 
matters^  and  to  take  measures  to  prevent 
the  Germans  from  occnpyinrr  these 
islands,  seeing  that  tho  Austmlians  and 
New  Zealanders  regard  such  an  occnjia- 
tion  as  a  stand injj^  menace  to  their  pro- 
gress and  development.  This  is,  per- 
haps, not  the  time  to  make  any  api_»eAl 
to  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to 
protect  the  Samoans  against  the  treat- 
ment to  which  they  have  l)t^en  subjected 
by  the  Germans.  But  I  do  think  that  even 
from  an  ordinary  feeling  of  humanity  the 
House  ouofht  to  express  a  desire  that  on 
end  should  he  put  to  this  system  of  slavery 
and  perHi'Cution  in  the  Southern  Pacific 
w^hich  I  have  described. 

(iaif>.)  Mk.  JACKSON  :  The 
hon,  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Meml>er  for  Gal  way  (C(donel  Nolan) 
raised  a  veiy  interesting  question 
in  which  I  know  he  takes  considen^ble 
interest,  and  lie  wiis  supported  in  his 
utiservatifins  by  the  Ikhi.  Member  for 
VVaterfcjrd  (Mr.  A.  Webb).  All  I  wish 
to  say  on  the  general  question  of  bar- 
Ixiurs  is  this,  tliat  sn  far  as  I  can  judpre  of 
them^  from  my  own  personal  obser  rat  ions 
and  from  what  I  have  rend  in  the  papers, 
a  considerable  amount  of  that  which  has 
been  expended  in  this  direction  in  the 
past  has  not  been  wisely  ex]>pnded.  It 
js^  however,  well  to  bear  in  mind  that  on 
this  matter,  tlie  Board  cf  Works  and 
those  who  have  been  responsible  for 
deciding  what  work  should  be  dene  have 
been  proceeding  by  steps,  Though  fish- 
ing by  the  use  of  large  bimts  is  impractic 
able  in  many  instances  where  those  small 
piers  have  been  built  because  of  in- 
accessibility at  certain  states  of  tide,  at 
the  same  time  it  is  well  to  remember  that 
these  small  piers  do  answer  f<ir  ordinary 
purposes.  The  money,  therefore,  has  not 
been  entirely  thrown  away.  So  far  as  I 
tan  judge,  if  fishing  is  to  be  carried  on 
successfully  in  this  pirt  of  Ireland,  it  can 
only     be    by    large     boats ;    for    these 


access  must  bo  given  to  the  harbours. 
I  was  much  gratified  to  find  in  what  a 
workmanlike  manner  the  fishing  industry 
is  carried  on  at  those  places  where 
facilities  have  been  given  for  the  use  of 
large  botits,  and  I  should  he  much  more 
hopeful  of  the  future  of  this  industry  at 
such  points  than  at  the  jjoints  to 
which  reference  has  been  made.  As  the 
House  kn(»ws,  there  is  to  be  a  large  ex- 
pejiditure  on  mil  ways  in  Ireland,  and 
such  an  expenditure  is  a  preliminary  to 
the  improvements  of  the  fishing  industry, 
as  there  iia,s  always  been  a  want  of  means 
to  carry  the  fish  caught  to  market.  The 
Government  are  endeavouring  to  deal 
with  that  want,  and  I  think  it  would  be 
desirable  to  wait  and  see  the  effect  of 
connecting  the  existing  harbours  with 
inland  districts  by  direct  lines  of  rail 
In-fore  extending  the  system  of  harbours. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  emptied 
the  vials  of  his  wmth  on  the  Government 
for  having  made  certain  changes  in  the 
Estimates  this  year,  and  he  complained 
that  the  ♦"fiportunities  for  discussing  the 
Votes  have  lieen  ct^ntracted.  Well,  I 
confess  the  impression  left  in  my  mind 
by  the  hon.  Member  s  speech  was,  that 
whilst  he  complaitied  of  want  of  oppor- 
tunity, there  was  nothing  more  distasteful 
to  him  than  to  take  the  opjx^rt unities 
when  they  came.  To-night  the  House 
Jnws  had  an  op[x>rtunity  of  discussing  the 
Estimates,  and  yet  the  hon,  Rironet  does 
tiot  seem  to  t-ure  to  avail  himself  of  it. 

Sir  G.  GAMPBELL  :  1  am  quite  ready. 

Mr,  JA(;K80N  :  1  am  glwl  of  that, 
bec*ause  tin-  Government  has  been  waiting 
for  s<jme  time;  and  I,  therefore,  op{>eal  to 
the  House  that  we  may  now  be  allowed 
to  go  into  Committee  of  Supply,  and 
really  make  some  substantial  progress, 

•Captain  VERNEY  :  I  beg  to  call  atten- 
tion to  a  grievance  from  which  the  in* 
habitants  of  the  Isle  of  Anglesey  suffer. 
There  is  an  old  Act  of  Edward  VI.  which 
prevents  the  holding  of  Quarter  Sessioits 
in  any  town  in  Anglesey  except  the 
ancient  town  of  Beaumaris.  Greal  in- 
convenience is  the  result.  The  County 
Council  and  the  Quarter  Sessions  have 
unanimously  appealed  to  the  Government 
for  assistance  in  placing  Anglesey  on  the 
same  footing  as  other  counties  in  regard 
to  Quarter  Sessions »  to  enable  the  Home 
Office  to  name  some  other  tO¥m  for 
Quarter  Sessions  if  thought  desirable. 
The  Grand  Jury  have,  again  and  again, 
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unanimoTisly  requested  that  this  old  -Act, 
the  reading  of  which  would  throw  the 
House  into  fits  of  laughter,  may  be  re- 
psaled,  and  the  county  would  experience 
great  satisfciction  if  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  would  give  us  an  assurance 
that,  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Anglesey 
brings  in  a  Bill  to  repeal  this  ridiculous 
old  Act,  the  Government  would  offer  no 
.opposition,  but  give  facilities  for  its 
passing. 

(10.1.)  Dr.  FITZGERALD  (Long- 
ford,  S.)  :  I  am  very  astonished  my  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  T.  Esmonde)  has  received  no 
reply  upon  the  important  question  he 
brought  before  the  House.  In  past  times 
we  have  protected  you  from  the  en- 
croachments of  other  Powers.  We  hear 
a  good  deal  about  the  integrity  of  the 
Empire,  but  it  would  appear,  from  the 
silence  of  the  Government  to-night,  that 
even  now  we,  the  Irish  Members,  have 
more  care  for  the  integrity  of  the  British 
Empire  than  you  yourselves,  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  if  you  would  only 
settle  our  little  diflficulties  in  Ireland  we 
are  prepared,  even  at  the  eleventh  hour, 
to  protect  you  from  Germany  and  such 
other  powers.  But  I  have  a  little 
grievance  left,  and  I  regret  very  much 
that  the  learned  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  is  not  in  his  place,  because  I 
would  like  him  to  assist  me  in  putting 
an  end  to  an  abominable  outrage  that 
has  been  committed  in  Ireland,  in  the 
name  of  the  law,  upon  dumb  animals, 
who  have  no  power  to  protect  themselves. 
In  times  gone  by  we  heard  about  outrages 
which  were  committed  in  Ireland  by 
foolish  and  misguided  men  upon  the 
tails  of  animals.  I  am  going  to  bring 
before  the  House  the  question  of  an  outrage 
which  has  been  committed,  and  which  is 
being  committed  in  Ireland  every  day, 
under  the  very  noses  of  the  police,  upon 
the  heads  of  animals.  The  other  day  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  told  me 
that  the  hideous  operation  which  is 
called  dishorning  of  cattle  is  illegal  in 
England,  that  someone  was  prosecuted 
before  the  High  Court  of  Ireland,  and 
that  the  operation  was  alsj  proved  to  be. 
illegal  in  Ireland.  Some  other  Court 
has  decided  in  another  case  tliat  the 
operation  is  not,  after  all,  illegal,  and  the 
Attorney  General  said  he  has  given  in- 
structions to  the  police  to  bring  another 
case  into  Court  in  order  that  the  matter 
may  bo  decided.  If  the  Attorney 
Captain  Ve7'ney 


General  had  taken  me  into  his  confidence 
1  could  have  taken  him  to  a  place 
half-a-mile  from  a  police  station  in 
Ireland  where  he  could  find  the 
mangled  skulls  of  160  cattle. 
Apparently  the  police  have  told  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that 
they  cannot  find  a  case  in  the  whole  ol 
Ireland  to  bring  before  the  Courts.  It 
is  thought  by  many  that  the  operation  ci 
dishorning  beasts  is  simply  cutting  fxff 
the  horns.  It  is  nothing  of  the  kind. 
I  determined  to  be  present  at  an  opera- 
tion, and  some  time  ago  I  was  present 
I  saw  a  two  year  old  bullock  tied  up  by 
head,  tail,  and  legs,  and  held  down  by 
six  men.  Three  of  the  men,  who  had 
previous  to  the  operation  been  cleaning 
out  a  cesspool,  and  who  looked  like  mea 
who  would  liave  had  no  fear  in  going  to 
the  lower  regions  if  they  had  had  one  or 
two  more  glasses  of  whisky — they  had 
had  three  or  four  glasses  of  whisky 
before  the  operation — recoiled  from  their 
operation,  left  the  operator  in  the  lurch, 
and  went  back  to  their  work,  which  no  one 
will  admit  is  pleasant  work.  The  unfortu- 
nate animars  howls  were  like  the  howjs 
wliich  are  said  to  proceed  from  a  place 
which  I  will  not  describe.  It  wriggled 
in  every  muscle,  and  the  two  men  who 
remained  demanded  that  the  operator 
should  cease,  in  what  one  of  them 
described  as  his  bloody  work.  I  will  one 
day  place  in  the  library  the  horns  that 
were  taken  from  this  unfortunate 
animal,  and  I  think  any  hon.  Member 
who  will  examine  them  will  satisfy 
himself  that,  although  cattle  wore  given 
to  us  for  our  use,  they  were  not  given  to 
us  to  torture  them.  I  think  any  hon. 
Member  who  has  a  particle  of  humanity 
in  his  heart  will  join  me  in  demanding 
that  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  in 
Ireland  shall  instruct  their  police  to 
desist,  at  least  for  a  time,  from  poUtioal 
operations,  and  take  a  walk  into  the 
country  lanes,  where  they  will  find  hun- 
dreds of  animals  being  tortured  in  the 
way  I  have  described. 

Mr.  WADDY  :  There  is  a  matter  which 
lam  very  anxious  to  take  this  opportunity 
of  mentioning.  Next  year  we  are  to  have 
a  Census,  and  it  has  been  suggested  that 
we  should  repeat  the  experiment  which 
was  made  for  the  last  time  in  the  year 
1851,  when  a  Religious  Census  was  taken. 
It  seems  to  me  impossible  to  get  from 
the  Government  any  definite  statement 
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of  their  \new8  on    the  matter.     I  know 
T^ell  what  are  the  argnments/^roandfon 
as  to  a  Religions  CenBus,  and  anyono  who 
has  studied  the  Beport  made  in  1S51  by 
Mr.  Horace    Mann   will    admit    that    a 
more     judicial     paper      than     that     it 
wonld     perhaps     be     difficult,    if     not 
impossible,  to  draw  up.    I  do  not  propose 
to  a'-gne  the  questiou  of  the  desirability 
or    undflBirability   of  taking  a  Religious 
Census  :  my  anxiety,  and  the  anxiety  of 
many  jx^ople  in  the  country,  at  present,  is 
to  know  whether  the  Government  pro- 
pose to  take  any  such  Census  or  not,  and 
if  it  is  so  pi-ojxjsed  io  know  what  is  the 
mode    to   be    adopted.     There   are   two 
modes  ia  which  a  Religious  Census  may 
be  taken.  It  is  suggested,  on  the  one  hand, 
that  the  pi-ojier  course  would  be  simply 
to  go  round  to  people's  houses,  and  at  the 
time  that  you  take  down  the  names   and 
addresses,  ages,  sexes,  and  so  forth,  take 
down    the   people's    own    statement    of 
what  they  themselves    believe,  if   they 
belie\X'    atiything.      To   that  there  is  a 
strong    objection.       Assuming,      for     a 
moment,    that    a    Religious    Census   is 
desirable,    as    to    which    I   express   no 
opinion,   we    should    endeavour    first  to 
ascertain    the   relative  strengtb    of   the 
different    religious    denominations,    and 
what,  in  my  opinion,is  far  more  important, 
the  strength  of  the  whole  combined.     It 
is    notorious    that    there    arc    at    this 
moment  in  the  country  a  large  number 
of  persons  who  do  not  in  reality  profess 
to  have  any  i^eligion  at  all-      No   doubt, 
if  we  went  to  such  people  they  would  stiy 
they  lielong  to  the  Church.      In  Ireland 
such    people   would   probably   say  tliey 
belonged  to  the  Catholic  Church,  and  in 
Scotland    they   would   most    likely   say 
they  belonged  to  the   Church    which    is 
the  Established  Church  for  all  practical 
purposes  of  that  countr}\     But  we  do 
not  «irc  for  the  purpose   of  ascertaining 
the    tnith    what    people  c)ir>ose   to   call 
themselves    in    order    to  get  rid  of  the 
questiou  when  put  by   an    investigator. 
The  question,  if  it  is  to  be  settled  at  all, 
should   he    settled    on  the   principle   of 
ascertaining  what  the  pec>ple  are,  and  not 
merely    what    they    say    they   are,     I^ 
therefore,    wish    to    point    out   to   the 
G<3vernment   that  there  is  only  one  way 
in  which  we  can  arrive  at  an   approxi- 
mate result.      I  do  not  say  that  even  by 
it  we  shall  arrive  at  the   truth,   because 
wo    never    can    tell    whether  a  man's 


professions  are  hypocrisy  or  truth  ;  hut 
the  system  adopted  in  1H51  whs  that  of 
ascertaining  how  many  persons  really  do 
attend  at  the  churches,  chapels,  rtr  meet- 
ing-houses of  the  various  denominations 
throughout  the  land.  The  result  of  that 
system  was  to  ascertain,  at  all  events, 
those  who  not  mei'ely  had  the  desire  to 
call  themselves  somethings  but  the  num- 
ber of  those  who  had  attached  themselves 
to  some  definite  form  of  worship.  If  a 
Religious  Census  is  to  be  taken,  it  is  of 
the  greatest  importjvnce  that  it  should  be 
taken  on  the  principle  and  in  the  man- 
ner adopted  in  185 L  I  know  very  well 
what  was  the  argument  used  when 
results  appeared  whieh  had  nut  lx?cu 
expected.  One  right  rev-  prolate  said 
that  the  result  had  been  an  unfair 
one  in  regard  to  one  particular 
church,  because  the  Sunday  was  wet. 
How  far  that  affecu^d  the  j>eculiar  reli- 
gious views  of  one  church  more  than 
another  I  am  not  able  t^»  say,  but  I  think 
wo  may  take  it  for  gi-anted  that  rain  is 
as  potent  a  liquifier  for  one  denomina- 
tion  as  for  another,  and  they  must 
all  take  their  chance.  If  you  were  to 
take  the  Census  in  the  way  1  first  men- 
ticmed  it  would  simply  be  a  delusive  and 
misleading  tiperation.  If,  on  the  other 
hand,  you  take  it  in  the  way  I  adv<jcate, 
I  do  not  say  it  will  be  accurate,  because 
you  never  can  get  it  accui*atc,  but  it  will, 
at  nil  events,  repi-csent  the  true  stjite  of 
facts  with  regard  to  the  number  of  per- 
sons wlio  are  worshippers  at  particular 
places  of  woi'ship  throughout  the  land, 
I  have  endeavoured  if^  avoid  saying  one 
word  which  would  apjjcar  to  be  of  a 
pirty  or  sectarian  spirit,  and  I  would 
most  earnestly  urge  on  Her  Majesty's 
Government  that  they  should  not  allow 
this  operation  to  be  made  the  means  of 
mislejiding  the  country  with  regard  to  the 
actual  total  number  of  persons  professing 
to  belong  to  any  particnliir  church  or 
denomination  ;  and  that  they  should  not 
allow  themselves  in  any  way  to  be  made 
the  instruments  af  any  partisan  feeling 
which  may  lead  to  the  misrt^pi'esentation 
of  the  sti'ength  of  »jne  Cbui*ch  to  the  dis- 
pamgement  of  any  other. 

•(10.53.)  Mfi.  W.  H.  SMITU:  In 
answer  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Memlx^r  for  Nr>rth  Bucks,  1  invitu 
him  to  present  the  Bill  tn  whieh  he  hns 
referred  to  the  consideration  of  the  House 
when  it  will  certainly  I'eceive  the  res- 
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pectf al  consideration  of  the  Government. 
As  to  the  observation  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Waddy),  I 
assure  him  that  I  am  entirely  ignorant 
of  the  intentions  which  have  been 
ascribed  to  the  Government  in  relation 
to  the  Census.  A  Bill  dealing  with  the 
question,  will,  however,  be  presented  to 
the  consideration  of  the  House,  and 
it  will  be  for  the  House  itself  to 
determine  on  what  principle  the  Census 
will  be  taken.  There  is'  no  desire  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  to  take  any 
unfair  advantage  of  any  religious  body. 
I  would  now  make  another  appeal  to  hon. 
Members  to  allow  the  Government  to 
proceed  to  business.  The  House  is 
aware  that  progress  is  required  with  the 
Estimates.  We  are  most  anxious  to  make 
progress  with  Supply,  and  we  liad  every 
reason  to  believe  that  we  might  do  so 
this  evening. 

•(10.55.)  Mr.  ESSLEMONT  (Aber- 
deen, E.) :  I  am  very  sorry  I  cannot 
yield  to  the  appeal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  but  there  is  one  matter 
which  I  wish  to  bring  under  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Government,  and  which  I 
cannot  refer  to  on  the  Estimates.  We, 
in  Scotland,  are  constantly  complaining 
that  we  have  no  access  to  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland,  but  I  hope  my  appeal  will 
not  fall  on  dull  years,  so  long  as  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  is  in  his  place. 
Last  year,  when  we  were  discussing 
Local  Government  in  Scotland,  we  di- 
rected the  attention  of  the  Government 
id  the  exceptional  condition  of  land  tenure 
in  the  North  East  of  Scotland  in  regard 
t)  fisliermcu's  dwellings.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  then  undertook  that  the 
matter  should  receive  their  considjitition 
this  Session,  though  they  were  unable  to 
say  that  anytliiiig  would  be  done  this 
Session.  1  am  hopeful,  however,  now 
that  such  great  progress  has  been  made 
with  the  general  business  of  the 
House,  that  some  opportunity  may  be 
given  for  the  discussion  of  the  question. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Lord 
Advocate,  in  reply  to  a  question  I 
recently  addressed  to  him,  said  he  was 
unable  to  make  any  statement  with 
regard  to  a  certain  case  which  is  sub 
jtidice  ;  but  I  think  there  can  be  no 
objection  to  my  calling  attention  to  that 
case  as  an  illustration.  It  is  one  in 
which  a  fisherman  has  built,  on  the 
ordinary  tenure  on  the  North-East  coast, 
Mr,  W.  ff.  Smith 


property  to  the  value  of  £280.  The 
tenure  is  extremely  doubtful,  and  it  has 
been  held  generally,  I  think,  la  the 
Scotch  Courts  that  the  ground  landlord 
is  entitled  to  turn  out  the  oocnpier  at  his 
pleasure  by  giving  an  intimation  of 
ejectment.  An  intimation  of  ejectment 
has  been  given  in  the  case  of  this  poor 
man,  and,  as  far  as  we  can  see 
at  present,  he  will  be  deprived  of  his 
property.  I  only  call  attention  to  the 
case  as  an  illtLstration ;  but  I  may  say 
that  we  cannot  be  responsible  for  what 
will  occur  if  ejectments  of  this  kind  take 
place.  The  Government  have  given  us 
to  understand  that  the  question  of  the 
tenure  of  fishermen's  dwellings  will  he 
dealt  with,  and  there  is  a  rapidly  ex- 
tending feeling  that  these  people  are 
being  neglected.  If  ejectments  take 
place,  it  will  probably  be  necessary  to 
send  gunboats.  The  people  are 
beginning  to  think  that  without  an 
agitation  they  will  get  no  relief. 
I  hope  that  now  that  I  have  again  had  the 
opportunity  of  bringing  this  matter  for- 
ward, a  matter  which  is  indeed  of  pressLng 
importance,  that  it  will  receive  some 
attention  at  the  hands  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  I  have  felt  it  my  duty 
to  bring  the  matter  forward  even  though 
to  the  delay  of  business,  with  which 
the  Government  are  anxious  to  proceed ; 
and  I  think  the  nature  of  the  grievance, 
in  which  huDdreds  of  industrious,  quiet, 
law-abiding  men  are  concerned,  justifies 
me  in  availing  myself  of  this  opportu- 
nity. 

(11.0.)  Thk  lord  ADVOCATE 
(Mr.  J.  P.  B.  RORERTSON,  Bute) :  The  hon. 
Member  has  referred  to  one  particular 
case  which  he  has  also  pressed  upon  my 
attention  within  the  last  few  weeks,  and 
jis  to  which  I  then  informed  him  that  I 
considered  myself  precluded  from  making 
reply  while  judicial  proceedings  were 
going  on.  I  am  not  aware  that  the  bar 
against  present  discussion  has  been 
removed  by  any  judicial  decision,  and, 
accordingly,  I  abstain  from  any  discus- 
sion of  that  particular  case.  The  hon. 
Member  has  said  that  there  are  a  number 
of  occupiers  on  the  North-Elast  coast  of 
Scotland  who  ought  to  have  a  more  fixed 
tenure  than  they  at  present  possess ; 
and  my  impression  on  this  subject  may 
be  expressed  in  a  very  few  words, 
and  will  absolve  the  Government 
from   any    further   undertaking   in   the 
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matter,  I  agree  with  the  hon.  Member 
in  thitiking  that  it  is  most  desirable  that 
the  fishermen  resident  on  the  North-East 
coast  of  Scotland  should  have  as  per- 
manent a  tenure  of  their  holdings  as  is 
consistent  with  existing  engagements  on 
their  part.  The  hum*  Member  saggosts 
that  legislation  is  nec-esriary  ;  but  that  1 
doubt,  according  to  the  iuiurniatiun  I  at 
piTisent  possess.  I  :6ad,  on  in  vest  ignition 
into  cireumstances  that  have  been  re- 
ferred to  bj  the  hon.  Member  and  others, 
that  upon  a  number  of  the  larger  pro- 
perties on  the  North-East  coast  of  Scot- 
land, whece  fishermen  are  resident  in 
large  numbers,  opportunities  have  been 
f>ffered  to  the  t/eiiant.s  by  propriet^itrs  for 
obtaining  titles  of  permanence^  either  by 
long  leases  or  by  feus  which  are  of  a  most 
complete  character*  The  hon.  Member 
demurs  t-o  that  statement ;  but  I  must 
adhere  to  it  in  regard  to  some  of  the 
large  estates— — 

♦Mr.  ESSLKMONT  :  Some. 
Me*  J*  P*  B.  ROBERTSON :  Yes,  some* 
Wc  must  take  things  by  steps,  Hon. 
Members  must  accept  that  method  of 
argumentation.  On  some  of  the  large 
estates  where  these  opportunities  were 
offered  there  was  not  that  ah^crity  t^y 
take  lon^"  titles  which  might  have  been 
expected  from  the  representations  made, 

♦Mr.  ESSLEMONT  :  Perhaps  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  allow  me  to  say  tlmt 
I  agree  with  him  to  this  extent ;  that 
although  on  some  of  the  properties  this 
opportunity  has  been  given,  these  fisher- 
men have  invariably  tjaid  that  the  con- 
ditions laid  down  by  tlie  propriet/irs  who 
offered  the.se  opijortnnities  were  such  as 
they  found  impossible  to  accept.  But 
even  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were 
right  and  some  offers  were  made,  why 
should  these  men,  tied  to  a  iiarfcicultir 
harbt:)ur  by  the  nature  of  their  employ* 
meat,  be  compelled  to  liave  no  ienun^  nt 
all  or  take  the  inequitable  conditions 
proposed  to  them  ? 

Mb.  J.  P,  B.  ROBERTSON:  I  will 
leave  to  the  judgment  of  the  House 
whether  this  is  a  proper  interruption — 
interposing  withan  argument  in  the  midst 
of  my  reply  to  the  speech  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  made*  The  hon*  Gentleman 
assumes  in  his  interpellation  that  the 
conditions  were  inequitable,  but  I  say 
they  were  not.  We  arc  at  variance,  but 
I  shall  be  prepared  to  make  good  my  con- 
tention in  a  discuajion  of  these  proposals. 


1  challenge  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  point 
out  one  of  the  conditions  having  the 
character  ho  ascribes  to  them.  Accord- 
ingly, I  say  his  cuso  must  fail ;  there  is 
no  ease  for  legislative  interference,  so 
L)ng  as  the  offers  of  pi*rmaaent  title,  un- 
accompanied  by  inequitable  ctjnditions, 
were  made  to  these  fishermen  who  de- 
clined by  avail  themselves  of  such  offers. 
But  I  do  not  dwell  upon  that  and  for 
this  reason  ;  I  think  it  is  desirable  both 
in  the  interests  of  landlords  and  tenants 
that  there  should  be  a  title,  and  I  hope 
that  a  conference*  in  a  more  amicable 
spirit  than  is  suggested  by  a  Parlia- 
mentary discussion  of  the  present  nature 
may  take  place,  and  that  some  terms  may 
bo  arranged  between  landlord  and  tenant. 
I  aoi  not  aware  that  any  attempt  has  been 
made  to  dixscuss  the  matter  on  tliat  foot- 
ing, and  I  rixther  think  too  jnueh  ahicrity 
has  been  shown  to  change  the  venue  to 
Westminster,  and  to  treat  this  as  a 
Parliamentary  matter,  unaccorapfiined 
by  that  information  as  to  local  re- 
quirements and  local  opinion  which 
ought  to  bo  the  foundation  of  any 
application  to  Parliament.  1  do  not  wish 
to  troat  the  matter  in  any  arbitrary  or 
impemtive  sense.  I  recognise  the  de* 
sirableness  of  removing  the  difficulty  ; 
but  it  is  more  a  matter  for  amicable 
sohition  tlian  Parliamentary  debate.  Nor 
do  I  think  we  advance  m^^tters  much  by 
cim tinning  a  discussion  brought  on  in 
this  impromptu  way.  The  hon*  Member 
has  referred  to  some  other  topics  in  re- 
lation to  harl>ourB,  upon  which  I  do  not 
feel  called  upon  to  reply,  as  they  do  not 
concern  the  Di*partment  for  which  I  am 
speciallv  r^sponsible. 

(11.8.)  Mb*  CALDWELL  (Glasgow, 
St.  Rollox)  :  I  do  not  think  the  First 
Lord  has  any  just  cjiuse  for  complaint  if 
Members  take  up  time  on  this  a  Friday 
night,  which  is  usually  devoted  to  sub- 
jects in  which  private  Members  are 
interested.  By  a  mere  accident  those 
Members  who  luive  nntices  on  the  Paper 
are  not  ready  to  bring  them  forward,  and 
so  the  time  is  not  occupied  in  the  usual 
way.  We  are  not,  however,  taking  up 
Goverument  time,  but  private  Members* 
time.  There  is  a  subject  which,  I  think, 
is  of  more  interest  than  any  other  set 
down  for  any  Tuesday  or  Friday  dis- 
cussion, which  I  will  take  the  oppor- 
tunity to  mention,  though  1  would  not 
do  so  if  1  had  an  assuranoe  that  Clas.*» 
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VII.  of  the  Civil  Service  Estimates  would 
be  reached  within  the  next  fortnight. 
There  is  a  special  reason  for  referring  to 
the  Western  Highlands  and  Islands 
Commission.  It  is  a  matter  which  was 
referred  to  in  the  Queen's  Speech,  and  is 
of  very  considerable  importance  to  the 
Western  Highlands. 

Mr.  DEPLTIT    SPEAKER:  That  is 
the  subject  of  a  Motion,  notice  of  which 
is   on  the    Paper  for   Committee.     The 
.  hon.  Member  cannot  bring  it  on  now. 

♦(11.10.)  Me.  WILLIAM  HEimY 
SMITH  rose  in  his  place  and  claimed  to 
move  "That  the  Question  be  now  put." 

Question  put,  "  That  the  Qaestion  be 
now  put." 

(11.10.)  The  House  divided:— Ayes 
115  ;  Noes  60.— (Div.  List,  No.  60.) 

Question  put  accordingly. 

(11.20.)  The  House  divided  :— Ayes 
129  ;  Noes  61.— (Div.  List,  No.  61.) 

Supply — considered  in    Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**That  a  sum,  not  exceedinpf  £128,920  (in- 
cluding an  additional  sum  of  £30,000), be  granted 
to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary 
to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  courre 
of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  3l8t 
day  of  March,  1891,  for  sundrj' Colonial  t^er- 
vices,  including  expenses  incurred  under  *  The 
Pacific  Islanders'  Protection  Act.  1875,'  and 
certain  Charges  connected  with  South  Africa." 

(11.30.)  Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL: 
I  must  say  I  doubt  the  exj)ediency  of  the 
First  Ijord  of  the  Treasuiy  closuring  us  at 
half-past  11  on  a  private  Members' 
night.  I  am,  liowever,  ready  and  willing 
to  go  on  with  this  Vote.  I  desire  to 
move  a  reduction  of  £5,000.  This  Vote 
is  the  result  of  an  agreement  be- 
tween the  Government  and  Queensland 
with  rcgai*d  to  New  Guinea,  and  I  ob- 
ject altogether  to  the  arrangement  by 
which  New  Guinea  is  placed  under  the 
administration  of  Queensland.  It  has 
been  annexed  under  pressure  from 
Queensland;  but,  having  hfeen  annexed,  it 
ought  to  be  administered  by  the  Home 
Government,  and  we  ought  not  to  allow 
ourselves  to  be  used  as  a  catspaw  to  enable 
Queensland  to  carry  on  certain  industries 
tliere.  The  Queeusland  Government,  in  a 
rough  and  (;verlx?aring  manner,  insisted  on 
theannexationof  New  Guinea.  I  remember 
Mr.  Caldwell 
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an  eloquent  passage  in  a  speech  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  BirmiDgham,  in  which  he  de- 
nounced the  handing  over  of  the  popu- 
lation to  a  Colonial  Administration,  yet 
that  is  wliat  we  are  now  doing.  In 
1885,  after  the  death  of  Sir  Peter 
Scratchley,  the  Government  did  not  ap- 
point an  independent  administratcnr. 
They  selected  a  gentleman  whose  con- 
duct has  since  been  condemned  by  the 
Queensland  Government.  This  gentle- 
man proclaimed  that  British  New  Guinea, 
being  an  appanage  of  Australia,  was 
destined  ultimately  for  the  white  lace. 
That  meant,  of  course,  that  the  natives 
are  to  be  turned  out  to  make  room  for 
the  whites.  In  the  last  Blue  Book  (page 
629)  we  are  told  that  Sir  Anthony  Mns- 
grave  stated  that  the  incursion  into  New 
Guinea  of  prospectors  for  gold  had  been 
unwisely  encouraged  under  the  regime  of 
the  late  Commissioner.  I  admit  that  the 
Government  have  now  appointed  a  better 
qualified  administrator.  Sir  W.  Mac- 
gregor,  who  is  perhaps  more  fitted  to  be 
an  explorer  and  naturalist  than  an  ad- 
ministrator, is,  at  any  rate,  a  fair  and 
honest  man.  But  his  administration  is 
altogether  starved,  the  sum  set  apart  for 
it  being  very  inadequate.  This  is  the 
result  of  the  contemptible  bargain  made 
by  the  Government  with  Queensland. 
For  £15,000  a  year,  guaranteed  by  the 
colony  for  the  cost  of  administration.  New 
Guinea  is  made  subject  to  Queensland. 
Sir  W.  Macgregor  found  it  impossible  to 
keep  out  of  New  Guinea  prospectors  and 
settlers,  and  I  am  afraid  he  has  been 
obliged  to  punish  the  natives  for  offences 
which  the  white  people  have  provoked  by 
their  unjustifiable  acts.  I  deliberately  say 
that  Queensland  ought  not  to  be  intrusted 
witli  the  control  of  dark  races.  I  am 
sorry  the  Member  for  East  Mayo  is  not 
present.  Only  yesterday  he  denounced 
the  usage  to  which  the  dark  races  have 
been  subject  during  the  last  few  years. 
In  the  Blue  Book  there  is  ample  proof 
that  many  of  the  people  of  New  Guinea 
have  been  kidnapped  and  unfairly 
treated.  According  to  the  Report  of 
the  private  secretary  of  the  late  Sir 
Peter  Scratcliley,  the  offences  committed 
by  the  blacks  are  attributable  to  the 
direct  and  aggressive  provocation  of  the 
I  whites.  The  latest  Blue  Book  that  has 
been  issued  on  this  question  contains  an 
official  Report  which  is  dated  1887,  and 
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states  that  the  hostilities  that  liavo  oc- 
curred in  New  Guinea  have  been  pro- 
voked by  the  white  umn  himself,  and 
that  every  native  in  the  service  of  the 
white  man  has  been  either  kidnapped  or 
has  been  entrapped  into  the  service  by 
false  sttitements.  I  am  free  to  admit 
that  measures  have  now  been  taken  to 
put  a  etop  to  this  objectionable  traffic. 
But  we  have  the  moat  conclusive  evidence 
that  in  the  years  1885,  1886,  and  1887, 
an  unjustifiable  traffic  was  being  carried 
on  by  the  people  of  Queensland  against 
the  people  of  New  Guinea.  I  believe 
tlie  tniffic  will  be  put  an  end  to  alto- 
gether in  the  year  1891,  and  that  already 
a  great  improvement  of  affairs  has  been 
scHJured.  It  was  our  own  S[)ecial  Com- 
missioner who  said  that,  directly  or  in- 
dii'ectly,  provocation  has  come  from  our 
side.  As  we  liave  l>een  induced  to  annex 
New  Guinea  we  ai'e  responsible  for  the 
protection  of  the  natives  agtiinst  injus- 
'  tice  fn>m  our  own  colonists.  I  heg  to  move 
the  reduction  f»f  the  Vote  by  £5,000, 
which  is  our  contribution  towards  this 
New  Guinea  steamer. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
I  "That  Item   B,  £5,000   (New    Guinea 
Steamer)  be  omitted  from  the  Vote/^ — 
{Sir  George  Camphejl.) 

<»(12  J.)  Baron  H.  de  WORMS  r  Sir,  I 
think  the  Committee  will  agree  with  me 
that  the  lion.  Member  who  has 
just  addressed  the  House  at  such  length 
has  not  urged  any  reason  at  all  for  the 
reduction  of  the  Vote  which  he  has  just 
moved.     The  hon.  Gentleman   went  into 

I  a  very  long,  and,  if  I  may  be  allowed  to 
say  so,  a  somewhat  discursive  and 
irrelevant  argument  as  to  what  happened 
in  New  Guinea  some  years  back  ;  but  as 

i  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  dealing  with  the 
Administration  of  New  Guinea  at  the 
present  time,  logically,  I  think,  he  ought 
to  have  made  out  a  case  against  the 
present  Administration. 

(12.20  SmG.CAMPBKLL:  I  quoted 
from  the  latest  Blue  Books  presented  to 
Parliament, 

*(12Ji)  Bjleon  H.DE worms  :  The  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  his  rhetorical  efforts, 
showed  that  he  had  not  thorcmghly 
mastered  the  details  of  the  case,  for  lie 
\  bpoke  of  the  action  taken  against  a 
civilised  population. 

VOL.    CCCXLIII.      [XUIRD  SERlEti.] 


Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  :    Comparatively 
civilised, 

»(13.4.)  Baron  H.  DE  WORMS  :  Is  the 
hon.  Gentleman  awai-e  that  a  very  large 
proportion  of  the  natives  are  aiiinibals  ? 
Of  course,  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  enter* 
tains  the  view  that  cannibals  are  com- 
paratively civilised,  all  I  can  say  is,  it  is 
a  view  with  wliich  I  cannot  n^rce. 
Under  the  administmiion  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  the  natives  ai*e 
becoming  civihsed ;  and  here  1  must 
ent<?r  a  protest,  on  Ijehall  of  Queensland, 
against  the  extreme  and  unwarninted 
attack  made  by  the  hon.  Member  upon 
the  colonists,  not  for  the  first  time.  The 
hon.  Member  pniposes  that  we  should 
break  deliberately  the  contract  which 
we  entered  into  with  the  colonists  on 
the  occiision  of  the  Colonial  Conference 
three  years  ago.  At  that  Conference 
Her  Majesty's  Government  gave  a 
pledge  to  pmvide  a  steamer  for  the  New 
Guinea  Government,  and  also  £3,500  a 
year  with  respect  to  it.  If  the  lion. 
Menjber  objects  to  this  sum  of  £5,000 
on  the  ground  that  New  Guinea  is  being 
badly  administered  he  is  misinformed. 
It  is  not  loadly  administered,  and  never 
has  been  so  well  administered  as  now  ;  it 
is  impossible  to  have  a  better  and  more 
able  Administrator  tlmn  Sir  William 
Macgregor,  If  the  hon.  Member  objects 
on  financial  grounds  he  shows  that  he 
has  not  mastered  the  subject.  The 
oriofintil  estimate  was  £18,500,  and  only 
£15,132  has  been  expended,  so  that 
the  sum  of  £3,368  has  been  saved  on 
tile  purchase  money,  and  in  three  years 
only  £i,500  will  have  been  spent  on 
maintenance  more  than  was  con- 
templated. I  do  not  see  what  possible 
ground  the  hon,  Member  has  for 
urging  the  reduction  of  this  Vote,  Ho 
has  not  made  one  specific  charge,  but 
has  contented  himself  %Tith  reading 
exti'acts,  dating  fi-om  1886  and  1887,  out 
of  the  Blue  Book.  With  regard  tt>  the 
present  administration  of  the  isknd  the 
hon.  Member  is  not  able  to  put  his  finger 
uj>on  one  blot.  Nor  is  the  hon.  Member 
quite  correct  with  regard  to  the  adminis- 
tmtion  of  the  island.  He  wished  the 
Committee  to  suppose  that  the  adminis- 
tration rested  entii-ely  with  Queensland. 
That  is  not  the  fitct.  Under  the  existing 
administration,  dating  from  July,  1888^ 
3  H 
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the  Administrator  repji-ts  to  tlie 
Gtovcrnor  of  Qneeusliiiid  on  the  general 
question  of  adminiBiratiou,  but  the 
appointment  tind  dismissal  of  the 
Administrator  i-ests  wolely  with  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  if  the 
Administr'atcir  had  been  inefficient,  or 
giiiJty  of  cruelty  to  the  natives,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  wonld  imme- 
diately have  dismissed  or  suspended  him. 
Sib  G.  CAMPBELL :  Was  Sir  John 
Douglas  dismissed  ^ 
•Baron  H.  de  WORMS:  Tlmt  was 
before  New  Guinea  was  taken  over. 
With  regard  to  the  pivitection  of  the 
natives  that  is  specially  provided  for. 
K  the  hon.  Member  had  lot^ked  at 
the  Letters  Patent  he  would  have  seen 
that  their  protection  is  specially  men- 
tioned in  Sections  12  and  13.  I  main- 
tain that  the  hon.  Member  has  not  made 
out  the  shadow  of  a  case  for  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  Vote. 

(12.10.)  Mil.  A.  WILLIAMS  (Gla- 
morgan, S.) :  Sir,  I  now  move  to  report 
Progress,  and  I  make  the  Motion  because 
I  tJiink,  without  being  unreasonable^  we 
have  a  right  to  make  this  ^irotest.  This 
is  the  only  occasion,  probably,  we  shall 
have  for  a  very  long  time  of  bringing 
forward  grievances,  and  I  think  it  un- 
reasonable that  the  Government  have 
not  allowed  U8  to  have  our  talk  out 
to-night.  I  do  not  wish  to  put  it  higher 
than  that ;  but  there  are  grounds  for 
putting  it  very  much  higher,  Mr. 
Courtney,  we  all  know  that  with  the 
conduct  of  the  business  of  this  House, 
there  is  a  good  deal  of  tidk.  [Mimsterial 
ckeera.]  It  is  all  very  well  to — I  was 
going  to  say  jeer,  but  to  cheer.  In  the 
conduct  of  the  business  of  the  House, 
however,  thei*e  must  be  forbearance,  and 
it  is  not  unreascmable  that,  on  an  occasion 
like  this,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
should  be  expected  to  forbear  from  pre- 
ventitig  the  discussion  c<f  public 
grievances,  I  do  think  we  ought  to  pro- 
test against  being  shut  up  in  the  way 
we  have  been  shut  up  to-night.  I 
myself,  in  consequence  of  an  answer 
given  by  the  Postmaster  Geneml,  felt  it 
my  duty  to  give  notice  that  I  would 
take  the  first  opp»>rtunity  of  asking  the 
Houhu  to  affirm  the  undoubted  right  of 
the  Civil  servants  to  discuss  their  griev- 
ances, free  from  ofEcial  intimidation  or 
interferonce.  Though  I  will  do  my  beet, 
Baron  H,  de  Worms 


the  probihility  is  I  shall  ncvi*r  Imve  a 
chance  of  bringing  that  Motion  forward, 
and  to-night  is  prL»bably  the  only  Q|ipor^ 
tunity  I  i*ouId  have  hml  of  doing  whal  I 
believe  to  l)c  my  duty.  That  in  an  iUvii- 
t  nit  ion  of  the  re^ison  why  we  ought  to 
protest  against  the  way  in  which  tbc 
Government  determined,  at  1 1  o'clock, 
Ux  go  into  Committee,  I  do  protest 
agrdnst  the  unre^isonable  way  in  whjdi 
these  discussion.^  have  Ixtfn  btup[jed  hy 
the  Government. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Committee  do  rejwrt  Pragires, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.'* — {Mr.  A.  J. 

Wiifiains.^ 

(12.1 2.)  Mr.  JACKSON  :  With  gtmi 
deference  to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  I  think 
he  will  see  on  reflection  that  he  ouglil 
not  to  press  his  Motion*  The  grievanocB 
to  which  references  have  been  muda 
have  been  long  known,  and  if  they  an> 
so  urgent  how  is  it  that  not  a 
single  notice  is  put  down  on  thif 
Paper  mth  regard  to  any  one  of 
them?  The  grievance  to  which  Um) 
hon.  Member  refers  is  one  which  can  be 
discussed  on  one  of  the  Votes  which  U 
down  on  the  Paper  for  to-night.  The 
opp<3rtiini^  he  wishes  is  not,  therefore^ 
lost  to  him. 
•(12.13.)  Mr.  PICTON  :  I  think  the 
hon.  Gentleman  is  scarcely  fair  to  tktt 
hon.  Member.  There  were  two  notices 
of  Motion  on  the  Paper,  and  it  was  quite 
inconceivable  that  any  fui-ther  Motions 
could  be  discussed.  Their  disappearance 
was  quite  unexpected  by  ail,  but  it  gave 
us  an  opportunity,  rightly  and  properly, 
to  bring  forward  grievances  tlmt  Iiad 
faik^  ttT  obtain  a  place  on  the  Paper.  I 
challenge  the  Government  to  bring 
forward  any  precedent  for  the  course  tluit 
has  been  pursued  to-night.  Was  ever  a 
ease  kno-v^-n  in  which  the  Government 
have  closured  debate  on  private  Members' 
night  ?  I  am  sure  no  such  precedent 
exists,  and  I  am  sure  we  ought  to  take 
every  means  of  i-esisting  the  innovations 
fm  private  Members'  nights.  Why,  this 
is  allied  a  Conservative  Government,  but, 
so  far  as  this  House  is  concerned,  it  is  the 
most  Bevolutionary  Government  that 
ever  sat  on  that  Bench.  There  is  no 
ti-adition  of  this  House  sacred  to  it ;  none 
of  the  liberties  of  private  Members  are 
respected ;  all  it  cares  to  do  is  to  torn 
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the  House  into  a  sort  of  bureau  to  recoil 
its  decisions.  It  may  bring  the  House 
to  such  a  sad  and  degraded  con- 
dition that  we  shall  not  be  able 
to  recognise  the  historical  Parliament 
of  which  we  desire  to  be  Members. 
X  think  I  have  another  reason  for  con- 
curring in  this  Motion.  I  think  the 
constituency  which  I  have  the  honour  to 
IV present  was  treated  with  considerable 
discourtesy  this  evening.  As  the  Repre- 
sentative of  100,000  people,  and  sup- 
grted  by  the  Chairman  of  the  School 
)ard^  I  brought  forward  a  grievanct?, 
which,  whatever  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site may  think  of  it,  is  felt  very  acutely 
and  painfully  by  the  people  of  my  con- 
stituency. About  the  per&mal  aspect  of 
such  a  slight,  I  do  not  care  at 
all,  but  certainly  the  constituency 
which  T  represent  does  not  deserve  it, 
and  I  think  that  a  constituency  of  its 
size  and  importance  ought  not  to  be 
treated  in  sueli  a  manner.  I  consider 
that  I  was  perfectly  justified  in  bringing 
forward  on  their  account  what  to  tbem 
was  a  serk>us  gi'ievance,  and  I  protest 
against  the  nuittt^r  Ix'ing  treated  sti 
slightingly  and  scornfully.  It  is  mainly 
out  of  ivgard  for  the  traditions  and 
liberties  of  this  Housci  that  I  enter  into 
this  pnitest,  and  express  my  earnest  hope 
that  the  matter  will  be  pressed  to  its 
uttermost  issue. 

•(12.16.)  Mr.  W.  a.  McARTPIUR 
(Cornwall,  Mnl,  8t.  Austell)  :  I  do  not 
think  it  nmttevs  veiy  mucli  whether  we 
to  report  Progress  or  not,  but  I  may 
tliat  I  recollect  having  put  a  question 
to  the  First  Lf>rd  of  the  Treasury  with 
regard  to  the  time  the  Vote  was  to  be 
taken  this  Session,  and  the  Fij*st  Lord 
then  promised  that  it  should  be  brought 
forward  in  sufiicient  time  for  its  careful 
consideration.  It  is  quite  impissible 
that  there  can  be  adequate  discus- 
sion on  this  Vote  to-night,  and  the 
Government  can  hartlly  expect  that 
a  question  of  so  much  im|jortance  as  the 
Colonial  Vote  can  be  fairly  considered 
within  the  limits  of  thi*ee -quarters  of  an 
hour.  Unless  the  Fii'st  Loi-d  is  deter- 
mined upon  applying  the  Closure  to  this 
question,  I  tnist  he  will  see  the  desira- 
bility of  at  once  postponing  the  further 
oonsideration  of  this  matter. 
•(12.17.)  Mr,  CHILDKRS  (Edin- 
burgh,  B.)  :  I  am  bound  to  say  that  in 


the  oourae   of  my  experience  I  do  not 
remember  an  occasion  on  which  a  Vote 
of  so  much  importance  as  this  lias  been 
persisted    in    by   the   Government   at   a 
quarter  pvst   12  o'clock    at  night  on  a 
Friday,  against  the  wish  of  a  lai*ge  number 
uf  Members  that  opportunity  should  be 
given  for  its  further  and  fuller  considera- 
tion. In  fact, it  is  a  most  unusual  thing  for 
the  Government  to  propose  to  take  Effec- 
tive Supply  at  a  late  hour  on  a  Friday 
night,  when  it  is  well  known  a  large  num- 
ber of  lion.  Members  have  gone  away.      I 
hope,  therefore,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  see  the  propriety  of  not  per- 
sisting in  the  discussion  of  this  Vote  at 
the  present  moment. 
♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  In  answer  to  the 
ubservatioiis  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  I  fully  admit  that  it  would  not 
be  reasonable  on  our  pai't  to  press  the 
House  to  dispose  of  the  Colonial   Vote 
this  evening,  hut  1  think  thjit,  inasmuch 
lu?    the    hon.    Baronet  the   Member    for 
Kirkcaldy  (Sir  G.  Campbell)  has  moved 
the  rL^duction  of  the  Vote^  it  is  desirable 
that  vvedisiweeof  that  Motion,  and  w^ hen 
it   is  disposed   of  the  Government  will 
assent  to  the  postponement  of  the  Vote, 
(12.19.)  Mr.  J.  0  CONNOR  (Tipjiemry, 
S.)  ;  I  have  only  one  observation  to  make, 
and  it  is  this  :  I  think  the  hon.  Gen  tie  man 
who  has  moved  to  report  Progress  haa 
every  reason  to  make  the  complaint  he 
has  pat  before  the  Ctimmittee ;  but  I  would 
point  out  that  in  making  that  complaint 
the  hon.  Member  was  treated  with  very 
scant  courtesy  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment,    In  fact»  he  was  absolutely  jeered 
at  V»y  those  sitting  upon  the  front  Bench. 
I  think  tliat  when  questions  of  this  kind 
are  raised  here  the  very  Uifit  persons  to 
sneer  at  and  jeer  hon.  Members  who  are 
eiideavonring  to  point   out   what    they 
regard  as  real  grievances  shonld  be  the 
Ministers  of    the   Crown,     When    right 
hon.     Gentlemen     occupy  hig     such     a 
position  condescend  to  take  this  course  I 
think  they  show,  if  I  may  be  permitted 
to  use  the  expi^ession,  exceedingly  bad 
taste.      They   ought    leather    to    invite 
than  to  discountenance  discussion*     At 
any  rate,  if  they  ought  not  to  invite  it 
they  certainly  ought  not  to  object  to  it. 
I   think   there   is  every  reason  for  the 
Motion  which  has  been  made  to  report 
Progress.      Hon.  Members  on  this  side 
of  the  House  have   a  right,  I  think,  to 
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complain  that  the  speeches  they  have 
made  on  questions  of  considerable  im- 
portance have  not  received  the  slightest 
reply  from  Ministers  of  the  Crown.  My 
hon.  Friend  behind  me  made  a  very 
important  speech  in  reference  to  the 
administration  of  afEairs  belonging  to  a 
very  important  Department  of  the 
Government,  and  no  answer  whatever 
has  been  vouchsafed  to  the  serious 
charges  he  has  made  against  those  who 
are  in  charge  of  that  Department.  Other 
speeches  from  this  side  of  the  House 
have  similarly  failed  to  elicit  the  least 
reply  from  Ministers  who  are  responsible. 
Under  these  circumstances,  I  think  it 
quite  right  that  a  strong  protest  should 
be  made  by  hon.  Members  on  this  side 
of  the  House  against  the  course  pursued 
by  the  Government,  especially  when  we 
consider  they  have  adopted  the  unprece- 
dented course  of  moving  the  Colonial 
Vote  under  the  circumstances  which  have 
already  been  the  subject  of  so  much 
comment.  The  action  of  the  Government 
involves  an  undue  interference  with  the 
rights  of  private  Members,  and  we  can- 
not therefore  allow  it  to  pass  without 
our  strenuous  protests.  On  these 
grounds  I  shall  support  the  Motion  that 
you,  Sir,  do  report  Progress. 

(12.25.)  The  Committee  divided  :— 
Ayes  59;  Noes  122.— (Div.  List,  No.  62). 

Question  azain  proposed,  "That  Item 
B,  £5,000  (New  Guinea  Steamer),  l)e 
omitted  from  the  Vote." 

♦(12.32.)  Mr.  W.  A.  McARTHUR  : 
I  regret  tliat  on  this  occasion  it  is  my 
unhappy  fate  to  luive  to  disagi-ee  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman  tlie  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  ;  but  I  am  bound  to  say 
I  find  it  difficult  to  undei^stand  why  that 
hon.  Gentleman  ap|>arently  can  never 
make  a  speech  in  this  House  on  Colonial 
topics,  especially  on  Australia,  without 
making  a  most  unjust  attack  uj)on  those 
entrusted  by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
with  high  offices  of  Administration. 

Sill  G.  CAMPBELL  :  I  may  be 
allowed  to  say  that  I  have  never  attacked 
the  Administration  of  any  of  our 
Colonies,  except  that  of  Queensland  ;  and 
the  Administmtion  of  Qut»ensland,  I 
admit,  I  have  attacked  strongly. 

*Mr.  W.  a.  McARTHUR  :  I  am  in  the 
recollection   of  the   Committee  when    I 
say   tliat  the  hon.    Gentleman   tonight 
Mr, «/.  O'Connor 


attacked,  by  name,  three  gentlemen  who 
have  been  concerned  in  the  Administra- 
tion of  New  Guinea  ;  and,  I  say,  that  to 
make  attacks  of  this  kind  without  notice, 
and  without  there  being  a  shred  of 
proof  of  the  allegations  on  which  they 
are  founded,  is  a  course  which  is  not  fair 
to  gentlemen  who  undertake  the  ad* 
ministration  of  tropical  Colonies  under 
circumstances  of  difBculty,  and  it  is  not 
a  course  which  will  commend  itself  to 
the  judgment  of  Englishmen. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  :  To  what  three 
gentlemen  does  the  hon.  Member  refer  f 
I  spoke  in  the  highest  terms  of  the  three 
Administrators  of  New  Guinea. 
♦Mr.  W.  a.  McARTHUR:  I  propose  to 
make  a  speech,  and  not  to  conduct  a 
catechism.  I  am  bound  to  say  I  fail  to 
see  what  connection  there  is  between 
the  question  of  the  general  condition  of 
the  labour  traffic  in  the  Pacific  and  the 
Vote  for  a  steamer  for  New  Guinea. 
But  since  the  hon.  Member  has  attacked 
the  Administration  of  Queensland  as  to 
the  labour  traffic  and  its  conduct  of 
afiEairs  in  New  Guinea,  I  may  be  allowed 
to  say  that  the  period  at  w^hich  this 
colony  purged  itself  from  the  evils  of 
which  he  complains  was  not  so  recent  as 
he  imagines.  Queensland  was  not 
purged  by  outside  influence,  but  she 
purged  herself  as  soon  as  the  evils  were 
made  known.  The  cruelties  referred 
to  did  not  take  place  in  Queensland  it- 
self, but  they  occurred  upon  the  labour 
vessels.  When  I  was  at  Brisbane,  four 
or  five  years  ago,  I  saw  the  report  of  an 
investigation  into  the  whole  subject. 
Drastic  legislation  was  then  proposed, 
and  it  has  been  since  passed,  and  the  per- 
petrators of  cruelties  have  been  punished, 
and  the  labourera  themselves  seem  cheer* 
ful  and  contented.  It  is  a  matter  for 
congratulation  rather  than  complaint 
that  white  settlers  and  prospectors  have 
gone  to  New  Guinea,  and  I  wish  them 
good  luck.  The  manner  in  which  New 
Guinea  has  been  annexed  is  a  natural 
expansion  of  the  British  Empire  by 
colonists,  who  feel  that  the  acquisition 
of  this  territoiy  is  necessary  to  themselves 
and  to  preverit  its  being  fortified  against 
us. 

(12.40.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELIj  [Criea 
of  '*  Di  vide !  "J  I  would  ask  the  House  to 
allow  me  a  word  or  two  in  reply.  [Conr 
tinned  cries   of  "  Divide  ! "]     Give  me 
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fair  play.  Surely  it  is  but  decent  to 
allow  me  tc>  reply.  As  to  what  has 
fallen  from  the  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies,  I  must  say  I  was  astonished  to 
hear  him  accuse  me  of  quoting  ancient 
history,  seeing  that  every  word  I  quoted 
waa  from  the  very  latest  information  the 
Government  have  vouchsafed  to  us  on 
the  subject  of  New  Guinea.  It  may  be 
that  the  Blue  Book  has  not  been 
brought  up  to  date,  as  it  ought  to  Imve 
been,  but  that  is  not  my  fault. 

♦Babon  H  de   worms  :  It  deals  with 
the  period  before  the  annexation. 

8iB  a  CAMPBELL:  I  have  endea- 
voured to  master  all  the  information 
given  to  me.  I  have  done  my  very 
utmost  to  bring  this  matter  up  to  date, 
and  it  can  hardly  be  miide  a  matter  of 
complaint  against  me  that  I  have  given 
facts  which  are  the  most  recent  facts 
commtmicated  to  us  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  I  am  glad  t^i  find  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Cornwall  QAv. 
McArthur)  in  accord  with  me  as  regards 
facts ;  but  I  think  he  cannot  have  lis- 
tened to  my  speech,  or  he  certainly 
w^ould  not  liave  accused  me  of  attacking 
the  characters  of  three  successive 
Admin i 8 ti-a tors.  I  had  nothing  but  the 
highest  praise  for  these  gentlemen.  I 
did  attack  Mr.  Douglas;  but  I 
did  80  on  the  authority  of  Sir  A. 
Musgrave,  the  Governor  of  Queens- 
land.  As  regards  wlmt  has  lx?en 
said  by  the  Under  Secretary,  I  maintain 
that,  for  all  practical  purposei?,  the  ad- 
ministration of  New  Guinea  is  made 
over  t4)  Queensland,  The  right  hon. 
Gentlenmn  says  there  are  cannibals  in  the 
island,  in  answer  to  my  statement  that 
the  mass  of  the  population  of  New  Guinea 
are  comparatively  civilised.  I  oowXA 
occupy  the  attention  of  the  House  for  a 
li'ng  time  in  reading  extracts  fn^m  the 
Bine  Book  to  pitive  my  assertion.  No 
doubt  there  are  some  unci^nlised  people 
there.  Tliere  are  certainly  j>eople  in 
Scotland  and  Ireland  living  in  hovels, 
and  in  a  condition  approaching  to 
savagery  ;  but  I  do  not  think  a  Minister 
in  any  foreign  country  would  be  justi- 
fied in  saying  on  that  account  that 
Groat  Britain  is  uncivilised.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cornwall  admits  that 
atrocities  have  been  committed,  but 
Bays  that  drastic  legislation  has  now 
been  adopted  to  put  a  stop  to  them.    I 


admitted  tlmt.  It  astonishes  me  to  hear 
the  hon.  Member  talk  about  New  Guinea 
being  a  place  for  the  ultimate  overflow 
of  the  population  of  Queensland,  a  veiy 
large  part  of  which  is  not  inhabited  at  all. 
It  may  be  that  the  British  Isles  require 
an  overflow  which  the  Austi-alian  Colo- 
nies are  not  prepared  to  give  them ;  but 
to  say  that  Queensland  requires  a  place 
for  the  overflow  of  her  population,  is  a 
doctrine  that  I  am  content  to  leave  to 
the  judgment  of  the  House.  I  am  fi-ee 
to  admit  tliat  I  have  put  down  this 
Motion  for  a  reduction  in  respect  of  the 
New  Guinea  steamer,  not  because  I 
desire  to  put  dovni  the  steamer,  but 
to  afford  an  opportunity  for  protesting 
against  the  doctrines  maintained  by  the 
hon.  Meml.ier  for  Cornwall' —who,  be  it 
observed,  is  connected  with  the  Colo- 
nies. 

♦(12,52.)  Sm  T.  E8M0NDE  :  We 
have  heawi  some  theories  alxiut  New 
Guinea,  and  we  have  heai*d  what  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kirkaildy  has  to  say, 
and  what  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
fur  Cornwall  has  to  say.  I  think  there  is 
another  version  of  the  matter.  PeHmps 
the  House  is  not  aware  that  the  whole 
of  New  Guinea  has  not  been  annexed. 
We  have  annexed  a  part,  and  the 
Germans  have  annexed  the  other  pari. 
The  Australian  Colonies  got  their  views 
as  to  annexation  carried  out  by  the 
Home  Government^  because  of  their 
objection  to  have  a  powei*ful  and  armed 
neighbour  next  door  to  them.  It  would 
have  been  ]x)8sil)le — if  Her  Majesty's 
(jrovemment  had  had  the  sense  to  see 
it — to  allow  Queensland  to  annex  New 
Guinea.  It  would  not  have  cxjst  this 
country  a  penny.  We  should  not  then 
have  had  to  send  Sir  William  Macgregor 
out,  and  it  wotild  not  have  been  necessary 
to  spend  this  £5,000  on  a  steamer.  The 
natives  of  New  Guinea  ai*e  not  so 
civilised  lis  the  inhabitants  of  some 
other  islands  near,  though,  no  doubt, 
they  have  some  very  estimable  qualities. 
It  is  said  that  they  are  in  pmcess  of 
being  civilised™ tliat  the  Papuans  are  a 
sort  of  semi-civilised  cimnibuls.  Some 
ssy  that  they  are  giving  up  their 
cannibalistic  practices  ;  but  tlmt  is  liardly 
Ixtrne  out  by  a  story  I  lieard  not  long 
ago  of  a  German  Professor,  who  was  fond 
of  going  into  the  interior  of  New 
Guinea  for  the  purpose  of    collecting 
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and  beetles,  and  so  on«  On  one 
occasion  he  went  out  and  never  re- 
tomed.  An  expedition  was  sent  out  hj 
the  German  Government  to  discover 
him,  but  they  heard  no  tidings  of  him, 
until  one  day  a  native  told  them  he 
could  take  them  to  a  place  where  they 
would  learn  something  about  him.  He 
accordingly  conducted  them  to  some 
inland  place  where  there  was  a  temple 
and  some  gods.  They  discovered  one 
magnificent  god,  painted  all  sorts  of 
colours,  and  exceedingly  beautiful,  ac- 
cording to  native  ideas  ;  and  on  the  end 
of  this  god's  nose  were  a  pair  of  blue 
goggles,  which  had  beloi^ed  to  the 
missing  Professor.  That  was  all  that 
remained  of  the  celebrated  scientist,  and 
that  may  be  taken  as  an  evidence  of  the 
civilisation  of  the  place. 

Mr.  AiRD  rose  in  his  place,  and  claimed 
to  move,  "That  the  Question  be  now 
put;"  but  the  Chairman  withheld  his 
assent,  and  declined  then  to  put  that 
Question. 

Debate  resumed. 

•SiB  T.  BSMONDB :  These  are  the 
people  that  Sir  W.  Macgregor  is  endea- 
vouring to  civilise.  Sir  William  has  made 
some  wonderful  journeys  into  the  interior 
of  the  country,  has  made  some  fine 
surveys,  and  given  some  very  graphic 
accounts  of  his  performances  ;  but  I  am 
bound  to  say  I  do  not  think  New  Guinea 
worthy  of  die  attention  of  this  country. 
There  are  other  people  to  whom  it  would 
be  of  more  importance,  and  who  would 
be  prepared  to  subsidise  this  steamer  if 
the  territory  were  handed  over  to  them. 
The  best  policy  to  adopt  would  be  to 
hand  the  island  over  to  Queensland. 
Let  Queensland  send  over  a  Governor 
or  Chief  Commissioner,  and  tlien  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  or  whoever 
represents  the  Treasury  on  a  Vote  of 
this  kind,  will  not  have  cause  to  complain, 
for  nothing  will  be  asked  from  the  Home 
Gt)vemment.  Whatever  expense  we 
have  been  put  to  hitherto  on  account  of 
this  island  has  been  due  to  the  extra- 
ordinary policy  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment has  pursued  in  making  their 
action  subservient  to  that  of  Germany. 
A  '  great  mistake  was  made  in  not 
establishing  a  British  protectorate  over 
the  island,  and  in  allowing  the  German 
Empire  to  annex  part  of  it. 
Sir  T.  Esmonde 


(1.0.)  Mr.  AiBD  rose  in  his  p1aoe»  and 
claimed  to  move,  "  That  the  Qoestion  be 
now  put." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
"  That  the  Question  be  now  put." 

House  cleared  for  a  Division. 

Db.  tanner  :  Mr.  Courtnev,  I  heg 
to  call  your  attention  to  the  ract  that 
when  the  Closure  was  moved  it  was  1 
o'clock.  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
as  usual,  made  a  mistake. 

The  chairman  named  Dr.  Tanner 
and  Mr.  Sheehy  as  Tellers  for  the 
"Noes." 

Members,  with  the  exception  of  the 
Government  Tellers  and  Dr.  Tanner, 
having  gone  into  the  Lobbies,  the 
Chairman,  addressing  Dr.  Tanner,  asked  : 
Where  is  the  other  Teller  1 

De.  TANNER:  He's  in  Limerick. 
You  named  Mr.  Sheehy. 

The  chairman  asked  Mr.  Akers- 
Douglas,  one  of  the  Government  Tellers, 
to  obtain  another  Teller  for  the  "  Noes." 
Mr.  Akers-Douglas  left  the  House,  but 
presently  returned,  and  made  a  com- 
munication to  the  Chairman. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Serjeant,  will 
you  bring  a  Member  out  of  the  "  No  " 
Lobby  to  tell  1 

The  SerjeafU-tU-Arms  went  to  the 
"No"  Lobby  and  returned  with  Mr. 
Waddy. 

Db.  TANNER:  Mr.  Waddy  is  in 
custody.  Sir. 

The  Division  was  then  proceeded 
with. 

The  Numbers  were:  —  Ayes,  120; 
Noes  46.— (Div.  List,  No.  63.) 

Question,  "That  Item  B,  X5,000 
(New  Guinea  Steamer),  be  omitted  from 
the  Vote,"  put  accordingly,  and  nega- 
tived. 

It  being  after  One  of  the  dock,  the 
Chairman  left  tbe  Chair  to  make  his 
Report  to  tlie  House. 

Committee  report  Progiess ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

It  being  ten  minutes  after  One  of 
the  clock,  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker  adjourned 
the  House  without  Question  put. 

House  adjoamed  at  ten  minntes  altar  Om 
o'olook  till  Monday  r-" 
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HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Monday,  28th  April,  1890. 


NEW  PEER. 
Sir  William  Ventris  Field,  Knight, 
late  one  of  the  Judges  of  the  High 
Court  of  Justice,  haring  been  created 
Baron  Field,  of  Bakeham,  in  the  County 
of  Surrey — Was  (in  the  usual  manner) 
introduced. 

INDUSTRIAL  SCHOOLS   BILL.--(No.  62.) 
SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

♦The  secretary  of  STATE  tor 
INDIA  (Viscount  Cross)  :  My  Lords,  it 
is  not  my  intention  in  asking  your 
Lordships  to  give  a  Second  Reading  to 
the  Industrial  Schools  Bill  to  take  up 
much  of  your  time,  because  it  was 
introduced  last  year,  and  was  then 
referred  to  the  General  Committee  on 
Law.  That  Committee  made  certain 
alterations  in  the  Bill,  and  the  measure 
which  I  have  now  the  honour  of  asking 
your  Lordships  to  read  a  second  time  is 
for  all  practical  purposes  the  same  Bill 
as  that  which  came  down  from  that 
Committee.  There  are  in  it  one  or  two 
alterations  which  it  is  perhaps  only  fair 
that  I  should  name  to  your  Lordships. 
In  the  3rd  sub-section  of  Clause 
10  an  addition  has  been  made,  so  that 
the  Court  may  require  the  parent  of  a 
child  alleged  to  have  been  found  under 
any  of  the  circumstances  mentioned  to 
produce  the  child  before  the  Court.  The 
provisions  for  the  due  observance  of 
a  child's  religion  have  been  slightly 
strengthened,  as  it  has  been  thoug^ht 
wiser  that  that  should  be  done ;  and 
there  is  also  a  provision  with  regard  to 
the  emigration  of  children,  requiring  that 
certain  securities  shall  be  tidcen  before 
the  child  is  emigrated.  The  chief  altera- 
tion is  in  Clause  25,  imposing  the 
obligation  upon  counties  and  boroughs 
to  contribute  to  the  schools.  That 
provision  which  was  struck  out  by  the 
Committee  last  year  has  been  re-intro- 
duced. It  has  been  thought  much 
better  that  that  should  be  made  compul- 
sory  upon  the   Local  Authorities,   who 
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will  get  the  contributions  which  would 
otherwise  have  gone  to  the  Treasury, 
and  which  the  Treasury  is  prepared  to 
give  up.  Then  the  present  measure 
charges  upon  the  Police  Authorities 
instead  of  on  the  County  Councils  the 
expense  of  conveying  children  to  the 
industrial  schools  and  of  their  removal 
from  one  industrial  school  to  another. 
It  also  enables  the  Secretary  of  State,  as 
well  as  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  to  appoint  boarding- 
out  schools,  and  takes  away  from  the 
County  Councils  the  power  of  contri- 
buting to  truant  schools.  Further,  the 
School  Boards  are  no  longer  required  to 
obtain  the  permission  of  the  Secretary 
of  State.  The  alterations  which  have 
been  made  are  very  simple,  and  I  do  not 
think  I  should  be  justified  in  taking  up 
more  of  your  Lordships'  time  in  moving 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill. 

♦Lord  NORTON  :  I  will  ask  your  Lord- 
ships to  be  kind  enough  to  allow  me  to 
make  a  few  observations  with  regard  to 
this  and  the  other  two  Bills  affecting 
reformatory  schools  and  juvenile  offen- 
ders, for  they  really  stand  together 
and  form  one  ^iece  of  legislation. 
It  is  a  subject  to  which  I  have  devoted 
time  and  care  fornow  nearly  half  a  century, 
and  I  think  I  may  claim  some  credit 
for  experience  and  knowledge  cf 
the  question,  having  myself  drafted 
the  first  Act,  besides  having  since  con- 
ducted through  Parliament  other 
measures  dealing  with  it,  and  also  having 
founded  institutions  under  their  pro- 
visions. The  noble  Viscount  has  said 
that  these  Bills  are  much  the  same 
as  those  which  wore  introduced 
last  year.  But  those  Bills  were  sub- 
jected to  very  little  debate  except  in 
Standing  Committee,  although  your  Lord- 
ships will  allow  that  they  proposed  a 
very  material  improvement  in  the  exist- 
ing law.  These  Bills  are  partly  for  the 
purpose  of  consolidating  of  the  existing 
law  and  partly  of  amending  it.  The 
Amendmente  make  a  clearer  distinction 
between  the  education  and  the  police 
treatment  of  these  children ;  secondly,  they 
deal  with  the  ages  of  the  children  to  be 
received  into  these  schools  ;  and,  thirdly, 
they  make  a  very  material  improve- 
ment by  placing  in  a  separate  Bill 
the  penal  portions  of  the  ex- 
isting Acte.  I  only  desire  that 
the  spirit  of  these  Amendments  should 
3  I 
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be  fully  carried  out.  I  only  want 
thesd  schools  to  be  entirely  schools, 
and  that  care  shonld  be  taken  to 
separate  the  punishment  of  such 
children  as  fall  into  crime  from  the 
education  of  their  whole  childhood  after- 
wards. Where  necessary  to  be  inflicted 
punishment  should  be  separate  from 
the  education  to  be  g^ven  them,  for  the 
purpose  of  getting  the  children  out  as 
soon  as  possible  to  earn  their  own  liveli- 
hood. The  alterations  which  would  carry 
out  this  yiew  are  chiefly  matters  of  mere 
phraseology,  yet  they  would,  in  their 
efEect,  be  of  the  greatest  importance. 
Instead  of  sentencing  or  committing 
children  to  these  schools  for  detention 
for  long  periods,  many  of  them  being 
merely  homeless  or  the  victims  of  bad 
company,  they  should  be  put  under  the 
care  of  (or  apprenticed  if  you  like)  to 
the  industrial  schoolmasters,  and  kept  in 
the  schools,  not  for  terms  of  years,  but 
simply  until  the  master  shall  report 
that  they  are  qualified  to  go  out  to  work, 
and  that,  proper  work  is  ready  for 
them.  Children  of  more  serious  or 
hardened  criminality  should  be  differ- 
ently treated,  and  with  more  serious 
punishment.  But  those  are  a  very 
small  minority,  and  not  at  all  in  the 
description  of  this  Industrial  Schools 
Bill.  None  under  this  Bill  have  been 
eonvicted  of  any  ofFence;  and  they  are 
chiefly  chargeable  with  being  homeless 
and  guardianless,  The  object  of  tlie  State 
must,  therefore,  be  to  provide  them  with 
that  education  and  care,  the  want  of 
which  has  led  them  into  criminal  associa- 
tions. What  seems  to  be  obvious  in  this 
matter  is  the  extremely  suicidal  policy 
of  the  State  in  loco  parentis  connecting 
these  schools  with  the  Police  Department, 
and  the  penal  character  given  to  the 
education  of  the  children  whom  they 
want  to  rescue  from  all  taint  of  crime. 
The  most  singular  reasons  are  given 
for  maintaining  the  prison  phraseology 
of  these  Acts.  A  Minister  said  to  me  the 
other  day,  "How  is  it  possible  to  treat  these 
children  differently,  because  they  are 
under  sentence  and  are  committed  for  de- 
tention ? "  Would  it  not  be  more  sensible 
to  change  that  phraseology,  and  not 
sacrifice  to  it  the  great  object  in  view  ?  In 
the  debate  upon  these  Bills  last  Sej^sion  it 
was  said  that  tliese  children  having  from 
neglect  got  into  evil  and  degraded 
habits  required  a  special  kind  of  educa- 
Lord  Norton 


tion.  What  is  the  speciality  f  Simply 
that  it  is  more  industrial.  There  is 
no  other  difference  whaterer  from  the 
education  given  in  our  national 
schools,  and  singulasly  enough,  this 
speciality  is  the  very  thing  which  it  is 
now  considered  desirable  to  intruduqe 
into  those  schools.  Others  say,  again, 
that  these  schools  must  be  correctiye. 
All  education  is  corrective,  and  these 
schools  being  correctional  from  evil 
habits  does  not  make  them  cease  to  be 
educational,  but  only  a  special  kind  of 
schools,  placing  them  in  a  category  dt 
national  education  by  themselves.  People 
should  consider  the  mischief  done  by 
placing  these  institutions  under  the 
Prison  Department.  In  the  Royal 
Commission,  of  which  I  was  a 
member,  we  devoted  two  years 
not  only  to  the  investigation  of  the 
subject  in  London,  but  to  travelling 
through  the  three  Kingdoms  in  a 
thorough  inspection.  The  Report  of  the 
Commissioners  shows  how  imperfectly 
public  opinion  has  advanced  from  the 
time  when  we  treated  criminal  and  out^ 
cast  children  as  responsible  adults  ;  yeti 
although  the  evidence  led  to  talcing 
a  wider  view  of  the  subject,  it  only 
succeeded  to  draw  them  half-way,  and  it 
was  proposed  that  these  schools  should 
be  submitted  for  inspection  half  in  the 
Education  Department  and  half  in  the 
Police  Department.  But  I  observe 
that  in  the  Bills  now  before  yonr 
Lordships  this  particular  recommendation 
of  the  Committee  has  not  been  adopted, 
no  doubt  because  it  is  clear'  that  the 
schools  should  be  under  one  Department' 
or  the  other,  and  not  under  two  Depart«' 
ments ;  for  it  is  quite  obvious  that  a 
dual  superintendence  must  be  fraught 
with  difficulty.  On  that  ground  the 
recommendation  of  dual  treatment  for 
these  schools  has  been  omitted  from 
this  Bill,  and  the  schools  are  fett 
wholly  under  the  Police  Departniient; 
Your  Lordships  will  say,  if  there  is  no 
practical  mischief  done  to  schools  by 
prison  discipline,  it  does  not  much 
matter  what  the  terms  of  the 
enactments  are  ?  Is  there  no  practical 
mischief  arising  from  education  being 
described  and  treated  as  imprisonment  ? 
In  the  first  place,  it  bars  to  a  great 
extent  the  very  employments  for  which 
these  children  have  been  trained  at 
great  cost  to  the  public.     These  Bills  to 
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&  great  extent  pmpose  t>  diminish  this 
evil,  and  to  upeu  the  Army  and  jippneti- 
ticeshipsj  to  tmdes  to  these  children  ;  but, 
still,  Jis  far  as  a  actual  penal  chamcter 
is  given  to  these  schools,  it  miikea 
the  inmates  feel  that  they  are  etigma- 
tised  and  classed  as  criminals,  many  of 
them  having  no  more  criminality  about 
them  than  any  uf  your  Lordships 
would  have  If  broug-lxt  up  in  the  same 
way  when  y<  »!ing.  Tljey  feel  conscioias 
fcliat  in  public  opinion  they  are  classed  as 
criminals,  just  as  children  brought  up 
in  pauper  sohoola  have  been  degraded  in 
their  own  and  others'  estimation  by  being 
classed  a^s  jmupera.  The  day  industrial 
schools  are  actually  acknowledged 
as  national  elementary  sckoolSj  and 
that  ^oes  a  great  way  towards 
ftdmittinsc  my  argument*  There  must, 
of  course,  be  a  certain  difference  in 
the  mode  of  treating  utterly  neglected 
children,  but  essentially  they  will  be 
educatioually  the  same,  It  is  rather  a 
curinus  thing  tliat  the  Education 
Department  are,  by  the  tth  ckiuse  of  this 
Bdl,  empowered  to  make  arrangements 
with  industrial  schools.  So  that,  my 
Ixjrds,  we  are  very  slowly  getting  into  an 
acknowledgment  of  right  principles  in 
this  matt^?r.  There  has  been  a  very  great 
abuse  frum  indiscriminate  use  of  industrial 
schools,  especially  in  Scotland  and 
Ireland,  as  shown  in  the  Report  of  the 
Commissioners,  and  an  enormous  waste 
of  Treafiury  support,  so  great  that  it 
would  1m^  nhnu.st  better  to  ab(>lish  them 
than  to  allow  them  to  go  on  under 
present  conditions.  The  alterations 
which  I  shall  try  to  introduce  into 
these  Bills  when  they  go  into  Committee 
are,  first,  t<o  check  the  multiplication  of 
various  kinds  of  schools;  With  regard 
to  truant  schools  1  shall  pwpose  to  strike 
out  the  whole  of  those  clauses  from  this 
Bill.  What  on  earth  ai*e  tniant  schools  1 
The  term  suggests  a  punishment,  not  an 
institution.  What  is  the  equivalent  of 
the  Truant  School  at  Eton  I  The  birch. 
The  Bill  does  propose  to  modify  this  gr*> 
tosque  imposture  of  truant  schooL*,  and 
to  a  certain  extent  they  arc  to  be  main- 
tained, but  T  shall  protest  against  more 
of  them  being  provided  for.  I  should 
prefer  to  abollsli  them  altogether ; 
there  are  only  six,  I  shall,  secondly,  try 
also  to  get  the  Committee  to  alter  the 
prison  phraseology.  There  is  a  very 
gr«at  improvement  in   this   Bill   in  one 


respect,  and  that  is,  by  introducing  a 
better  mode  of  enforcing  payment  by 
parents  against  their  shameful  relief 
of  themselves  from  the  cost  of  sup- 
porting their  children.  It  is  said  that 
the  children  wouki  be  of  use  to  the 
parents,  and  to  that  extent  the  parents 
suffer  ;  but  to  the  extent  to  which  parents 
are  iflieved  of  their  obligations  there  is 
great  mischief  liy  encouraging  neglect^ 
and  by  promoting  pauperism  in  too  easy 
an  access  to  industiial  schools.  I  am  glad 
to  see  that  this  Bill  proposes  to  make  Local 
Authorities  liable  for  the  cost  of  the 
children's  maintenance,  leaving  them  to 
re»:)ver  that  cost  from  the  parents.  If 
any  parents  are  thought  too  pxir 
to  pay  anything,  it  may  be  pointed  out 
that  the  children  must  have  cost  them 
something  to  maintain  at  home.  Where 
a  child  who  has  incurred  a  punishment 
has  a  decent  home,  he  should,  after 
being  punished,  be  sent  to  it,  and 
not  to  an  industrial  school  The  law  will 
then  c^jmpel  him  to  attend  a  national 
school.  By  the  operation  of  the  present 
process  of  penal  detention,  children  are 
kept  at  school  to  an  age  far  beyond  that 
at  which  they  should  go  out  to 
work.  A  large  number  of  yuuthi 
of  18  to  21  are  kept  at  these  schools 
injuring  tlie  younger  scholars,  and  grow- 
ing unftt  for  work  tfiemselves,  fhey  are 
l)€ing  spoiled  for  work.  The  20th  clause 
for  apprenticing  to  trades,  and  other- 
wise disposing  of  children  at  an  eai'lier 
age,  and  with  regard  to  enlistment  in 
the  Army,  will,  to  some  extent, 
neutralise  that  mischief,  and  the  en- 
couragement of  emigration,  which  is 
the  liest  of  all  treatment  in  many  cases. 
I  beg  pardon  of  your  Lordships  for  having 
tresjiassed  so  long  upon  your  time  ;  but 
I  do  think  I  liave  called  your  atten- 
tion t-o  points  of  importance.  The 
sepamte  Bill  for  penal  treatment, 
alternatives  for  prisou,  and  the  removal 
of  discretion  in  magistrates  as  ta 
prison  treatment  of  children  ai-e  im- 
provements of  the  Bills  of  last  year.  It 
is  to  be  hoped  that  County  Councils  will 
ake  up  the  subject. 

♦Ldkh  monks  well  :  My  Lords,  I  do 
not  pruixjse  to  follow  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  in  his  criticisms  on  these  Bills. 
1  think  they  are  excellent  msiasures,  and 
the  only  object  I  have  in  rising  is  to 
ui'ge  Her  Majesty's  Governm.  'ut  to  take 
a  httle  moi'e  interest  than  they  do  in 
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this  subject.  Fur  that  purpose  I  propose 
to  say  a  lew  words  on  the  urgency 
&iid  importance  oi  these  measureH,  and 
also  upon  the  dj later iness,  to  which  I 
desire  the  attention  of  the  House,  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  in  regard  to 
them.  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  I  believe 
the  apathy  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern* 
ment  is  shared  to  a  great  extent  by  the 
public  at  large,  though  I  do  not  think 
that  is  due  to  any  want  of  heart, 
but  simply  to  ignorance  of  the  subject. 
I  beliere  the  public  are  j)erfectly  well 
aware,  and  no  doubt  the  Government 
are  aware,  that  these  schools  are  carry- 
ing on  a  great  WL>rk  ;  but  I  doubt 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
realise  the  very  serious  and  grievous 
obstacles  which  are  placed  by  the  present 
law  in  the  way  of  the  managers  and 
officials  of  those  schools  in  carrying  out 
the  duties  eutruated  to  them  ;  and  I  do 
not  think  the  country  kuijws  or  realises 
how  very  serious  and  deplorable  is  the 
result  of  those  obstacles  which  are 
placed  in  the  way  of  the  industrial 
training  given  in  those  schools.  Still, 
the  public  are  tender-hearted  towards 
children-  In  the  last  Session  an  Act 
of  Parliament  was  passed  by  uni- 
versal consent  for  the  better  protec- 
tion of  ehildreL»  who  are  now  protected 
almost  as  well  ns\  the  Jaw  can  protect 
them  aj^ainst  the  infliction  of  violence^ 
brutality,  and  starvation  .upon  them 
by  unnatural  parents.  But  children 
are  not  protected  against  other  forms  of 
cruelty,  which  inflict  even  more  lasting 
harm  upon  them  than  blows  and  starva- 
tion. Under  the  present  law  it  is  the 
case  that  at  the  age  of  1 6  a  parent  can 
claim  his  child  from  an  industrial  school, 
even  though  he  is  to  the  last  degree 
vicious  and  depraved,  even  though  he 
has  himself  compelled  the  child  to 
comm.it  the  offence  for  which  he  was 
sent  to  the  school^  and  even  though  he 
has  not  paid  one  penny  towards  the  ex- 
pense of  that  child's  maintenance  while 
he  wa^  in  the  school.  This  Bill,  my 
Lords,  raises  very  much  the  same  ques- 
tion as  was  raised  in  your  Lordships' 
House  last  Friday,  namely,  that  of 
parental  control^ — the  right  C'f  a 
parent  to  compel  his  daughter  to 
go  upon  the  streets,  and  to  com- 
pel his  son  to  associate  with 
thieves  and  vagabonds.  Kow,  I  know 
something  of  the  subject  which  I  am 
Lord  Monkstmll 


I  speaking  about.  I  am  Cliairman  of  the 
I  Committee  of  Managemint  of  the  largest 
I  industrial  school  in  the  Kingdom  ;  and  I 
am  constantly  being  importuned  by  the 
excellent  superintendent  of  that  school^ 
and  rightly  importuned,  to  use  my  posi- 
tion as  a  legislator  to  do  all  I  can  to  call 
public  attention  to  the  grave  scandal  of 
parents  being  able  to  claim  their  children 
at  that  early  age,  and  to  do  everything 
in  my  power  to  obtain  an  alteration  of 
the  law  us  soon  as  possible.  It  is  posi- 
tively heart- breaking  to  that  euperiu ten- 
dent  to  have  to  bring  up  before  the 
Committee  of  Management,  to  be  given 
up — iLS  he  very  ofttjn  has — a  promigiii^i 
bright  boy  of  16,  who  is  extremely] 
anxious  to  enter  upon  a  new  life  and  break  I 
with  his  past — a  boy  who  for  years  has  i 
been  well  taught  and  kindly  cared  for^ 
who  is  responsive  to  kindness,  and  who 
is  anxious  to  avail  himself  of  one  of  the 
numertjus  situations  open  to  him  in 
which  he  might  cam  an  honest  liveli- 
hood eitlier  in  this  country  or  the 
colonies.  But  the  Ixiy  has  been  claimed 
by  a  vicious  parent,  and,  according  to  the 
law  as  it  at  present  stands,  that  is  rec<:>g- 
nised  as  a  good  and  valid  claim.  He  is 
claimed  by,  and  given  up,  to  a  parent 
who,  I  maintain,  in  spite  of  what  I 
understand  to  be  the  opinion  of  some 
noble  and  learned  Lords  to  the  contrary* 
has  forfeited  exery  shred  of  right  that 
he  may  once  have  had  to  the  respect  and 
obedience  of  that  child.  The  boy  or, 
worae  still,  a  girl  it  may  be,  is  entrusted 
to  the  charge  of  such  a  parent,  whcie 
only  object  in  getting  back  his  child  is 
that  he  may  take  its  earnings  to  enable 
him  to  lead  a  dissolute,  idle,  and  drunken 
life.  I  venture  to  say  that  any  child 
must,  to  pass  scatheless  and  uncoutami- 
nated  through  such  a  terrible  ordeal  as 
that,  have  very  unusual  strength  of 
character,  and  a  moral  courage  which 
is  seldom  found  at  so  early  an  age.  My 
Lords,  this  is  no  new  thing.  We  find  it 
is  done,  not  in  defiance  of  law,  but  under 
the  authority  and  in  the  name  of  the 
law.  The  evil  ha^  been  denounced  over 
and  over  again,  and  the  law  has  been 
denounced  by  the  Commission  on  which 
the  noble  Ix>rd  opposite  sat.  That  Com- 
mission denounced  the  evil  in  the 
strongest  jxtssible  terms,  and  proposed  to 
remedy  it  by  an  alfcoration  in  the  law 
which  these  Bills  will  carry  into  effect, 
I  am  glad  to  find  that  this  matter  was 


1501 


Reformatory 


I  April  28,  1890} 


SehG<^§  Bill 


1502 


taken  up  at  a  very  early  stage  of  its 
labours  by  the  London  County  CotinciL 
Oo  the  20th  May  last  year  that  Council 
passed  a  resolution  urging  upon  Her 
Majesty  8  Government  the  necessity  of 
loitering  the  law  with  regard  to  these 
echook  without  delay.  My  Lords,  I  am 
sorry  to  hava  felt  obliged  to  trouble  the 
House  with  these  observations,  but  I 
think  the  extremely  deliberate  pro- 
ceedings of  Her  Maiesty^s  Government 
in  this  matter  afford  me  a  sufficient  ex- 
cuse for  having  done  8o.  On  the  backs 
of  these  Billi;!  1  notice  the  statement  that 
they  were  ordered  to  be  printed  on  the 
28tb  March,  1890  ;  and  if  they  were  then 
printed,  there  has  been  an  absolutely 
inexcusable  delay  of  six  weeks.  Why 
could  not  the  Government  have  had 
\  iheso  Bills  drafted  during  the  Recess,  and 
havc!  at  once  laid  them  before  the  House  ? 
If  they  had  done  so,  the  Bills  might 
already  have  passed  through  the  handa 
of  the  Legal  Committee,  which  has  had 
ampfe  opportunity  of  deaUng  with  them, 
because,  on  two  occasions,  the  Com- 
tsutt^e  has  not  sat,  because  it  has 
no  work  whatever  to  do.  It 
ia  tiot  as  if  they  were  in  any 
way  a  novel  piece  of  legislation.  As  the 
noble  Viscount  has  said,  they  were 
intiTodueed  last  year,  and  one  of  them 
pasAed  through  the  Legal  Commitlee>, 
whitle  the  other,  which  had  13  clauses, 
ied  in  Committee,  I  sha-ll  be  told  by 
tioble  Viscount,  I  suppose,  tliat  there  is 
ity  of  time  for  these  Bills  to  be  passed 
law.  So  there  is  if  the  Government 
is/ anxious  about  it,  but  I  confess  I  have 
nby  doubts  ;  for  last  year  I  observe  that 
Ahat  the  Reformatory  Schools  Bill  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  on  April  2nd ;  it 
did  not  reach  the  Legal  Committer  until 
July  16th,  and  then  it  was  immediately 
withdrawn*  On  the  back  of  these  BiUs, 
as  1  have  said,  there  is  a  statement  to 
the  effect  that  they  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  on  the  28th  March.  Nobody 
knows  better  than  the  noble  Viscount 
that  it  was  a  mere  farce  to  order  them 
to  be  piinted  by  that  date,  inasmuch  as 
the  dmfts  of  them  were  not  then  com- 
pleted. They  were  not,  in  fact,  drafted 
until  the  2l8t  of  April,  although  the  noble 
Viscount  had  promised  that  they  should 
b©  introduced,  of  course,  fully  drafted, 
into  this  House  before  Easter.  My 
Lords,  I  have  thought  it  right,  on  behalf 
of  the  managers  and  officials  of  indus- 


trial schools,  to  offer  these  remarks,  and 
to  urge  upon  Her  Majesty's  Government 
the  great  necessity  of  carrying  these 
Bills  through  Parliament  as  quickly  as 
possible,  and  without  the  least  unneces- 
sary delay.  These  measures  are  not 
heroic  or  sensational ;  they  are  not  de- 
manded by  large  and  angry  meetings  of 
people  in  fly  do  Park  ;  but  I  venturo  to 
think  they  will  do  a  great  deal  more  good 
than  many  Bills  which  combine  all  these 
conditions. 

•  Viacouirr  CROSS :  I  will  only  lay  in 
answer  to  what  has  fallen  from  the 
noble  Lord  opposite,  that  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
pass  these  Bills  during  the  present 
Session,  if  it  be  possible  to  do  so.  He 
complains  that  they  were  not  printed  and 
actually  introduced  before  the  Easter 
Recess.  They  were  drafted,  and  in 
order  when  I  first  introduced  them,  with 
the  exception  of  one  or  two  Httle  diffi- 
culties which  remained  to  be  settled,  I 
vonture  to  assure  mj  noble  Friend  that 
the-se  Bills  will  pass  this  House  long 
before  the  other  House  will  be  able  to 
deal  with  them.  Our  difficulties  are 
not  in  this,  but  in  the  other  House.  I 
can  assure  the  noble  Lord  that  it  is  the 
int4?ntion  of  the  Government  that  these 
Bills  should  pass  if  we  can  get  them 
through.  With  rc^rd  to  what  has  fallen 
from  the  noble  Lord  Norton,  I  will  say 
that  no  one  can  deplore  more  than  I  do 
the  abuses  in  connection  with  these 
schools.  Hundreds  of  children  are  sent 
to  them  who  ought  not  to  be  sent  there. 
I  am  afraid  I  cannot  agree  with  him  in 
doing  away  with  truant  schools ;  I  think 
that  they  are  of  gp*eat  advantage.  Seven 
years'  experience  at  the  Home  Office  hius 
led  me  to  believe  that  it  is  a  wise  thing 
that  these  industrial  and  re  forma  tt^r^- 
schools  should  be  kept  under  that 
Department 

Bill  read  2*  (according  to  order),  and 
committed  to  the  Standing  Committee 
for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  <fcc. 

REFORMATORY   SCHOOLS   BILL. 

(No.  &8.) 

SECOND   BEADING* 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

•Viscount  CROSS :  My  Lords,  this  Bill 
is  in  exactly  the  same  form  as  it  was 
hist  year,  except  that  its  provisions  have 
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been  made  somewhat  more  like  those  of 
the  Indnatrial  Schools  Bill  in  one  or 
two  of  the  clanses. 

Bill  read  2'  (according  to  order),  and 
committed  to  the  Standing  Committee 
for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  &c. 

JUVENILE  OFFENDERS  BILL.-(No.  54.) 
SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read; 

•Viscount  CROSS:  My  Lords,  it  has 
been  thought  that  the  penal  clauses  which 
existed  in  these  Acts  should  be  brought 
before  Parliament  in  a  separate  Bill. 
That  was  the  general  feeling  last  year, 
and  it  has  now  been  done.  I  ask  your 
Lordships  to  allow  the  Bill  to  be  r^  a 
second  time. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  :  I  will  just  say  a 
few  words  upon  this  measure.     I  think 
the    Bill  will  require   some  attention, 
because  it  strikes  me  that  although  it 
may  be  quite  reasonable  to  empower  a 
Court  of  Summary  Jurisdiction  in  cer- 
tain cases  to  impose  a  fine  upon  the 
parent^  or  to  order  the  parent  to  pay  to 
any  person  injured  by  his  child  a  sum  in 
compensation  not  exceeding  £6, 1  think 
that  some  intimation  ought  to  be  giren 
in  the  Bill  that  that  profision  is  only  to 
apply  to  parents  or  persons  who  have 
some  control  over  the  child.     There   is 
no  definition  here  of  what  meaning  the 
word  "  parent "  is  to  have ;  and  though 
that  would  be  a  very  reasonable  proviso 
whereaparenthascontrol  over  the  child — 
and  its  neglected  condition  may  properly 
be  supposed  to  be  attributablo  to  him, 
and  good  grounds  would  exist,  therefore, 
for  imposing  a  penalty  upon  him — it 
.would  be  unreasonable  where  the  child 
was  altogether  out  of  the  parent's  con- 
trol.    Therefore,  in  some   way  the  ap- 
plication of  the  word  "  parent "  will  have 
to  be  defined  in  order  to  show  that  the 
parent  must  have  a  control  over  the  child. 
For  example,  this  Bill  will  apply  to  girls 
under  16  years  of  age  ;  and  girls  at  that 
age  are  of  ten  entirely  beyond  their  parent's 
control,   or  even   married.      We   know 
that  is  not  so  uncommon  a  case  that  it 
ought  to  be  overlooked.     Then  there  is 
another  point  which  will  have  to  be  re- 
garded.    I  am  not  quite  sure  whether,  as 
the    Bill   is  drawn,   it   is  intended   to 
apply,  and  would  apply,  to  cases  where 
whipping  may  already  be  inflicted  by  a 
VueaufU  CroFB 
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iiirisdiction  under 
„^rt  of  Sm«^  ^yXr    that  Act. 
le    Act   of    1»J»-       g    ce  has  teen 
where  «^  i^f^S^^Lent  consenti.  to  it. 
committedj  ^ttne  ^       ^>Cass^i  going 
teing  dealt  ^th  g^ou 
^       ft   j^ry.  T„^      1  do  not  think 
Id  to  he  ^>^'P?^  cases,  hecam  ft 
tbi^^LwU  covers  those  J^^^,^,  y^^ 

onlylSMkt2?*5  ^tether tbrti 
the  Court ;  anaV|^^  ^dictable  ofienoe&, 
the  same  thing  a^H^^nder  the  fonner 
which  are  dealt  wit^^Bj^Act  the  limit 
Act.  Again,  under  tha^^^:  but  under 
of  whipping  is  six  stroke^^^^  12,  tk 
this  Act,  if  the  child 
punishment  may  be 
strokes.  Obviously  it  would 
to  allow  12  strokes  to  be  inflici 
oases  of  non-indictable  offences, 
six  strokes  is  the  UinU  of  whippii 
indictable  offences.         "^^^ 

•Viscount    CROSS:    iVill  take 
that    those    two    points     ai^e     bro 
before    the    notice   of    my    K^ht 
Friend  the   Secretary  of  State" 
Home  Department.      I    do    not 
whether  my  noble   Friend   thinks 
Bill  would  apply  to  the  parents   c 
adopted  child. 

Bill  read  2*  (according  to  order), 
committed  to  the  Standing  Commi 
for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  <fec. 


PRESENTATION  TO  BENEFICES  B. 

(No.  68.) 

LICHFIELD  CATHEDRAL  BILL. 

(No.  12.) 

Bead    3'    (according   to   order),    a 

passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

SOUTH  INDIAN  RAILWAY  PURCHASE 
BILL.~(Nr.  69.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order) ;  Bill  reported  without  amend- 
ment ;  and  to  be  read  3»  To-morrow. 

METROPOLITAN'  HOSPITALS,  &r. 

Lord  SANDHURST :  My  Lords,  the 
Motion  which  I  have  to  propose  this 
evening  is  really  nothing  more  than  a 
formal  one.  I  mentioned  to  your  Lord- 
ships last  year  the  reasons  which  caused 
me  to  bring  the  matter  forward,  add 
since  then  the  proposal  has  b6en'*|yp«Ul 
to  by  Her  Majesty's  GK)vem]ft6l&'j'I 
should,  however,  like  to  m^d&n  wa 
point  in  connection  with 'the  ^Igefal^^^S 
has  been  mentioned  in  rm&Bm  i 
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that  I  am  actuated  by  a  spirit  of  hostility 
to  the  great  hospitals  in  London,  and  I 
only  wish  to  contradict  that  by  saying 
that  I  and  those  with  whom  I  anx  acting 
approach  this  subject  in  no  spirit 
of  hostility  at  all.  Knowing  how 
gpreat  are  the  straits  that  many  of 
these  institutions  are  in,  we  wish  to 
lay  bare  the  facts,  and  so  strengthen  the 
position  of  those  most  worthy  establish- 
ments, and  we  suggest  that  under  the 
best  adrice  some  practical  organisation 
should  be  formed,  whose  action  and  co- 
operation may  render  these  great  chari- 
table institutions  more  useful  than  at 
present. 

Mored, 

*'  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  with  reg^ard  to  all  hospitals  and  provi- 
dent and  other  public  dispensaries  and  charitable 
institutions  within  the  Metropolitan  area  for 
the  care  and  treatment  of  the  sick  poor  which 
possess  real  propeity  or  invested  personal 
property,  in  the  nature  of  endowment,  of  a 
permanent  or  temporary  nature :  and  to  receive, 
if  the  Committee  think  fit,  evidence  tendered 
by  the  authorities  of  voluntary  institutions  for 
like  purposes,  or  with  their  consent,  in  relation 
to  such  institution^:  And  further,  to  inquire 
and  report  what  amount  of  accommodation  for 
the  sick  is  provided  hy  rate,  and  as  to  the 
management  thereof ;  and  that  the  witnesses 
hefore  the  said  Select  Committee  be  examined 
on  oath ;  agreed  to.'*— (TA*  Lord  Sandhurst.) 

Then  the  Lords  following  were  named 
of  the  Conunittee  : — 

L.  ClifiFord  of  Chud- 

leigh. 
L.  Sandhurst. 
L.      Fermanagh     {£. 

Erne), 
L.  Lamington. 
L.  Sudley  {E.  Arran). 
L.  Monkswell. 
L.  Thring. 


L.  Abp.  Canterbury. 
E.  Cadogan   (L,  Privy 

Seal). 
£.     Winchilsea     and 

Nottingham. 
E.  Lauderdale. 
£.  Spencer. 
E.  Cathcart. 
E.  Kimberley. 
L.  Zouche  of  Haryng. 

worth. 

The  Committee  to  meet  on  Thursday 
next,  at  Three  o'clock,  and  to  appoint 
their  own  Chairman. 


COMMISSIONERS  FOR  OATHS  ACT 

(1889)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1»  ; 
and  to  be  printed.     (No.  63.) 

\  House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  pact  Five 

fo'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  28th  April,  1890 


Mil.  SPEAKER'S  INDISPOSITION. 

House  being  met,  the  Clerk  at  the  Table 
informed  the  House  of  the  unavoidable 
absence  of  Mr.  Speaker,  owing  to  the 
continuance  of  his  indisposition. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Courtney,  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means,  proceeded  to 
the  Table  ;  and,  after  Prayers,  took  ih» 
Chair  as  Deputy  Speaker,  pursuant 
to.  the  Standing  Order. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS, 


LONDON  STREETS  (STRAND  IMPROVE- 
MENT)  BILL  {by  Order) 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [17th  April],  "That 
Mr.  Ambrose  be  one  other  Member  of 
the  Select  Committee  of  London  Streets 
(Strand  Improvement)  Bill."  —  (Mr, 
Baicmann,) 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate,  resumed. 

*(3.3.)  Mb.  BAUMANN  (Camberwell, 
Peckham) :  As  this  Motion  stands  in  my 
name  I  hope  the  House  will  permit  me 
to  make  a  few  remarks.  I  consider, 
whether  rightly  or  wrongly,  that  this 
matter  is  essentially  a  Metropolitan 
question,  although  it  is  true  that  the 
principle  of  betterment  which  is  involved 
iu  the  Bill,  if  adopted  in  this  instance, 
may  be  applied  in  other  parts  of  the 
country.  I  therefore  thought  myself 
justified  in  submitting  the  names  of  two 
Metropolitan  Members  out  of  the  three 
to  be  nbminated  from  this  side  of  the 
House.  1  submitted  my  own  name, 
because  it  is  usual  for  the  Member  who 
moves  for  a  Committee  to  serve  on  it 
himself;  and  I  submitted  the  name  of  the 
noble  Lord  because  he  represents  a  large 
and  important  Metropolitan  constituency, 
and  he  infornis  me  that  he  is  prepared 
to  attend  the  Committee  with  a  perfectly 
impartial  mind.  I  must  say  that  the 
suggestion  that  we  should  erajse  the 
name  of  the  noble  Lord  for  the  purpose 
of  substituting  that  of  the  hon.  Member 
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for  Battersea  (Mr.  ,0.  V.  Morgan)  is 
somewhat  cool,  seeing  that  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre),  who  is  already  committed  to 
the  principle  of  betterment,  has  already 
been  nominated,  and  that  it  is 
proposed  to  nominate  also  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  St.  Pancras  (Mr. 
H.  Lawson),  who  is  a  member  of 
the  London  County  Council.  No  doubt 
the  hon.  Member  for  Harrow  (Mr. 
Ambrose),  whose  name  is  now  before 
the  House,  has  expressed  an  opinion  un- 
favourable to  the  principle  of  better- 
ment ;  but  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Brixton  is  absolutely  unpledged  in 
the  matter,  and  has  formed  no  conclusion 
in  regard  to  it.  The  hon.  Member  for 
North  St.  Pancras  objected  the  other 
day  to  the  noble  Lord  and  myself,  on 
account  of  age  and  weight ;  but  the  fact 
is,  old  and  heavy  men  do  not  abound  in 
the  representation  of  the  Metropolis. 
With  the  exception  of  the  Members  for 
the  City,  the  Members  of  the  (Govern- 
ment, the  Member  for  the  University, 
and  the  Member  for  Greenwich,  all  we 
London  Members  were  bom  in  1885. 
So  far  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Battersea 
is  concerned,  I  do  not  think  that 
the  services  of  a  juster  or  more  im- 
partial man  could  be  obtained;  but 
the  result  of  substituting  his  name 
for  that  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Brixton  would  be  to  secure  upon  the 
Committee  a  majority  from  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  London  (Sir  J.  Lubbock)  proposes  to 
add  the  names  of  Sir  H.  Selwin-Ibbetson 
and  Sir  J.  Pease,  and  I  hope  that  both 
of  those  hon.  Members  are  old  enough 
and  heavy  enough  to  satisfy  the  wishes 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  North  St. 
Pancras.  I  certainly  shall  not  question 
their  specific  gravity.  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber persists  in  his  Motion,*  1  shall 
certainly  divide  the  House  against  it. 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Marquess  of  Carmarthen  be 
one  other  Member  of  the  said  Com- 
mittee."— (Mr.  Baumann.) 

•Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St.  Pancras,  N.)  : 
1  am  sorry  that  the  debate  should  have 
taken  a  personal  turn.  So  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  I  have  never  intended  to  do 
anything  that  would  give  the  noble 
Mr.  Baumann 


Marquess  the  Member  for  Brixton  the 
slightest  annoyance,  but  if  I  had  wanted 
a  reason  for  the  Amendment  I  am  about 
to  propose,  I  think  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  has  afforded  it  to  me  by  the 
amount  of  personality  he  has  introduced 
into  the  discussion.  I  never  said  one 
word  in  regard  either  to  age  or  weight. 

•Mb  BAUMANN:  I  b^  to  correct 
the  hon.  Member.  On  the  last  occasion 
he  deprecated  the  selection  of  the  noble 
Lord  both  on  account  of  his*inexperience 
in  this  House  and  his  youth. 

•Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  :  Probably  I  did 
contrast  the  short  experience  of  the  noble 
Lord  with  the  judgment.  Parliamentary 
position,  and  experience  and  authority 
in  this  House,  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Battersea,  but  I  am  not  aware  that 
I  referred  to  their  weight  or  age.  I 
must  say  that  I  consider  it  in  the  highest 
degree  necessary  that  we  should  appoint 
upon  this  Committee  Members  of  ex- 
perience and  authority  to  consider  a 
most  important  Bill  which  deals  with 
a  large  question  of  taxation,  and  finance 
affecting  this  great  city  and  the 
other  large  cities  and  towns.  It  is 
most  desirable  that  wc  should  have  men 
who  have  not  expressed  strong  opinions 
one  way  or  the  other,  and  who  would 
carry  into  the  Committee  no  prejudice 
against  the  County  Council  promoting 
the  Bill,  or  against  the  principle  of  better- 
ment which  the  Bill  embodies.  The 
hon.  Gentleman,  a  short  time  ago, 
made  an  intemperate  speech  with  re- 
ference to  the  County  Council,  and  spoke 
of  teaching  the  County  Council  "a 
lesson." 

•Mr.  baumann  :  I  never  said  so. 

•Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  forgotten  what  he  said.  When 
the  hon.  Gentleman  rises  to  lecture 
others  he  should,  at  all  events,  remember 
his  own  shortcomings.  I  do  not  wish  to 
say  anything  personally  of  the  noble 
Marquess;  but  I  think  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Battersea  would  be  a  better 
man  for  the  Committee,  and  I  therefore 
propose  the  substitution  of  his  name. 

Mb.  deputy  SPEAKER:  The 
Amendment  will  be  taken  upon  the 
question  whether  the  noble  Marquess 
shall  be  a  member  of  the  Committee. 

Mb.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras, 
E.)  :  I  amj  opposed  to  the   principle  of 

betterment  in  any  form,  and  I  am  of 

opinion   that   the   question   of  the   im- 
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prove  me  nt  of  Londoii  should  be  con- 
Bide  red  from  a  broader  stand  poinfc.  The 
fact  is  that  the  London  County  Council 
have  not  the  means  at  present  of  know- 
ing how  they  are  to  raise  the  funds  for 
carrying  out  the  vast  improvements  they 
contemplate,  and  I  trust  that  the  result 
of  the  inquiry  of  the  Coramittee  wo  are 
about  to  appoint  will  be  to  enable  the 
County  Council  to  see  the  difficulty  of 
the  course  they  propose  tti  take,  and  to 
induce  them  to  substitute  for  that  which 
is  inequitable  in  their  proposal  some 
other  system. 

♦Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  :  I  rise  to  order. 
The  question  is  not  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  but  the  nomination  of  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  deputy  speaker  :  There  is 
nothing  irregular  in  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  Member. 

Mr.  R.  G,  WEBSTER:  I  was  only 
pointing  out  the  difficulty  of  carrying 
out  this  system  of  taxing  London  for  im- 
provements in  the  future.  I  do  not 
deny  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Battersea 
possesses  certain  advantages.  He  has 
sat  in  the  House  continuously  since 
1885,  and  be  has  the  advantage  in  puint 
of  age ;  but  the  question  is  one  of  a 
broader  and  more  comprehensive  charac 
ter,  and  I  believe  that  the  noble  Marquess 
has  had  considerable  experience  in  con- 
nection with  Local  Government  in  various 
parts  of  the  eouLntry»  and  that  he  will 
prove  as  useful  a  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee as  the  hon.  Member  for  Battersea. 
The  mattei  is  not  one  of  detail  but  of 
principle^  and  as  I  think  that  the  Com- 
mittee will  be  strengthened  by  the 
addition  of  the  noble  Marquess,  I  support 
his  nomination. 

Mr.  J.  ROWLiiNDS  (Finsbuiy,  E.)  i 
I  support  the  Motion  of  mj  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  North  St.  Pancras,  be- 
cau.%e  I  wish  to  see  all  Parties  properly 
and  fairly  represented  on  this  Committee. 
What  we  want  is  that  there  should  be 
an  equal  representation,  and  that  we 
should  have  a  Committee  who  will  show 
no  prejudice  in  regard  to  the  question 
of  betterment.  It  is,  therefore,  that 
I  welcome  the  proposal  to  appoint  the 
two  hon.  Baronets,  the  Member  for 
Essex  (Sir  H.  Selwin  Ibbetson)  and  the 
Member  for  Barnard  Castle  (Sir  J*  Pease). 
Our  desire  on  this  side  of  the  House  is 
that  the  question   should  go   before   m 


Committee  who  will  frankly  and  fairly 
discuss  it. 

Mr.  ISAACSON  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Stepney) :  Thi.s  is  a  matter  which 
seriously  affects  the  East-end  of  London, 
and  I  am  sorry  t<o  find  that  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Peck  ham  has 
not  proposed  the  numinatiim  of  some  of 
the  East^end  Representatives.  The 
people  of  the  East-end  feel  greatly  the 
great  increase  of  taxation  imposed  upon 
them  by  the  London  County  Council, 
and  they  feel  that  the  time  has  arrived 
when  hon.  Members  should  interest 
themselves  in  getting  that  taxation 
reduced.  I  shall  be  compelled  to  object 
to  Tuy  noble  Friend  the  Member  for 
Briiton,  who  d(jes  not  represent  an  East- 
end  division,  and  for  the  same  reason  I 
object  to  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Batteraea. 

^Mr.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Haggers- 
ton) :  This  is  a  most  important  ques- 
tion, and  one  which  vitally  affects  the 
interests  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 
Metro|x>lis.  The  Committee  is  the  most 
important  Committee  which  the  House 
has  been  called  upon  to  appoint  during 
the  present  Session.  There  are  4,000,000 
of  people  in  this  Metropolis. 

An  hon.  Membeb  :  More  nearly 
5,000,000. 

♦Mr.  CREMER :  That  only  strengthens 
my  argument,  and  shows  the  necessity  of 
devoting  due  time  and  deliberation  to 
the  constitution  of  the  Ci:*mmittee.  If 
the  Committee  is  constituted  as  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Member  for  Peckham, 
the  result  will  be  a  foregone  conclusion  ; 
but  although  the  question  may  be  staved 
off  for  a  time,  it  will  be  absolutely 
necessary  tore-open  it  hereafter.  Another 
objection  to  the  names  submitted  is  the 
absence  of  any  Representative  from  the 
poor  at  districts  of  the  Metropolis,  and  if 
no  Representative  of  the  East  End  con- 
stituencies are  to  be  appointed,  I  claim  for 
the  hon.  Member  for  Battersea  that  he 
m  a  man  of  much  greater  experience  than 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Brixton, 
He  has  been  longer  in  the  House ;  is  a 
mjm  of  greater  business  qualifications; 
a  man  of  impartial  judgment,  and  one 
than  whom  no  better  Representative  could 
be  desired.  But  besides  this,  the  noble 
Marquess  belongs  to  a  section  of  Society 
which  has  an  interest  in  preserving  the 
present  state  of  things.  The  position 
which  he  occupies  and  tho  dats  to  which 
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he  belongs,  warrant  us  in  concluding  thafc 
he  would  go  into  the  inquiry  with  some 
degree  of  prejudice.  That  remark  does 
not  apply  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Batter- 
sea,  who  would  go  into  the  inquiry  with 
a  spirit  of  complete  impartiality,  and 
not  likely  to  be  hampered  by  any  con- 
sideration for  vested  interests. 

•The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  Greorge's) :  There 
was  one  remark  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  has  just  sat  down  to  "which  I 
must  draw  attention,  in  order  to  show  its 
fallacy.  He  says  that  the  result  of  the 
Committee,  if  constituted  as  originally 
proposed,  would  have  been  a  foregone  con- 
clusion. Even  as  originally  proposed,  there 
would  have  been  two  hon.  Members  who 
have  distinctly  expressed  their  opinion  in 
favour  of  the  principle  of  t>etterment, 
besides  which  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion were  charged  to  place  on  the  Com- 
mittee four  Members  who,  as  far  as 
possible,  would  be  chosen  because  they 
were  totally  unprejudiced  with  reference 
to  the  question  laid  before  them.  My 
noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Brixton 
has  not  said  one  word  antagonistic  to 
the  County  Council,  and  he  has  in  no 
way  pledged  himself  against  the  pro- 
posal made  in  this  Bill.  To  substitute 
the  hon.  Member  for  Battersea  for  my 
noble  Friend  would  entirely  destroy  the 
balance  of  Parties  on  the  Committee, 
and  it  has  always  been  understood  that 
the  balance  of  Parties  on  a  Hybrid  Com- 
mittee should  follow  the  balance  of 
Parties  in  the  House,  as  far  as  possible. 

•Mr.  CREMER  :  What  I  said  was  that 
the  hon.  Members  for  Peckham  and 
Hariow  have  certainly  expressed  them- 
selves against  the  Bill,  and  being  nomi- 
nated with  the  noble  Marquess,  I  think 
I  was  justified  in  saying  that  the  Report 
would  be  a  foregone  conclusion. 

•Mr.  RITCHIE  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
forgot  that  the  Committee  is  to  be  rein- 
forced by  four  Members  appointed  by 
the  Committee  of  Selection,  which  de- 
stroys any  justification  for  saying  that 
the  Report  would  be  a  foi^egone  conclu- 
sion. 

(4.0.)  The  House  divided : — Ayes  164  : 
Noes94.— (Div.  List,  No.  64.) 

Mr.  Lawson  and  Mr.  Baumann  nomi- 
nated other  Members  of  the  Committee. 
J/r.  Cremer 


Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee 
do  consist  of  eleven  Members,  Seven  to 
be  nominated  by  the  House,  and  Four  by 
the  Committee  of  Selection. 

Ordered,  That  Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbet- 
son  and  Sir  Joseph  Pease  be  added  toihp 
Committee. — {Sir  John  Lubbock.'^ 

MOTIONS. 


ELECTRIC  LIGHTING   ACTS  AMENBMEVT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  I  he  Lord  Advocate*  Bill  to 
amend  the  Electric  Lighting  Acts,  1882  and 
188H,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  the  Lord 
A.dvocato,  i^ir  Michael  Uicks  Beach,  and  Mr. 
Solicitor  Goneral  for  Scotland. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  tinie.  [Bill  .^9. 


QUESTIONS. 


THE  DOUGHTY  CHARITY. 

Mr.  SAMUEL  HOARE  (Norwich): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for 
Penrith  (Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther)  whether 
his  attention  lias  been  called  io  the 
recent  correspondence  between  the  Town 
Conncil  of  Norwich  and  the  Charity 
Commissioners  with  reference  to  the 
scheme  for  the  administration  of  the 
Donghty  Clarity ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  opinion  expressed  by  the  Town 
Council  has  been  confirmed  in  a  Common 
Hall  by  the  general  body  of  the  citizens 
of  Norwich,  and  that  this  opinion  is  in 
favour  of  some  modification  in  the 
scheme  with  reference  to  grants  to  the 
most  necessitous  poor ;  and  whether  the 
Commissioners  are  prepared  to  give 
further  consideration  to  the  unanimous 
wishes  of  the  citizens  of  Norwich  on 
this  important  question  ? 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumberland, 
Penrith)  :  The  answer  to  the  first  and 
second  questions  is  in  the  affirmative. 
That  provision  in  the  scheme  which 
prohibits  the  application  of  the  funds  of 
the  charities  in  relief  of  the  poor  rates 
is  merely  declaratory  of  the  general  law, 
as  laid  down  by  a  long  series  of  decisions 
in  the  Court  of  Chancery,  namely,  that 
in  the  absence  of  express  directions  in 
their  favour  in  the  instrument  creating 
the  trust,  persons  in  receipt  of  parochial 
relief  are  disqualified  from  participating 
in  funds  subject  to  a  trust  for  the  benefit 
of  the  poor.  Under  these  circumstances 
the  Commissioners  are  unable  to  enter- 
tain the  application  now  made  for  the 
modification  of  the  scheme. 
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WOOLLEN  MANUFACTURE  IN 
SCOTLAND. 

Mb.  THORBURN  (Peebles  and  Sel- 
kirk) :  I  l)eg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate 
whether,  at  the  Union  between  England 
and  Scotland,  the  sum  of  £2,000  was  set 
apart  for  the  encouragement  of  woollen 
manufacturing  in  the  shires  of  Scotland ; 
whether  he   will  consent   to   furnish  a 
Report  from  those  who  administer  the 
fund  as  to  what  has  been  done  with  it 
during  the  century  ;  what  is  the  present 
position    of    the    fund,    and    by   what 
authority  has  a  part,  if  not  the  whole,  of 
the  fund  been  diverted  from  its  original 
purpose ;  whether  he  will  consent  to  a 
Representative  Body,  in  touch  with  manu- 
facturers, being  appointed,    who   would 
administer  the  fund  more  successfully 
than  a  permanent  Board  in  Edinburgh  ; 
and  whether  he  will  promise  that,  until 
the  matter  has  been  fully   investigated, 
no  step   will  be  taken   to  dispense  the 
fund  in  a  different   direction  from  what 
was  originally  intended  ? 
•The  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.  P.B. 
Robertson,  Bute) :  The  sum  named  was 
set  apart   under  the   Treaty  of  Union 
for    "promoting    the     manufacture    of 
coarse  wool  within   those   shires   which 
produce   it."      This   provision   was   de- 
clared to  be  for  seven  years,  after  which 
the   sum    was    to    be    wholly    applied 
towards  "  encouraging  and  promoting  the 
fisheries  and  such  other  manufactures  as 
should  most  conduce  to  the  general  good 
of  the  United  Kingdom."     A  Report  for 
the  period   named   would   not  only   be 
costly,  but  very  troublesome   to  prepare, 
and  I  am  unable  to  consent  to  furnish 
it.     The  authority  for  the  present  use  of 
the  funds  is  to  be  found  in  the  Act  10 
and  11  Vict.,  c.   91,   by   which  Statute 
power  is  given  to  the  Treasury  (now  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland)   to  appropriate 
such  part  of  the  fund  as  they  shall  think 
fit  towards  education  in  art  generally, 
including   taste  and   design   in   manu- 
facture.    I    am    unable    to   consent  to 
either  of  the   Suggestions   contained   in 
the  last  two  paragraphs  of  the  question, 
as     the   present   Board   appear    to   ad- 
minister the  fund   in   accordance  with 
the  Statute,  and    have    recognised  the 
manufacturing  interest  by  the  encourage- 
ment they  give  to   a   largely  attended 
School  of  Design  in  Manufacture,  which 
they  established  many  years  ago. 


PRISON  CLERKS. 
Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  (London- 
derry) :*  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  whether  the 
Departmental  Committee  upon  which 
the  Treasury  is  represented,  appointed 
in  1886  to  inquire  into  the  complaints  of 
the  clerks  in  Her  Majesty's  prisons,  is 
still  sitting  ;  and,  if  they  have  concluded 
their  labours,  whether  he  will  inform  the 
House  of  the  result  of  their  inquiry  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Matthews, 
Birmingham,  E.)  :  This  Committee  has 
not  yet  finally  reported,  its  recommenda- 
tions having  been  held  in  suspense, 
pending  the  appeal  made  by  the  prison 
clerks  to  the  Royal  Commission  on 
Civil  Service  Establishments  for  a  special 
investigation  of  their  cause.  It  was  not 
thought  desirable  to  anticipate  any 
recommendations  which  might  be  made 
by  the  Royal  Commissioners.  However, 
as  no  special  reference  has  been  made  by 
the  Royal  Commission  to  the  case  of  the 
prison  clerks,  the  Committee  are  now 
prepared  to  complete  their  recommenda- 
tions, and  will  shortly  issue  their  Re- 
port. 

THE  NEW  CODE. 

Mr.  spencer  BALFOUR  (Burnley)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether  those  assistant  teachers  who 
have  hitherto  satisfied  the  requirements 
of  Article  50  of  the  present  Code,  will 
be  recognised  as  assistant  teachers  under 
Article  50  of  the  New  Code  1 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke,  Kent, 
Dartford) :  Article  50  of  the  New  Code 
is  not  intended  to  affect  the  position  of 
assistant  teachers  who  have  been  recog- 
nised as  such  under  previous  Codes. 

Mr.  JOHN  KELLY  (CamberweU, 
N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether  it  is  intended  by  Article  12  of 
the  new  Education  Code  to  empower 
School  Board  authorities  to  erect  special 
schools  or  adapt  existing  ones  for  the 
purposes  of  scientific  and  technical  in- 
struction ;  and  whether,  if  so,  it  is  in- 
tended that  provision  in  the  same  direc- 
tion should  be  made  for  the  scholars 
attending  voluntary  schools  ? 
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Sib  W.  hart  DYKE  :  One  of  the 
objects  of  Article  12  of  the  New  Code  is 
to  eiiable  the  managers  of  schools,  both 
Board  and  voluntary,  to  make  arrange- 
ments for  the  central  instruction  of 
scholars  in  certain  special  subjects  with 
a  view  to  greater  economy  and  eflSciency. 
My  hon.  Friend  will  find  schemes  of 
this  nature  more  clearly  defined  in 
Article  90. 

INDIA— AGRICULTURAL  DISTRESS  IN 
THE  .CENTRAL  PROVINCES. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  whether  the  Secretary  of  State 
has  determined  on  any  legislation  as  to 
the  indebtedness  of  the  agricultural 
classes  in  the  Central  Provinces,  which, 
on  23rd  August  last,  it  was  stated 
was  "engaging  the  attention  of  the 
Gt)vemment  of  India,"  owing  to  the  Chief 
Commissioner  having  reported  that — 

"  Unless  relief  in  the  direction  of  legislation 
is  afforded,  the  land  will  pass  into  the  hands  of 
of  the  money  lenders;" 

and  whether  he  can  state  why,  in  the 
admittedly  serious  condition  of  affaiis, 
no  legislation  on  the  matter  was  intro- 
duced into  the  Viceroy^s  Legislative 
Council  during  the  past  Session  in  Cal- 
cutta? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOR  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gorst,  Chatham)  : 
When  the  hon.  Member  put  the  question 
upon  the  Paper  the  Secretary  of  State 
telegraphed  to  India,  and  he  expected  to 
have  an  answer  by  this  time,  but  it  has 
not  been  received.  , 

BENGAL  CIVIL  8ERVICB— MR.  LUSON. 
Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  the  Secretary  of  State  is  aware 
that  grave  disaffection  exists  in  Jessore, 
Bengal,  in  consequence  of  the  action  of 
Mr.  Luson,  a  member  of  the  Civil  Service, 
towards  certain  ryots  in  indigo  cultiva- 
tion tracts ;  whether  certain  Hindu 
Magistrates  have  been  removed  from  the 
sub-divisions  of  Jhinedah  and  Majurah, 
Jessore  District,  to  other  sub-divisions  at 
the  instance  of  the  indigo  planters  of  the 
district;  whether  Mr.  Luson  was  appointed 
to  take  charge  of  these  sub-divisions ; 
whether  such  an  arrangement  is  in 
accordance  with  the  practice  in  Indian 
administration  ;.  whether  he  is  aware 
that  Mr.  Luson  was  formerly   in   charge 


of  the  neighbouring  sub-difision  oi 
Meturpore,  and,  while  so  iu  charge, 
ordered  50  villagers  to  be  whipped  for 
fishing,  which  conduct  was  charaloterised 
by  Sir  Comer  Peterham,  the  Chief 
Justice  of  the  High  Court  of  Calcutta,  as 
violent  and  illegal ;  whether  the  ryots  (^ 
the  sub-divisions  of  Jhinedah  and  Majniah 
have  addressed  a  Petition  to  Mr.  Laaon 
alleging  various  illegalities  and  oppressive 
conduct  in  his  magisterial  capacity ; 
whether  Mr.  Luson,  for  all^^  mis- 
demeanours in  reference  to  indigo 
cultivation,  summarily  tried,  is  now 
sending  cultivators  to  gaol  .in  batches, 
and  imposing  heavy  fines ;  and  whether, 
if  these  circumstances  have  not  been 
brought  to  his  notice,  the  Secretary  of 
St&te  will,  without  delay,  inquire  into 
the  f&ctB  ? 

Sib  J.  GORST:  The  Secretary  of  State 
has  no  ground  for  supposing  that  grave 
disaffection  exists  in  the  Jessore  district, 
but  he  is  aware  that  certain  native  news- 
papers have  made  statements  similar  to 
those  indicated  in  the  question.  The 
Secretary  of  State  has  no  official  informa- 
tion on  the  points  raised  except  as  to  the 
conviction  of  villagers  by  Mr.  Luson  for 
ill^al  fishing.  The  conviction  was 
quashed,  but  the  Secretary  of  State  is 
not  aware  that  the  Chief  Justice  stated 
Mr.  Luson's  conduct  to  be  violent  and 
illegal.  The  Secretary  of  State  has  no 
reason  to  interfere  with  the  vigilance 
which  the  Local  Government  always 
exercises  in  matters  between  indigo 
planters  and  ryots. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  May  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  is  awaie 
from  the  newspaper  reports  that  such 
facts  are  alleged,  and  if  they  are  not 
sufficiently  grave  to  require  an  answer  ? 

Sir  J.  GORST:  The  Secretary  of 
State  is  not  in  the  habit  of  addressing 
inquiries  to  the  Local  Governments  of 
India  in  regard  to  statements  in  the 
local  newspapers.  If  the  hon.  Member 
will  make  a  proper  complaint  no  doubt 
it  will  be  made  the  subject  of  a  Report 
to  the  Secretary  of  State. 

SMALLPOX  IN  CALCUTTA. 
Mr.  LENG  (Dundee)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  he  has  information  of  the  serious 
prevalence  of  smallpox  at  Calcutta ;  and 
whether  it  is  contemplated  by  a  Privy 
Council  Order,  or  otherwise,  to  empower 
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Local  Authorities  to  detain  in  quarantine 
every  ship  which  is  infected  with  small- 
pox arriving  at  British  ports  T 

Sib  J,  GORST :  So  far  as  the  Secre- 
tary of  State's  information  goes  there 
has  been  no  serious  outbreak  of  small- 
pox in  Calcutta,  and  uotbing  to  call  for 
special  precautions  in  this  country. 
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HAXL-MARKrNa    INDIAN    SILVER 

PLATE. 
Mr.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth)  :  I  l>eg 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  oi  the  Exchequer 
whether,  before  he  finally  decides  upon 
the  question  of  hall  marking  of  Indian 
silver  plate,  of  rnpee  statidard^  he  will 
cause  inquiry  to  be  made  resf>ecting^  the 
practice  of  *' soldering  "  in  India  on  the 
part  of  native  workmen  ;  whetiicr  tliis 
practice  varies  immensely  ;  wliether  any 
fixed  standard  would  apply  to  Indian  art 
workmanship ;  and,  whether,  in  view  of 
the  valuable  Repnrts  of  Her  Majesty's 
Consuls,  in  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  59j 
Foreign  Countries  (Gold  and  Silver 
Marking),  it  is  the  intention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  before  proceeding 
to  amend  the  laws  relating  to  the  haU- 
marking  of  gold  and  silver  wares,  t-o 
refer  the  matter  to  a  Select  Committee  t 

♦The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GoscyKH,  St.  Georges, 
Hanover  Sqxia re)  :  So  far  as  this  question 
refers  to  India,  T  can  assure  the  hon. 
Member  that  nothing  will  \m  done 
without  close  consaltation  with  the 
Government  of  India,  and  wo  are  now  in 
communication  with  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment on  the  subject.  As  regards  the 
modifications  in  hall-marking  law,  they 
arc  so  very  slight  that  we  see  no  necessity 
for  referring  this  matter  to  a  St^leet 
Committee, 

•Me.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.)  : 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say 
whether  the  Government  liave  decided 
to  prolong  the  date  for  the  abolition  of 
the  duty  on  gold  plate  ? 

♦Mk.  GOSCHEN  :  No  ;  I  find  it  is  not 
pcjssible  to  prolong  the  date.  We  have 
aatisfietl  ourselves  that  although  we 
might  meet  some  difficulties  by  post* 
ponement,  yet  out  of  this  newdifiicnltiee 
would  arise. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
aide)  :  Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
gay  when  the  proposal  for  the  change  in 
hall-marking  will  bs  before  the   House  1 


♦Ma,  GOSCHEN:  Practically,  only 
technical  changes  will  be  necessary  to 
break  the  connection  between  the  levy- 
ing of  the  duty  and  hall-marking  ;  it 
will  not  be  necessary  to  make  any 
material  alteration  f<f  the  law  in  relation 
to  hall-marking. 

MR,  JUBSON^S  TIME  FUSE. 
Mb.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHA^I 
(Ijanark,  N.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  Stiite  for  War  if  the  time  fuse, 
referred  tii  by  him  as  having  Ix'cn  paid 
for  at  the  KIswick  Wcjrks,  was  the  plan 
of  L^^rd  Armstrong  or  Mr.  Jobson  '? 

♦Thk  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Horncastlcf) :  1  can  only  my  that  the 
claims  of  Mr.  Jobson  have  been  inveati- 
gat-ed  over  and  over  again.  I  am  convinced 
that  justice  has  been  done,  and  I  m  st 
decline  to  reopen  the  question. 

SALE  OF  FOOD  AND  DRUO  ACT?* 

Mr,  OCTAVIUS  Y.  MORGAN  (Bat- 
tersea) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  rf 
Stiite  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
the  Metropohtan  Magistrates  have  yet 
conferred  together  with  the  object  of 
arriving  at  some  common  understanding 
as  to  the  administration  of  the  Sale  t  f 
Food  an  i  Urnrr  Acts? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  Yes,  Sir:  the 
Chief  Magistmte  informs  me  that  he  has 
couf erred  with  his  brother  Magistrates 
on  this  subject  They  were  nnanimoua 
as  to  the  importance  of  the  Acts  and  as 
to  the  principle  which  should  guide  tbem 
in  fixing  the  amount  of  fines  :  and  they 
attributed  the  difference  in  the  amount 
of  fines  inflicted  solely  to  the  variety  of  the 
circumstances  in  each  case,  the  variation 
ranging  from  gross  fraud  to  simple  acci- 
dent, and  frtim  large  to  very  small  adul- 
teration. 

IREtANn-COMPLAINTS  AGAINST 
POLICE, 

Mr,  HALLEr  STEWART  (Lincoln* 
shire,  Spalding)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  his  attention  lias  been 
called  to  insnlts  received  by  a  party  of 
Irish  and  English  ladies  and  gentlemen 
at  the  hands  of  members  of  the  Royal 
Irish  Constabulary,  on  the  Hth  of  April, 
narrated  as  follows  by  the  Cork 
Examiner  of  the  16th  April  ; — 
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**  When  the  waggonette  got  about  300  ynnls 
outside  Cushel,  the  police  car  .  .  .  drove 
up  furiously,  and  actually  forced  the  horse's 
head  into  the  body  of  the  waggonette  in  which 
were  seated  the  ladies.  .  .  .  The  police  in 
a  body  started  the  singing  of  '  The  Rising  of 
the  Moon/  as  loud  as  their  vocal  organs  would 
permit.  .  .  .  The  preservers  of  law  and 
order  exhibited  some  extraordinary  symptoms 
of  drunkenness  .  .  .  and  one  of  them 
cried  out  to  the  travellers,  who  were  supposed 
to  be  under  their  most  careful  vigilance, '  Come 
out  and  give  us  a  song  up  there.'  .  .  . 
Finding  that  no  responso  was  being  made  to 
anything  they  said,  one  of  them  cried  out, 
*  Drive  on  there,  old  fogey.'  'I  heir  efforts  to 
ntimidate  Mr.  Stewart,  M.P.,  having  failed, 
the  police  again  resorted  to  the  most  disorderly 
shouting  and  jeering.     .     .     . 

*' The  matter  assuming  so  serious  an  aspect, 
and  taking  iAto  consideration  that  each  of 
these  policemen  was  armed  with  a  loaded 
revolver,  it  was  decided  that  the  protection 
.  .  .  of  the  police  at  the  next  barrack 
should  be  invoked.  Consequently  a  stop  was 
made  at  the  police  barrack  at  Golden,  and  Mr. 
Halley  Stewart,  M.P.,  Mr.  Morton,  and  Mr. 
John  CuUinane  entered  the  barrack,  and 
inquired  for  the  sergeant  in  charge.  .  .  . 
Mr.  Stewart  then  proceeded  to  make  a 
statement  to  the  sergeant,  and  while 
doing  80  Acting  Constable  Mooney  fre- 
quently interrupt  d  him,  and,  when  he  tried  to 
remonstrate  with  the  acting  constable  for  not 
allowing  him  to  speak,  the  constable  replied, 
<  Haven't  1  as  good  a  right  to  speak  as  you  P' 
In  compliance  with  a  request  from  Mr.  Stewart, 
the  other  constables  were  brought  forward  for 
the  purpose  of  getting  their  names,  and  when 
one  of  them.  Constable  Maddock,  entered,  he, 
while  propping  himself  against  the  wall  so  as 
to  be  able  to  remain  standing,  said,  *  Don't  give 
my  name  to  him.  How  the  h — 1  do  1  know 
who  he  is  ?' 

**  While  Mr.  Stewart  and  the  other  gentle- 
men were  in  the  barrack  at  Golden,  '^ne  of  the 
constables  came  up  to  the  end  of  the  waggon- 
ette, and,  addressing  the  ladies,  who  remained 

on  the   car,  said,  *  They  were  a  d n  lot  of 

loafers.' 

*'  When  the  waggonette  arrived  at  Tip- 
perary,  they  drove  direct  to  the  police  barrack, 
where  a  similar  complaint  was  made  to  that  at 
Golden,  to  District  Inspector  Gamble.  Mr. 
Gamble  said  he  regretted  the  occurrence,  but 
refused  to  bring  the  constables  forward  ;'* 

and  whether  he  will  direct  an  inquiry 
into  the  conduct  of  the  pjlice,  and  take 
measures  to  protect  Irish  and  English 
ladies  and  gentlemen,  peaceably  returning 
at  night  to  their  homes,  from  the  dangers 
to  which  they  are  subject  when  followed 
by  drunken  policemen  armed  with  loaded 
revolvers  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.)  :  The  account  which  I  have  received 
of  this  regrettable  incident  does  not 
accord  in  all  its  details  with  the  news- 
Mr.  Hcdley  Stewart 


pap^r  account  to  which  the  lion.  Gentle- 
man calls  my  attention  ;  but  there 
appears  to  be  no  doubt  that  two  police- 
men were  drunk.  They  have  been 
severely  punished  for  this  offence  against 
the  discipline  of  the  force  ;  but  if  this  is 
not  considered  sufficient,  and  if  either  on 
personal  or  public  grounds  the  lion* 
Member  or  anybody  else  thinks  it 
necessary  or  desirable  to  take  further 
action,  it  is,  I  believe,  within  their 
competence  to  swear  an  information 
against  the  policemen  before  a  magis- 
trate. 

Mr.  H.  STEWART  :  Why  has  punisli. 
ment  been  limited  to  the  two  policemen  f 
As  I  can  vouch  for  the  accuracy  of 
the  narrative  I  have  submitted  to  the 
Chief  Secretary,  will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  lay  on  the  Table  the  informa- 
tion by  which  it  was  contradicted  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  No,  Sir ;  I  do 
not  think  it  would  be  worth  while, 
unless  the  differences  were  upon  points 
of  material  importance,  which  I  do  not 
gather  that  they  are.  One  of  the  men 
was  a  sergeant,  and  he  has  been  degraded 
to  the  ranks  and  placed  at  the  bottom  of 
the  list — a  punishment  which  deprives 
him  of  considerable  pay  and  privileges, 
and  of  promotion  for  some  time  to  dome. 
The  other  constable  has  been  fined,  and 
the  fine  carries  with  it  the  deferring  of 
his  promotion  for  a  considerable  period. 

Mr.  H.  STEWART :  Why  were  only 
these  two  men  fined  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  They  were  the 
two  who^were  guilty  of  an  offence. 

LAND  COMMISSION—CO.  MAYO, 
Mr.  CRILLY  (Mayo,  N.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if,  so  long  as 
February,  1888,  an  originating  notice  to 
have  a  fair  rent  fixed,  was  served  on  his 
landlord  by  Mr.  George  Ormsby,  of  Kil- 
lenna,  Ballycastle,  County  Mayo ; 
whether  any  Sub-Commission  under  the 
Land  Act  has  held  any  sittings  in  that 
locality  since  the  date  named ;  and 
whether  he  can  say  when  cases  in  this 
part  of  Mayo  are  going  to  be  heard  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Land 
Commissioners  report  that  the  fact  is 
substantially  as  stated  in  the  first  para- 
graph. There  was  a  Sub- Com  mission 
sitting  for  the  district  in  question  last 
May,  and  the  Sub-Commission  now  sitting 
in  the  county  will  again  take  up  cases 
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for  tbe  district  in  its  turn, 
referred  to  will  then  be 
hearing* 


I 


The  case 
listed    for 


THE  ROYAL  ARTILLERY. 
Mr.  CREMER:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Seoretary  of  State  for  War  whether  the 
following  is  correctly  transcribed  from 
tbe  Royal  Artillery  Heatl  Quarter  Office, 
Western  District,  District  Regimental 
Orders  uf  the  25th  March,  1890:  — 

**  Tmnafors  (ii.)  P68  C  A  trumpeter  and 
■evertil  gnonerit  hre  required  to  c^i^mpleta  the 
e8tii>)!i8limeiit  of  ihe  St.  Helena  DeUehixient. 
Officers  commftnding  will  for wwrd  A.  F.  1391 
for  any  tnen  desiroua  of  Iruoifer  by  2Rth 
iEti(at)&>  Men  of  the  Koman  CiilholiupetHuaBion 
are  not  to  bo  included  ;'* 

and  whether  such  notices  are  known  nf 
or  sanctioned  at  Head  Quarters  ? 

♦Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  :  I  believe  that 
the  Order  is  cori*ectly  quoted  from  a 
notice  issued  in  the  Western  District 
w it hou  t  rof e  rcn  ce  to  H  ead  Qu arte rs.  As 
there  will  be  uo  Rumnn  Catholic  priest 
available  at  St.  Helena  for  rehgious 
ministration!  it  was  thought  advisable 
to  limit  this  small  detachment  to  deno- 
minations ft»r  whieh  i*eHgious  minis- 
trations can  be  pro^aded. 

BOILER  EXPLOSION. 
Mr.  ARTHUR  O^CONNOR  (Donegal 
E.)  :  I  Ix^g  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Tnide  whether  the  Committee 
of  Inquiry  into  i\v^  Vioiler  explosion  at 
Upliall,Mid-Calder,  appointednnder  "The 
Boiler  Explosion  Act,  18t'2/'  has  yet 
reported  ;  if  so,  whether,  and  when  the 
Judgment  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  ; 
and  whether  the  Report  by  Mr.  Lewis, 
official  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  will  also 
he  presented  ? 

♦The  PRESIDENT    ok    thk    BOARD 

oi'  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Bkach,  Bristol, 
W.)  :  The  formal  investigation  into  the 
boiler  explosion  at  Uphall,  Mid-Calder 
was  held  at  Bathgate  on  the  10th»  lltli^ 
and  17th  in^t.,  and  the  Oommissioners 
delivered  Judgment  on  the  last-named 
day,  but  their  Report  Inis  not  yet  been 
received.  When  it  is  received  it  will  be 
published  in  the  usual  course.  The 
Report  of  Mr.  Lewis  will  not  be  made 
pnhlie,  as  the  lornnil  investigation  took 
place  subsequently^ 


THE  FASTING  MAN. 


Mr,  SAMUEL  SMITH  (Flintshire)  t 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  hia 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  case  of 
the  fasting  man  at  tbe  Westminat*er 
Aquarium,  who  professes  to  be  under- 
going a  40  days*  fast,  aud  who  claims  to 
have  accomplished  nearly  the  whole  of 
that  period,  and  who  is  exhibited  there 
for  money  ;  and  whether  the  Govern- 
ment can  take  any  steps  to  prevent 
exhibitions  which  may  endanger  life 
and  are  other^vise  open  to  objection  1  I 
have  learned  since  I  put  the  question  on 
the  Paper  that  the  fast  has  been  com- 
pleted. 

Mb,  MATTHEWS :  The  law  gives  me 
no  power  to  interfere  with  the  public 
performance's  of  adult  persons  on 
account  of  their  danger  or  their  folly. 
The  fasting  man  has  requested  the 
Managing  Director  of  the  Aquarium  to 
as.sure  me  that  he  has  in  no  way  suffered 
from  his  long  fast,  and  is  willing  this 
afternoon  to  satisfy  any  Member  of  this 
House  that  this  is  the  case.  If  the 
performance  is  open  to  objection  on 
grounds  other  than  those  of  danger,  the 
Licensing  Authorities  might  possibly  take 
the  matter  into  consideration  when  the 
next  application  is  made  for  a  licence. 

TREATMENT    OF    UNCONVICTED 

PRISONERS  IN  i?COTLAND. 
Mr.  ANGUS  SUTHERLAND  (Suth- 
erland) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  case  of  a  boy  named  Robert  Hood^ 
an  apprentice  printer  in  Ayr,  who  was 
recently  apprehended  on  a  charge  of 
assault,  was  marched  through  the  pubhc 
street,  handcuffed  between  two  police- 
men, to  Ayr  Prison,  and  on  arrival  tliero 
was  stripped  of  his  own  clothes,  forced 
into  a  cold  bath,  compelled  to  assume 
the  prison  garb,  given  oakum  to  pick, 
and  eventually  was  brought  before  tho 
Sheriff  to  emit  his  declaration  clad  in  the 
prison  dress  ;  and  whether  it  is  consistent 
with  the  Regulations  of  Her  Majesty^s 
Prisons  that  an  untried,  unconvicted 
prisoner,  who  may  be  proved  innocent 
of  the  charge  agauist  hini»  should  be 
subjected  to  such  treatment  7 

♦Mr.  J,  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  Tlic  facts 
of  this  case  are  materially  different  from 
those  indicated  in  the  question.     There 
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being  reasonable  ground  for  apprehend- 
ing an  eacape  th&  constables  secured  the 
wrists  of  the  accused,  but  not  with 
kindcufEs.  When  Hood  came  to  the 
prison  he  was  suppHed  with  a  warm 
bath  and  clean  clothes,  which  are  aet 
apart  for  untried  prisoners,  and  he 
availed  himself  of  these.  He  was  told 
that  he  might  either  work  or  not^  as  he 
liked,  but  that  if  he  chose  to  work  he 
would  be  credited  with  marks,  which 
m^ant  money  on  going  out,  and  he  pre- 
ferred working.  When  he  went  before 
the  Sheriff  he  did  so  in  the  clean  clothes, 
going  and  returning  by  a  private 
passage,  He  was  in  the  prison  for  only 
five  hours*  His  treatment,  while  in 
prison,  was  consistent  with  the  regula- 
tions. 

LORD  St-  LEONARD'S  ACT, 
Mr.  LAWRENCE  (Liverpool,  Aber- 
cromby) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  folio  wing  notice  in  the 
Londoti  Gazette  office,  namely — 

**  All  adveitiseaioDla  purportia^  to  be  issued 
in  pursuance  of  i^tatutea  or  under  Orderi  of 
the  Coart  mtiiit  be  aigaed  by  a  Solicitor  of  the 
Supreme  Court ;  ** 

whether  the  notice  is  enforced  in  the 
ca^e  of  executors'  and  fwlniinistratora^ 
advertisements  under  Lonl  St  Leonard 'a 
Act,  22  and  23  Vic.  c.  35  j  and,  if  so, 
what  justification  there  may  be  for 
adding  a  rule  not  imposed  by  that  Act, 
and  which  may  entail  unnecessary  ex- 
penditure on  estates  of  small  amount ; 
and  whether  he  will  dii'ect  an  alteration 
of  the  official  rule  complained  of  1 
•The  SECRETAHY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jacksok,  Leeds,  K.) : 
The  Order  in  question  is  enfoi*ced 
in  all  cases  of  advertisements  pur- 
porting to  be  issued  in  pursuance 
of  statutes  or  under  Orders  of  the 
Court.  Its  object  is  to  secure  the 
bona  Jtties  of  advertisements  tendered 
for  insertion  in  the  London  Gazette^  and 
1  think  the  importance  and  necessity  of 
this  object  justify  the  means  adopted  to 
attain  it. 

BEPAIR  OF  ROADS  IN  SCOTLAND, 

Mn.  HUGH  ELLIOT  (Ayrshire.  N.) ; 
I  beg  to  ask  the  IiC*rd  Advocate  whethei 
his  attention  has  been  directed  to  the 
resolutions  passed  at  Glasgow  on  the 
16th  April  by  the  representatives  of  the 
Mr.  J.  i\  B.  RoUrlB^n 


Scotch  Police  burghs  in  regard  to  the 
management  and  repair  of  roads  and 
Btreets  in  police  burghs ;  and  whether 
he  can  see  his  way  to  give  effect  to  those 
resolutions,  either  by  the  introduction 
at  an  early  date  of  the  Burgh  Police 
and  Health  (Scotland)  Bill,  or  of  a  BiU 
to  amend  "The  Roads  and  Bridges 
(Scotland)  Act,  1878»"  on  the  basis  of 
Section  133  of  the  Burgh  Police  and 
Health  (Scotland)  Bill,  which  section 
has  reference  to  highways  within  police 
burghs,  and  was  agreed  to  by  the  Select 
Committee  on  the  Bill  in  1888 1 

*Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  I  have 
seen  the  resolution  referred  to  in  the 
question.  While  there  is,  doubtless, 
considerable  force  in  the  representations 
of  the  pohce  burghs  it  is  impossible  to 
ignore  the  fact  that  their  proposals,  in  so 
far  as  altering  the  relations  between 
counties  and  burghs,  are  opposed  by 
some  of  the  counties  interested,  and  I 
cannot  undertake  to  initiate  legislation 
on  those  points. 

CEYLON-PADDY  TAX, 
Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  t>f  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  it  is  a  fat^t  that  the 
average  yield  of  taxeN  on  jmddy  and  ^x^fs 
grain  in  Ceylon  comes  to  about  850,000 
rupees  ;  and  whether  it  cost  a  an  average 
of  :^00,000  rupees  a  year  to  collect  it  1 

The  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATKforthe  COLONIES  (Barton  H. 
de  Worms,  Liverpool,  EastToxteth) :  The 
taxes  on  paddy  and  fine  grain  in  Ceylon 
realised  in  1887,  934,804  rupees  ;  *and 
in  1S88,  937,637.  The  Estimate  for  1890 
is  945,380  rupees.  The  cost  of  collection 
cannot  be  given,  as  it  is  impossible  ti> 
estimate  how  much  of  the  time  of  the 
Administrative  ofiBcers  is  devoted  to  this 
one  tax,  and,  therefore,  how  much  of 
their  salaries  should  be  charged  against 
it, 

OUTRAGE  IN  CRETE. 
Mfi.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  his  attention 
has  lH?en  drawn  to  a  tele^^ram  in  the 
Mtaichfiitler  Guardian  of  the  22nd  instant, 
from  its  own  correspondent  in  Athens, 
dated  Slst  instant,  to  the  following 
effect ; — 

**  I  learn  that  a  party  of  »oldier»  carried  off 
Marie  Damaaaki,  aged' 15,  from  Pantavaaso  to 
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Agbia  Parvara,  where  she  was  outraged  by  the 
officer  cotnmanding  the  regular  tre^opa  •/' 

and,  if  not,  will  he  ascertain  whether 
this  detailed  stafcement  he  tme.,  and,  in 
case  of  its  proving  accurate,  will  he  take 
steps  to  procure  punishment  of  the 
I  guilty  pajrties  ? 

♦The  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
J,  Febgussok,  Manchester.  N.E,) :  The 
officer  accused  of  having  violated  the  yonn^ 
girl  is  under  arrest,  and  the  Vali  has 
ordered  an  inquiry  to  be  held  by  tlie 
local  tribunals. 


THE  MILITARY  PRISON  AT 
BRIXTON. 

Mr.  CRILLY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  what  is  tlie 
extent  of  accommodation  for  pr [signers  in 
the  Military  Prison  at  Brixton ;  how 
many  prisoners  arc  at  present  confined 
there  ;  how  these  prisoners  areclassitied  ; 
and  whether  it  is  iji  contemplation  t« 
abandon  the  use  of  the  Brixton  Prison 
for  Military  purposes ;  and,  if  so,  to 
what  purposes  it  is  proposed  to  devote 
the  building  ? 

•Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  The  Military 
Prison  at  Brixton  contains  40*1  cells,  of 
which  69  were  occupied  on  the  21st  insL 
Like  other  prisoners  under  sentences  of 
imprisonment,  the  men  are  on  a  system 
of  progressive  stages.  The  question  of 
the  continuance  of  the  prison  has  not 
yet  arisen  ;  but  in  view  of  the  gi'eat  and 
very  satisfactory  reducfcitm  iti  the  num- 
ber of  military  prisoners,  the  point  will, 
I  think,  have  soon  to  be  considered. 

TREATMEN'T  OF  PRISONERS 
IN  CLONMEL  GAOL. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Loi'd 
Lieutenant  oi  Ireland  whether  his  atten- 
tion  has  been  called  to  the  inquest 
recently  held  in  Tipi>erary  on  the  body 
of  Michael  Cleary,  who  died  shortly 
after  his  release,  after  two  months'  im- 
prisonment, from  Climmel  Gaol,  at  which 
the  Coroners  Jury  found  tliat  the 
deceased  man  died  of  chronic  pneumonic 
phthiaiSi  and  that  his  death  had  been 
accelerated  by  his  treatment  in  Clonmel 
Gaol,  and  especially  to  the  evidence  of 
Dr.  Conway  and  Dr.  Charles  Ryan,  J.P., 
of  Tipperary,  who  swore  that  Michael 
Cleary  hud  l>een  suffering  from  phthisis 
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for  some  mouths  l>efore  his  imprison- 
mentj  and  that^  in  their  opinion,  any 
competent  medical  man  must,  upon  care- 
ful examination,  have  discovered  un- 
mistakeable  symptoms  of  the  disease  at 
the  time  of  his  imprisonmeut :  was 
^lichael  Cleary  kept  from  the  14th 
November  until  the  5th  December, 
1889,  up>n  the  oiTiimiry  hard  laViour 
treatment  in ClniimelGaoljincludingclose 
confinement  in  his  cell  fur  22  hours  out 
of  every  24,  the  use  of  the  plank 
bed,  10  hours  daily  labrmr,  and  the 
ordinary  hard  labour  diet ;  can  he 
explain  how  it  happened  that  Dr,  Hewit- 
Bon,  the  prison  doctor,  did  not  examine 
Cleary's  lungs  until  he  had  been  in 
ganl  fi-om  14th  Novenit>er  ti>  the  25tb 
Novemlx'r,  and  during  that  time  re- 
ported him  fit  for  hard  labour  and  for 
two  periods  of  24  hours  punishment  on 
bread  and  water  and  close  confinement, 
without  making  any  sucli  examination 
of  his  lungs  ;  is  it  a  fact  that  from  the 
5tli  of  December  until  the  22nd  Cleary 
was  in  the  prison  hospital  suffering  from 
blfXid -spitting  ;  that  on  the  22ud  Decem- 
ber he  wsis  reported  **  well  "  ;  and  on 
the  29th  oi  December  sent  buck  to  bis 
cell  with  22  hours  out  of  every  24 
solitary  confinement  and  10  hours  daily 
labour  at  oakum  picking ;  is  he  invare 
that  Dr.  Cunway  and  Dr.  Chjirles  Ryan, 
J, P.,  swore  that  when  they  saw  him  a 
few  days  after  Ins  I'clease  from  pris'n, 
they  were  shocked  at  the  change  in  his 
appearance,  and  found  him  i<y  be  in  a 
hojjeless  and  tlying  condition,  and  that 
the-se  dr>ctor8  and  Dr.  LafiEan,  uf  Cashel, 
who  attended  him  at  his  death, 
swore  his  death  luul  been  accele- 
rated by  his  prison  treatment,  and 
that  the  form  of  plithisis  from  which  he 
suffered  was  of  old  standing  and  waa 
amenable  to  treatment ;  was  a  post- 
niort<;m  examination  held,  and  did  its 
results  confirm  tl.ese  opinions  ;  was  a 
portion  of  one  lung  submitted  to  an 
eminent  pathologist  in  Dublin,  and  did 
he  confirm  the  views  of  the  local  tjoctors  ; 
and  what  action  the  Prison  B<jard  mean 
to  take  in  this  matter  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  General 
Prisons  Board  report  that  on  the  10th 
and  again  on  the  23rd  of  this  month, 
they  applied  to  the  Coroner  for  a  copy 
of  the  evidence  taken  at  the  inquest  on 
Michael  Cleary,  The  Coi-oner  has  uiider- 
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taken  to  furnish  it,  but  it  has  not  yet 
been  received.  Upon  receipt  of  the 
official  copy  of  the  evidence,  the  Board 
proposes  to  make  such  inquiry  as,  in 
their  opinion,  the  facts  may  call  for. 
Meantime,  they  are  not  in  a  position  to 
discuss  the  evidence. 

COUNTY  OF  LONDON  SESSIONS. 

Mr.  OCTAVIUS  V.  MORGAN  (Bat- 
tarsea)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
he  has  been  inTormed  that,  on  Thursday 
last,  Mr.  Somes,  Daputy  Chairman,  jury- 
men, counsel,  and  witnesses  were  present 
at  the  County  of  London  Sessions,  New- 
ington  Division,  and  were  prepared  to  go 
on  with  the  business,  but  that  a  letter 
was  read  from  Sir  Peter  Edlin,  staftng 
that,  as  two  Courts  were  sitting  at 
Clerkenwell,  the  Court  was  to  be 
adjourned,  and  that  the  adjournment 
took  place,  to  the  great  inconvenience 
and  expense  of  all  concerned;  whether 
an  adjournment  under  similar  circum- 
stances took  place  on  Thursday,  17th 
April ;  and  what  action  it  is  proposed  to 
take  to  prevent  similar  occurrences  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  informed  by 
Sir  Peter  Edlin  that  an  adjournment  did 
take  plac3  last  Thursday,  as  stated.  The 
business  at  Newington  for  the  week  end- 
ing the  19th  was  not  concluded  in  that 
week,  and  was  adjourned  to  the  24th, 
the  Chairman  hoping  that  by  that  date 
the  business  beginning  at  Clerkenwell  on 
the  2l8t  would  ba  concluded.  This 
anticipation,  unfortunately,  was  not 
realised ;  and  accordingly,  as  there  is  no 
power  under  the  Local  Government  Act 
to  appoint  Chairmen  of  the  Second 
Court  to  sit  contemporaneously  at 
Clerkenwell  and  Newington,  there  was 
nothing  to  be  done  but  to  further  adjourn 
the  Newington  business.  The  Second 
Court  sat  at  Newington  the  entire  day 
on  the  17th  of  April.  Until  a  new 
scheme  is  submitted  for  London  Sessions, 
as  provided  in  the  Local  Government 
Act,  a. recurrence  of  these  circumstances 
can  only  ha  prevented  by  longer  adjourn- 
ments. 

WAR  OFFICE   C0NTRACTS-8ELF- 

EXTRACriNG  REVOLVERS. 
Mr.     DAVID     THOMAS    (Merthyr 
Tydvil)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War    whether  a  contract  has 
JAr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


been  made  with  Messrs.  Webley,  of  Bir- 
mingham, for  the  manufacture  of  a  new 
form  of  self -extracting  revolver  for  the 
Army  and  Navy  ;  and,  if  so,  what  is  tTie 
date  of  the  contract ;  whether  the  pat- 
terns of  the  revolver  and  the  caHriage 
have  been  finally  settled  in  detail ;  and 
whether  any  of  the  sample  revolvers 
supplied  by  the  contractors  have  broken 
down  through  failure  of  the  breech 
fastening  or  any  other  cause  ? 

•Mr.  E.  STANHOPE :  Contracts  for 
the  revolvers  referred  to  were  entered 
into  with  Messrs.  Webley  on  the  24th  <if 
November,  1887,  and  the  28th  of  August, 
1889.  The  details  of  the  pistol  have 
been  settled,  but  not  of  the  ammunition, 
and  the  only  failure  of  a  sanoiple  revolver 
was  in  testing  experimental  ammunition. 
There  has  been  no  failure  of  the  breech 
fastening. 

CANDIDATES  FOR  TRAINING  COL- 
LEGES IS  GLAMORGANSHIRE.  - 

Mr.  DAVID  THOMAS:  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
if  he  is  aware  of  the  inconvenience 
and  expense  to  which  candidates  from 
Glamorganshire  for  admission  to  Train- 
ing Colleges  are  put  in  attending  the 
examinations  ;  whether  he  will  consider 
the  desirability  of  holding  these  exami- 
nations at  more  convenient  centres,  as  is 
done  in  the  case  of  the  Christmas 
examinations  for  certificates ;  and  whether 
he  will  arrange  to  locate  one  such  centre 
in  Glamorganshire  ? 

Sir  W.  hart  DYKE  :  No  compWtit 
of  inconvenience  or  expense  has  reached 
me  ;  but  if  the  School  Board  in  any 
locality  apply  for  a  special  centre*' 
upon  suflBcienc  grounds  no  difficulty  will^' 
be  raised  by  the  Department.  / 

MILITARY  FORCE  AT  CLARE  CASTJ 
Mr.  JORDAN  (Clare,  W.)  :  I  bevj 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
whether  the  Military  have  beepi  per- 
manently withdrawn  from  Clare  C^tle, 
County  Clare  ;  if  so,  can  he  explain  whgc ; 
and,  if  not,  will  he  state  when  anotWr 
detachment  will  be  stationed  there  ? 

•Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  The  Military 
have  been  withdrawn,  the  condition  of 
the  district  being,  I  am  glad  to  ^ay,  smph 
that  the  presence  of  the  forop  is  no 
longer  necessary. 
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EXCISE   AND    CUSTOMS  APPOINT- 
K  MENTS. 

■  Mr,  JORDAN  :  I  bagr  to  ask  the 
■Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  any 
B examination  for  Customs  appointments 
Bwas  held  since  October,  1887,  or  for 
BHicise  since  May,  1887  ;  whether  these 
B  services,  or  any  of  them,  are  insufficiently 

■  manned  ;  and  will  he  Btat^  if  any  future 
I  examinations  will  be  held,  and  when  '( 

I      Mh.  JACKSON:  So  far  as   the  Cua- 

^  ioraa  are  concerned  no  appointments  to 

outdoor    ofEcerships    have    been    made 

I  since  Aurfust,  1888,  or  to  clerkships 
since  November  of  that  year.  These 
are  the  unly  two  junior  grades  of  ap- 
pointmeuts  which  are  open  to  competi* 
tion  under  the  Civil  Service  Commis- 
«iotiers.  The  last  open  competition  for 
the  Excise  was  in  May,  1887.  Since 
then  vacancies  in  the  Excise  liave  been 
filled  up  by  the  appointment  of  men  who 

§had  passed  for  the  Customs,  but  were 
found  not  to  be  required  for  that  Dispart- 
ment,  and  also  by  the  transfer  of  certain 
writers.  Neither  service  is  insufficiently 
manned,  and  iv:\  date  lias  been  fixed  for 
any  future  examination. 


THE  MEDICAL  OFFICER  IN  THE 
KlLtiANlll   DISTRICT. 

Mr.    JORDAN:  I    beg    to    ask   the 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 

of    Ireland    why     the    Constabulary  in 

the*  Killanir  Dispensary  district,   Ennis 

Union,  County  Clare,   were   taken  from 

under    the     medi«d     care    of    Dr*     T. 

B,    Killeen,    the   medical    officer  of   the 

district,   and   who    was     receiving    jmy 

from  the  Constabulary  at  the  time,  and 

handed   over  to  Dr.  Faris,   Ennis,   who 

had    no   connection    with    the    district ; 

whether  the  Inspector  General  of  Royal 

Irish  Constabulary  issued,  or  caused   to 

be  issued,  an  onler  under  the  retjulations 

of  thu  Force,  thiifc  every  medical  officer 

of  a  dispensary  district  should  k*  mediail 

attendant   on   the   constabulary    of    his 

district  »f  he  Ciircd  to  accept  the  position, 

aiid  pmvided  he  was  not  unfitted  for  the 

appointment  ;  whether  Dr.  Killeen   was 

unfitted  ;  and  whether  there   is  another 

dispensary  district  in  Clare  where   the 

mediciil   otHcer  fijr  such  district  is    not 

also  medical  attendant  on  the  constabu- 
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Mb,    a.    J.    BALFOUR:   The   Con- 
stabulary   authorities    report    that    Dr. 
Killeen  had  merely  acted  under  a  pri- 
vate   arrangement    with    the    previous 
medical    attendant  m  his  locum  ienem 
when     the     latter     was      incajkacitated 
through    ill    health,   but  he  had  never 
been  the  appointed  Constabulary  medical 
attendant  of  the  district.      There  is  no 
regulation  of  the  nature  indicated  in  the 
see-on d  paragraph.       Prior  to  1883  some 
such  regulation  did  exist,  but  it  was  in 
that  year  cancelled  by  the  Government 
of   the   day,   as  it   was  found  to   work 
unsatisfactorily.      The    gentleman     ap- 
pointed in  the  ruom  of  the   late  medical 
attendant  has  been   selected  by  the  Cou- 
stabulary  authorities  as  being,   in  their 
opinion,  the  most  suited  for  the  appoint- 
ment.    The  reply  to  the  inquiry   in  the 
last  paragraph  is  in  the  affirmative. 


I 


ry  in 


«  dirttrict  ? 


BOOK  POST  RATE  TU  AUSTRAUA, 

An  hon.  Mj^mt^er  on  behalf  of  Sir 
GEORGE  BADEN-POWKLL  (Liver- 
ptxil,  Kirkdale)  :  1  Ijeg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master  General,  in  view  of  tlie  recent 
establishment  of  an  all-sea-route  for 
Mails  to  Australia ;  and,  having  regard 
to  the  rates  levied  oti  packets  exceeding 
four  ounces  in  weight,  whether  he  will 
take  into  considemtion  the  expediency 
of  reducing  the  jxistage  of  Biiok  Post 
pa^'kets  for  the  Australian  Colonies  1 

*The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikls,  Cambridge  University)  :  I   can 
assure  my  lion.  Friend  that  the  question 
to  which  he  has  culled  my  attention  lias 
not  been  lost  sight  of.     l^or  some  time 
past  I  have  re^Dgnlsed  the  expediency 
of  giving  some  relief  in  regard  to  book 
and  sample  packets  for   Austrahusia  ex- 
ceeding 4  oz.  in  weight ;  but  difficulties 
have    hithcrt<3  iuK^rvened.     Those-  diffi- 
culties have    now    been   removed ;  and 
I    am    happy    to    ba    able     to    inform 
the    House   that,   with  the  approval  of 
the  Trefvsury,  a  reduced  scale  of  charge 
will  be  intri>duced  from  the  1st  of  May 
for    lxK>k    packets  and  patterns  sent  by 
the  all-sea  route  to  Australia.     A  public 
notice    on    the    subject    will    be    issued 
tomorrow. 

PKOMOTION    IK    THE     LIVERPOOL 

POSl    OFFICE. 
Mr.  IxABOUCHERE  (Northampton) : 
Fostra?ister   General 


I  beg 


TT     fc> 
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whether  it  is  a  fact  that,  in  the  recent 
promotions  in  Liverpool,  Messrs-  K.  J. 
Thompson  and  W.  Chicas,  tlie  Chairman 
and  Secretary  of  the  Local  Branch  of  the 
Unitt;d  Kingdom  Postal  Clerks'  Associa- 
tion, have  been  superseded  bj  officers 
junior  to  themselves ;  whether  these 
officers  have,  for  bo  me  years »  been  per- 
forming duties  of  the  superior  class  in  a 
perfectly  satisfactory  manner;  and, 
whether,  in  view  of  the  nu-^ertaking 
given  by  the  Postmaster  Geiu  ■•^al  in 
March  last^  that  conncet!<)n  with  m 
Assoc^iatton  or  L^nion  should  nut  detri* 
ment-ally  uffect  any  officers  official  career, 
he  will  state  the  reasons  for  not  pro- 
moting these  gentlemen  in  due  course  ? 

♦Mr.  RAIKES:  It  is  the  case  that 
Messrs.  Thompson  and  Clucas  are  not 
among  the  members  of  the  Liverpool 
Post  Office  whii  have  been  recently  pro- 
moted, and  that  others,  junior  to  them- 
selves, have  been  placed  abfire  them.  It 
is  also  the  case  that,  occasionally,  during 
the  temporary  absence  of  Members  of 
the  class  immediately  above  them,  these 
two  officers  have,  in  common  with 
others,  been  called  upon  to  perform 
the  duties  of  the  absent-ees.  But 
it  is  not  the  case  that  they 
have  for  some  years  been  ]:>e rf or m- 
ing  those  duties  in  a  perfectly  satisfactory 
mann  er ,  O  n  t he  con  trary ,  t  h  e  i  r  co n  d  u  c  t^ 
even  in  the  discharge  of  their  own 
duties,  has  not  been  such  as  ti*  deserve 
promotion  or  to  leave  me  any  alternative 

It  to  pass  them  over.  That  they  were 
members  of  any  particular  Association 
was  not  even  knuwn  to  me,  and  the 
Postmaster  of  Liverpool,  on  whose 
recommendation  the  promotions  were 
made,  assures  me  that  he  also  was 
unaware  of  the  circumstance.  In  order 
to  show  how  little  such  considerations 
influence  the  decision.  I  may  add—a 
circnmBtance  which  had  not  come  to  my 
knowledge  until  to-dny — that  Mr, 
Thompson's  predecessor  in  the  Association 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers, 
and  also  an  officer  who  is  an  office- 
bearer in  another  Society  of  similar 
charactei,  are  among  those  who  have 
been  recently  promoted,  and  I  am  pleased 
to  hear  that  in  both  cases  the  selection 
has  been  amply  justified* 

Mr.  LABO cohere  :    I  beg  to  ask 

the   Postmaster    General     whether    tlie 

promotions  in  the  Liverpool  Post  Office, 

recently  referred  to  by  the  Postmaster 

Mr.  Laboucfure 


General,  are  practically  confined  to  the 
supervising  classes ;  whether  any  im- 
mediate benefit  is  to  be  conferred  upon 
the  general  body  of  sorting  clerks  ;  and 
whether  sorting  clerks  will  be  called  upon 
to  give  evidence  before  the  Departmental 
Committee  appointed  to  inquire  into 
tlieir  grievances  ? 

♦Mr.  RAIKES:  The  Liverpool  promo- 
tions concerned  only  the  supervising 
classes,  and  the  class  which  is  inter- 
mediate between  the  supervisors  and 
the  general  body  of  the  staff,  as  I 
CTplained  to  tiie  House  on  the  15th 
insLrXnt.  llie  questions  relating  to  thia 
general  body  are  of  a  much  mare 
complicated  character,  and,  as  the 
hon.  Member  is  aware,  are  being 
examined  by  a  Departmental  Committee « 
It  will  he  obvious  that  I  have  come  to 
no  conclusions  on  these  questions.  It 
will  rest  with  the  Committee  to  call  for 
such  evidence  as  it  requires,  but  I  should 
depreaite  any  extension  of  the  inquiry 
that  would  lead  to  undue  delay  in 
completing  the  investigation. 

CIVIL  8ERVICB  WRITERS. 
Mr,      CUNIXGHAME      GRAHAM 

(Lanark,  N.W,) :  I  beg  to  aak  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  what  the 
Treasuiy  pn>p*}se  to  do  for  those  writers 
who  were  recommended  by  the  Heads  of 
Departments  fur  promotion  to  the  Lowet 
Division^  and  were  not  so  promoted  1 

Mr.  JACKSON:   I  am  not  awai^  of 

any  proposals  affecting  the  writers  to 
whom  the  hon.  Member  refers. 

STARVATION  IN  THE  EAST  END  OF 

LONDON. 

Mr.   CirNmGHAME  GRAHAM:   I 

beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  if  his  attention  has 
been  directed  to  the  recent  case  of  the 
starvation  nf  a  docker  s  wife  in  the  East 
End ;  and  if  it  is  possible  to  take 
measures  to  obviate  these  cases,  t-wo 
of  which  have  occurred  during  the 
last  fortnight  t 

*Mh.  RITCHIE  :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member,  1  have  to  say  that  I  have  no 
information  in  regard  to  the  caaea  to 
which  he  refers.  If  he  will  be  good 
enough  to  furnish  me  with  some  parti- 
culars, I  will  take  care  that  proper 
inquiry  is  made. 
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THE  TRIAL  OF  M0U8SA  BEY, 
Mr.  BRYCK  (Aberdeen,  S,)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  can  now  in- 
farm  the  House  what  has  been  the  re- 
sult of  the  representations  addressed  to 
the  Turkish  GoYemment  by  Her 
Majesty's  A mlmssador  at  Constantinople 
on  the  subject  of  the  deplorable  failure 
of  justice  in  the  case  of  the  sonjalled 
trial  of  Monssa  Bey  for  murder  and 
outrages  committed  by  him  ? 

•Sir  JAMES  FEKGUSSON:  Inquiry 
into  the  charges  still  pending  against 
Moussa  Bey  ia  proceeding,  but,  as  the 
preliminary  proceedings  are  held  with 
closed  doors,  no  dragoman  can  attend, 
and  Her  Majesty's  Ambassador  is,  there* 
fore,  without  any  official  information  fts 
to  the  present  sta,te  of  the  criminal  pro- 
ceedings. It  is,  however,  rumoured 
that  the  charges  against  Moussa  Bej  are 
held  not  to  have  been  established  in  the 
preliminary  inquiry  in  every  case  except 
one. 

Ma.  BRYCE:  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  give  us  any  indication  of  the 
time  when  something  may  probably  l:>e 
known  to  Her  Majesty's  Government  ? 

♦Sm  JAMES  FERGUSSON :  I  think 
the  hon.  Gentleman  will  see  from  my 
raply  that  nothing  is  certJiinly  knuivn  ; 
how,  therefore,  can  we  form  a  conjec- 
ture as  to  the  time  the  examination 
will  occupy  when  we  do  not  know 
accurately  wlxat  is  going  on. 

ELEOTltIC  LIGHTmO  AT  LEEDS. 
Mr.  WADDY  (Lincolnshiri%  Brigg)  : 

I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Btmrd 
of  Trade  if  he  can  explain  the  circum- 
stances under  which  the  Board  of  Trade 
have  refused  the  application  of  three 
Lim.itcd  Companies  for  Parliamentary 
powers  to  supply  electric  lighting  to  tho 
Borough  of  lAHidji,  nutwithstuudiiig  the 
important  demand  for  the  electric  light 
by  the  inhabitants  ;  and  whether  this 
refusal  was  in  consequence  of  the  oppo- 
sition of  the  Local  Authority  ;andj  if  so, 
can  he  state  whether  the  L^^cal  Authority 
has  taken  any  steps  itself  to  apply  for 
powers  for  supplying  Leeds  with  the 
electric  light  ? 

•Sir  MICmVEL  HICKS  BEACH  :  The 
Board  of  Trade  refused  to  proceed  with 
the  applications  of  the  three  companies 
referred  to  in  consequence  of  their  not 


haviii^c  obtained  the  consent  of  the  Local 
Authonty,  as  requii'ed  by  the  Statute. 
Tlie  Corporation  of  Leeds  state  that  a 
Committee  of  their  body  are  engaged  in 
an  exhaustive  and  costly  examination  of 
the  question  of  the  supply  of  electricity, 
and  they  ask  that  the  matter  may  be 
postponed  until  next  year.  The  Board  of 
Trade,  in  these  circumstances,  declined 
to  dispense  with  the  consent  of  the  Cor- 
poration, but  informed  that  body  that,  in 
the  event  of  their  not  being  prepared  to 
apply  f<T  powers  themselves  next  year, 
the  Department  would  have  to  consider 
Tvhethcr  they  could  refuse  to  grant 
powers  to  other  Promoters, 

Mr.  WADDY  :  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
the  only  step  taken  was  the  appointment 
of  this  Committee  four  months  ago? 

*Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS  BEACH:  I 
understand  that  the  Committee  has  been 
proceeding  with  its  inquiry. 

THE  ADMIHALTV  AND  WAR  OFFICE 
VOTES. 
Mr.  JEira'INGS  (Stockport):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether,  considering  that  Yote  1 2,  Navy 
Estimates  (Admiralty  Office),  and  Vote 
10,  Army  Estimates  (War  Office),  have, 
during  the  last  two  years,  been  postponed 
t^i  so  late  a  period  of  the  Session  that  it 
was  impossible  t>  obtam  time  for  their 
discussion,  he  will  endeavour  t<j  bring 
forward  these  Votes  at  an  earlier  period 
of  the  present  Sessioix. 

n^HE  FIEST  LORD  OF  thk  TREASURY 
(Mr*  W.  H,  SMriHj  Strand,  Westminster)  : 
We  hope  that  tht;  discussion  of  the  two 
Votes  to  which  the  lion.  Member  calls 
attention  will  be  taken  at  a  time  which 
will  afford  ample  <.»pportunity  for  their 
consideration. 

EXPENSES    UNDEU    THE    PLEURO. 
PNEUMONIA  BILL. 

Sir  ARCHlBAIiD  CAilPBELL  (Ren- 
frew, W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  L«.>rd 
of  the  Treasury  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  see  their  way  to  provide  fiir 
the  expenses  of  the  Contagious  Diseases 
(Animals)  Pleuro- Pneumonia  Bill  with- 
out, on  the  one  hand,  encroaching  on  the 
grant  for  Pauper  Lunatics,  or,  on  the 
other,    adding   to    the    existing   county 

*Mr.  W.  H,  SMITH:  Her  Majesty's 
Gcjverument  I'ecognise  the  desirability 
of  accomplish  ins:  both  the  objects  staterl 
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by  my  hoiu  Friend.  Forttinately,  the  I  from  lesponsibility,  as  regards  sitnifc 
pffoposed  Beer  and  Spirits  Duties  afford  arrangements,  those  on  whom  tlie  re8| 
ua  the  meanK  of  doin^'  so,  and  we  pro-  sibili ty  should  rest. 
p(!«e  that  in  Scotland  the  i 


contribution  to 
any  costs  of  the  execution  of  the  Pleui'LV 
Paeumcmia  Act  not  covered  by  the 
;£140,000  to  be  provided  by  Parliament 
shall  be  a  charge  against  the  Scotch 
share  of  the  new  Local  Taxation  (CujitonLH 
and  Excise)  Duties  instead  of  against 
the  Grant  for  Pauper  Lutiatict?.  The 
necessary  Amendmnnt  on  the  Pleuro 
Pneumonia  Bill  will  be  put  on  the 
Paper. 

Mr.  BRYCE:  Can  the  nght  lion. 
Gentleman  tell  us  when  the  Amend- 
ments will  be  placed  on  the  Paper,  and 
when  he  proposes  to  take  the.  Bill  in 
Committee  ? 
•Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  not  able  to 
say  precisely  when  the  Bill  will  be  taken 
in  Committee,  but  the  Araendraentw 
shall  be  plac^*d  on  the  Paper  in  ample 
time  for  consideration  by  the  Scotch 
Members. 


LONDON  SCHOOL  BOARD  BUILDINGS. 
Dr.  FARQUH  arson  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.) :  I  beg  t^i  ask  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  whether,  coneiderins^ 
the  serious  accusations  of  sanitary  aud 
other  structural  defects  recently  made 
against  buildingi*  erected  by  the  London 
8chcx>l  Board,  Government  will  give 
facilities  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Sanitary  Hegistration  of  Buildings  Bill 
now  before  the  House,  or  will  themselves 
tntriiduce  a  Bill  to  prev^ent  the  use  of 
schools  and   other  new   public  buildings 


•'FILLED"  CHEESE. 
Mb.  MARK  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
bright) :  I  beg  Ui  ask  the  President  bf 
the  Board  of  Trade  if  he  can  inform  the 
House  what  is  the  amount  of  tlie  article 
of  food  called  **  filled  cheese,"  imported 
into,  or  manufactured  in.  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland  ;  whether  such  importation 
or  manufacture  is  on  the  increase,  and 
to  what  extent  ;  and  whether  the  Govern* 
ment,  if  in  the  belief  that  it  injures  the 
sale  of  the  genuine  article,  will  legistate 
on  the  subject,  with  a  view  to  marking 
"  filled  cheese,"  as  was  done  in  the 
Margarine  Act? 

•Sib  M.  hicks  BK^CH:  There  is 
no  official  information  respecting  the 
amountof  **  filled  '*  cheese  manufactured  in 
the  United  Kingdom.  Asregardsimportiw 
tion,  I  am  informed  by  the  Customs  that 
of  imitation  cheese,  which  would  include 
*' filled"  cheese,  1,852  cwt,  valued  at 
£3,669,  were  imp^rt^  in  1889,  and  345 
cwt.,  valued  at  £648,  in  the  present  year 
up  to  the  23rd  instant.  Previous  to 
1889  there  were  no  entries  of  such 
cheese.  As  at  present  advised,  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  desirable  to  amend 
the  Margarine  Act. 

HALL.MARKINU  OF  GOLD  AND  SILVER 
PLATE, 
Mn.  MONTAGU  (Tower  Hamlets. 
White  chapel)  :  I  be^  to  ask  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Excheijuer  whether  he  will 
arrang^e  that  silver  plate  shall   in  future 


until  their  titneas  for  mvnitAry  occupation    bo    halbmarked  ;    not   only  the  present 


by   some   competent 


has  been  certified 
authority  1 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  Government 
cannot  undertake  to  give  any  exceptional 
facilities  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Sanitary  Registration  of  BuiJding-s  Bill, 
nor  can  tliey  at  present  ^ive  any  under- 
taking to  introduce  a  Bill  to  prevent  the 

use  of  schools  and  public  building's  until  ,  modifications     in      hall-marking     silror 
their  sanitary  fitness  for  occupation   has    plate    would    help   our   silversmiths     to 


stundanl  of  '925  and  the  Indian  standard 
♦>f  '916,  but  nlso  the  American  and 
Fi*ench  standards  of  '900  and  the  German 
of  -800 ;  and  whether  he  is  avvai'e  that 
gold  watch  cases  ai'c  hall-marked  fifm 
22  to  9  carats,  in  oitler  to  facilittite 
trade  in  foreign  and  colonial  markets, 
and  that  it  is  lielieved  that  simile 
in      '    '^ 


been  certified.  The  granting  of  certifi- 
cates as  to  the  sanitary  fitness  of  premises 
is  not  unattended  with  risk,  unless  the 
duty  of  exam  inn  t ion  is  exercised  with 
great  care  and  under  circumstances  which 
admit  of  a  proper  examination  being 
made.  Any  certificate  as  to  sanitan* 
condition  would  be  rt'gnnled  ns  relieving 
J/f\   W,  IL  Smith 


eomfiete  with  foreign  manufacturers  ? 

Mr,  GOSCHEN  :  The  answer  to  the 
second  question  is,  Yes.  As  regards  this 
first,  I  can  only  refer  the  hon.  Meralier 
to  the  answer  I  gave  last  Tuesday. 
Theoretically  I  hare  no  objection  to  the 
marking  of  British  plate  of  any  quality 
fnr  exportation^  which   I   nnderstand  ijt 
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what  the  hon.  Member  ih  ainiinj?  at- 
But  the  great  majority  of  the  tnide  are 
in  favour  of  compulsory  hall  marking, 
and  I  do  not  see  !iow  tbo  two  v&n  he 
combined,  I  may  add  that  as  sofm  as 
the  Plate  Duties  are  abolished,  these 
matters  cease  to  belong  to  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer. 

INVOICES  FOR  THE  UNITED  STATES. 
Mb.  CAUSTON  (Sonthwark,  W.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  will  now 
inform  the  House  the  result  of  the  nego- 
tiations ATith  the  United  St-ates  Govern- 
ment with  regard  to  modification  of  the 
present  inconvenient  regulations  in 
relation  to  the  declarations  which  part- 
ners in  firms  have  now  personally  to 
make  on  all  consignments  of  goods  to 
that  country  of  the  value  of  ilO  and 
upwards  ? 

♦Sir  JAMES  FERGUS80N :  I  cannot 
give  the  hon.  Member  any  further  in- 
formation than  I  stated  in  reply  to  his 
question  on  the  3 1  at  of  March.  It  is  not 
a  matter  in  which  any  good  would  be 
done  by  pressing  the  United  States 
Government. 

•Subsequently,  Mr,  CAUSTON  asked  : 
Will  the  right  Hon.  Gentleman  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Biard  of  Tiade  s  ly  whether  he 
does  not  think  it  desirable  that  the  United 
States  Government  should  be  pressed  on 
this  matte Fi  and  will  he  urge  on  the 
Foreign  Office  the  importance  of  this 
flubjt^ct  ? 

«Sift  MICHAEL  nrCKS  BEACH :  1 
have  not  seen  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member,  and  I  did  not  hear  the 
answer, 

♦Mb.  CAUSTOX  :  I  will  put  down  the 
question  for  another  day, 

EEGULATIONS  FOR  FOREIGN  SHIPS 
IN  BRITISH  PORTS, 
Mr.  KI.MBER  (Wandsworth)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  Clause  3  of  the  Merchant 
Shipping  Acts  Amendment  Bill  is  in- 
tended to  compel  foreign  as  well  as 
British  ships,  Joacling  at  British  ports»  to 
conform  to  the  regulatiouh  of  tlie  Board 
of  Trade ;  and,  if  so»  whether  the 
Government  is  prepared  to  accept  any 
foreign  legislation  or  regulations  of  a 
like  nature,  which  might  be  made  appli- 
cable to  Britls!i  ves:seU  loading  at 
foreign  ports  ? 


•♦SiK  MICHAEL  HICKS  BEACH  : 
Clause  3  of  the  Merchant  Shipping  Act^ 
Amendment  Bill  would  appear  to  be 
intended  to  compel  foreign  as  well  as 
British  ships  loading  at  port^i  in  the 
United  Kiugdum  to  conform  to  regula- 
tions with  respect  io  loading  made  by 
the  Boaj^l  ot  Tnide  for  preventing  loss 
of  life  at  sea.  The  Government  would 
have  no  reassr>n  to  object  to  theapplinition 
of  simikr  rt^gulatit>ns  to  British  vessels 
loading  in  foi-eign  port«. 

PREVIOUS  CONVICTIONS, 
Mk,  BEADLAUGH  :  I  bei^  to  ask  the 
Lord  Advocate  whether  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  account  of  proceedings 
in  a  recent  trial  at  Minburgh  before  Iji>rd 
Youngs  in  which^  after  the  charge  to  the 
jury^  and  before  the  jurj'  ha*I  considered 
their  verdict,  a  juror  asked  if  there  weiti 
any  prpvious  cfmvictions  against  the  pri- 
soner, and  Lord  Young  replteil,  *'  Oh,  a 
lot  of  thera,  but  they  are  not  to  be  taken 
into  account  until  you  have  returned  your 
vei-dict  '* ;  and  whctlier  this  reply  was 
not  against  the  wjiirit  oi  the  *Crirainal 
Ijaw  Procedure  Act? 

♦Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  I  have 
no  information  other  than  tViat  cont^iined 
in  a  newspaper  paragraph.  If  the  hon. 
Member  desires  full  information  |K?rhaps 
he  will  give  notice  of  the  question. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  1  will  repeat  the 
question  on  Friday, 

RELIOIOOS    I>TSABlLrnE8  REMOVAL 

BILL. 
Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  :  1  beg 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Stirling  Burghs  whether  it 
is  his  intention  to  ask  the  House  to  pro 
ceed  with  the  Religious  Disabilities 
Removal  Bill^  which  stand.^  on  the 
list  of  Orders  for  Second  Reading  t/o- 
night  ? 

♦Mr.  CAJiiPBELL-BANNERM.\N :  I 
have  had  no  notice  of  this  question. 

♦Me,  JOHNSTON  :  I  a[)ologise  for  not 
having  civen  intimation  of  my  question. 

♦Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN:  I 
may  remind  tfie  hon.  Member  tljsit  the 
day  for  which  the  Dill  was  put 
down  was  unfortunately  taken  from 
me  by  the  exigencies  of  public  business, 
and  since  then  T  confess  tliat  the  Bill 
has  been  in  a  hopeless  position  on  the 
Notice  Paper.  1  fuUy  recognise  it  is  a 
Bill  as  to  which  opportunity  should  be 
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given  to  the  Honse  to  express  its  opinion^ 
and  the  object  of  the  Bill  requires  a  full 
statement  in  explanation.  Candidly,  1 
do  not  think  that  an  opportnnity  for 
this  is  likely  to  be  afforded  this  Session  ; 
and  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  fair  to 
avail  myself  of  the  casual  chance 
of  obtaining  a  Second  Reading  at  the  end 
of  an  evening.  I  think,  therefore,  I 
shall  best  consult  the  wishes  of  the  hon. 
Member,  as  well  as  my  own  view  of  the 
convenience  of  the  House,  by  moving 
at  the  proper  time  that  the  Order  be 
discharged. 

LICENCE  DUTIES  (SCOTLAND.) 
•Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BAira^ERMAN  : 
I  take  this  opportunity  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  whether  he  can  make  any  state- 
ment with  regard  to  the  purposes  in 
Scotland  to  which  the  Government  pro- 
pose to  devote  the  proceeds  of  the  new 
duties  f 

•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  We  have  been 
engaged  in  considering  the  question  very 
carefully  to  day.  I  think  the  best  course 
to  take  in  the  matter  is  to  produce  a 
scheme,  in  the  form  of  a  Bill,  which  I 
hope  will  be  laid  on  the  Table  in  the 
course  of  this  week. 

COURSE  OF  BUSINESS. 
Mb.  J.  MORLEY  (Newcastle  upon- 
Tyne):  I  would  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  it  will  be  convenient  to 
him  to  state  what  will  be  the  course  of 
business  for  the  week  ;  and  whether,  in 
view  of  the  large  number  of  Members 
who  wish  to  take  part  in  the  debate  on 
the  Irish  Land  Purchase  Bill,  he  will 
allow  the  Debate  to  be  continued  at  the 
Morning  Sitting  on  Tuesday  ? 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  hope  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  take  into  considera- 
tion the  fact  that  a  large  number  of 
Members  on  this  side  entertain  root  and 
branch  objections  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bill. 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  have  no  doubt 
that  there  are  Members  on  the  Opposi- 
tion Benches  who  entertain  root  and 
branch  objections  to  the  Bill ;  but  they 
have  had  two  nights  on  which  to  express 
their  objections,  and  it  does  not  neces- 
sitate a  very  long  Debate  in  order  that 
expression  may  be  given  to  objections  of 
tliat  character.  The  Government  are 
of  opinion  that  the  four  nights*  Debate 
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which  has  been  arranged  for  is  ample  for 
the  expression  of  opinion  on  both  sides 
of  the  House ;  but  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  his  friends  desire  to 
extend  the  Debate  by  devoting  Tuesday 
morning  to  it  I  will  not  resist  the  appeal. 
For  myself,  judging  from  the  able 
speeches  that  have  already  been 
delivered,  I  think  it  is  hardly  possible 
to  add  much  to  what  has  been  said 
already.  In  the  event  of  the  Debate 
being  continued  on  Tuesday  morning, 
the  Government  will  expect  that  it  will 
be  concluded,  in  accordance  with  the 
understanding  already  arrived  at,  on 
Thursday;  and  I  hope  that,  in  these 
circumstances,  we  may  proceed  with  the 
Allotments  Bill  on  Friday  morning. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  Can  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say  when  the  Lidian 
Councils  Bill  will  be  taken  ;  the  answer 
he  has  just  given  seems  to  preclude  its 
being  taken  this  week  f 

•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  Not  this  week ; 
and  the  Budget  Bill  will,  I  am  afraid, 
occupy  the  greater  part  of  next  week. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH:  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say  it  will  not  be  taken 
until  after  next  week  ?  It  will  be  con- 
venient to  many  Members  to  know. 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  will  undertake 
it  shall  not  be  taken  this  or  n^xt  week. 
•Mb.  W.  H.  smith  rising  again: 
Having  regard  to  the  interests  involved 
in  the  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue 
Bill,  it  is  desirable  that  it  should  be 
read  a  second  time  as  soon  as  possible  ; 
and  if  an  understanding  can  be  arrived 
at  that  it  shall  be  read  a  second  time  on 
Friday,  I  should  be  glad  to  take  it 
instead  of  the  Allotments  Bill.  I  think 
it  would  be  a  public  convenience  if  that 
could  be  done. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  (Derby) :  Has 
the  Bill  been  distributed  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  I  believe  the  Bill 
is  printed,  and  that  it  will  be  in  the 
Vote  OflBce  this  evening,  and  distributed 
to-morrow  morning. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  Surely  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not  expect 
that  we  can  undertake  that  a  Bill  not 
yet  issued  shall  be  read  a  second  time  on 
Friday. 

Sir  W.  LAWSON  (Cumberland, 
Cockermouth) :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  when  the  Bill  for  dealing 
with  public  house  licences  will  be  before 
the  House  ? 
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Quesiioii    again  proposed,  "  That  the 
word  *  now  *  stand  part  of  the  Question," 

Debate  resumed. 


THE  IRISH  POLICE. 

Mr.  HALLEY  STEWART  (Lincoln- 
fehire,  Spalding-) :  The  Chief  Secretary,  in 
answering  my  question  just  now,  re- 
ferred me  to  the  ordinary  process  of  law 
if  I  did  not  consider  the  misconduct  of 
the  policemen  suflSciently  punished. 
Ha}"  I  ask  the  ri^^ht  hon.  Gentleman 
what  punishment  htis  been  awarded ;  and 
whether,  aa  I  can  vouch  for  the  accuracy 
of  the  narrative  I  have  submitted,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  lay  on  the 
Table  the  information  by  which  it  is 
contradicted  ? 

Mr,  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  No,  Sir ;  I  do 
not  think  it  would  be  worth  while, 
unless  the  differences  were  u[x>n  points 
of  material  importance,  which  I  do  not 
gather  that  they  are.  One  of  the  men 
waa  a  sergeant,  and  he  lias  been  de- 
graded to  the  ranks  and  placed  at  the 
bottom  of  the  list — a  punishment  which 
deprives  him  of  considemble  pay  and 
privileges,  and  of  promotion  for  some 
time  to  come.  The  other  constable  has 
been  fined 

Mb.  HALLEY  STEWART:  How 
much? 

Mr.  a,  J.  BALFOUR  r  I  brought 
down  the  details  with  me,  but  I  havo 
now  tora  up  the  |iaper.  I  forget  the 
amouutj  but  the  fine  brings  witli  it  the 
postponement  *^)f  pmypect  of  promotion 
for  a  consiflerable  period. 

Mr.  HALLEY STEVV ART;  And  two 
of  the  men  have  not  Ixk  n  fined  ? 

Mfi.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  do  not 
gather  that  the  other  two  men  committed 
any  offence. 

ORDERS  OF  TUE  BAY, 


PORCdASE  OF  LAND  AND  CONGESTED 

DISTlilCTS   (IRELAND)  BlLf.— (No.  190.) 

aEOO^fD    READIXtU      ADJOURhED    DEBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resaming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [2 1st  April],  **  That  the  Bill  be 
now  read  a  second  time/' 

And  which  Amendment  was»  to  leave 
out  the  word  **  now/*  and,  at  the  end  of 
the  Question,  to  add  the  words  **  upon 
this  day  six  montht</'  -{Mr.  ParnnU,) 


(5.0.)  Mr.  DILLOII  (Mayo,  E.)  :  1 
very  much  regret  that  I  am  compelled  to 
occupy  su  much  time,  but  the  responsi- 
bility for  the  inconvenience  mUiit  rest  with 
the  Government,  who  have  embodied  in 
one  Bill  two  subjects,  each  of  them  large 
enough  to  be  dealt  with  sepaniiely.  I 
pointed  out  on  Thursday  night  what 
was  the  orighi  and  history  uf  the  con- 
pleated  districts,  showing  how  the  con- 
gestioji  was  caused  by  the  ancest/ors  of 
the  present  population  beiug  driven  from 
their  homes,  in  the  eastern  and  centml 
portions  of  Ireland,  to  wiiste  and  barren 
lands  in  the  western  districts,  so  as  to 
enable  the  landlords  of  the  latter  lands 
to  get  rents  which  it  was  not  possible 
otherwi.se  to  obtain.  Thus  the  conges- 
tion of  the  western  districts  was 
delibemtel}^  encouraged,  and  long  con- 
tinued neglect  of  this  horrible  state  of 
things  by  successive  Governmenis  has 
given  these  unhappy  people  a  ckim  on 
the  gencrusity  of  the  English  peopL\Rnd 
on  the  attention  of  the  House.  Now, 
how  docs  the  Bill  propose  to  dcjil  with 
the  matter  ?  The  Bill  proposes  to  con- 
stitute another  Boai'd  in  Ireland,  which 
lias  a  sufficient  number  of  Boaids  already. 
If  Boards  could  inipnive  the  cijudition  of 
Ireland,  no  country  ought  to  be  more 
pi-osperous  i>v  better  governed,  and  I  can 
say,  on  behalf  of  the  people  of  Ireland, 
that  not  even  the  Chairmanship  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  (.^n  reconcile  them  to 
another  B jard  unless  it  is  constituted  on 
a  I  principle  different  from  that  laid  down. 
And  what  are  to  be  the  functions  of  the 
oew  Buard  ?  Those  who  have  studied 
toi;  speeches  (jI  the  Chief  Secretarj^  and 
the  Attorney  Geuei-al  know  that  the 
function  of  the  new  Buard  is  to  be  our 
i)\A  friend  emigiafciuji.  The  main 
reliance  of  the  Government  is, to  emigrate 
the  people  of  th*=^  congested  districts. 
When  T  turn  \u  uie  speech  of  the 
Attori.vy  Geneml  liiul  that  he  inverted 
the  or/i.er  in  which  emignition  and  mi- 
gration were  mentioned  in  the  speech 
of  the  Chief  Secretary,  He  also  said  he 
did  not  believe  migration  to  be  a  possible 
scheme.  He  ghow^ed  that  there  was  no 
i*eal  and  honest  intention  to  give  fair 
play  to  the  migi*ation  scheme.  Let  me 
tell  the  Government,  once  for  all,  that  if 
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they  lean  upon  emicri'ation  a«  a  remedy 
for  tile  tH3Ugest.ed  districts  it  will  be  no 
remedy,  and  if  tbat  is  thoir  main  pro- 
pusal  the  Irish   Members  will  oppose  it, 
and   will    oppose    the   working   of   the 
Commission    by   every   means   in  their 
power.     Emigration  lias  been  trie<l  upon 
our  eountiy   in  a  way  in  which   it  ha« 
never  been   tried  upon  any  country  in 
the  world,  and  we  shall  resist  any  scheme 
for   increasing    the   tide   of  emigration, 
which    is    already    fatally    large.     W© 
know  of  the  existence  in  Ireland  of  a 
email  section   who  deliberately  avow  aa 
their  policy  the  reduction  of  the  popula- 
tion down  to  two  or  throe  millions.     If 
we  turn  to  a  remarkable  work  published 
lately    by  an    American   barrister  who 
travelled  in  Ireland,  Mr,  Pollew,  we  find 
given  there  the  opinion  of  a   gentleman 
of  the  North  of  Ireland  that  Ireland  will 
never  be  peaceable  and  pi^osperous  until 
we  get  the  j>opulation    down    to  three 
mtllionSf   and  until   she  Incomes    what 
nature  intended  her  for,  a  farm  for  Eng- 
land.    That  is  a  policy  wlueh  the  Irish 
Party  has   always  i-esistefl,   and  always 
will    resist.     S<t    much    for    the    policy 
of     emigmtion,     wliich     is     the     main 
policy     put     forwanl      in      this      Bill 
I  now  come  to  the  other  pn>posals   con- 
tained in  this  Bill.     Tht>se  propoaah?  are 
of  an   exti-eraely    vague   and    inde6nit^ 
cliaracter.     First,  there  is  the  extraordi- 
nary   proixLHiil  —  and    I    will    ask    the 
attention  of  Liberal  Members  to  it — that 
T^^ien  a  tenant   wishes  to  part  with  his 
holding  he  shall  be  obliged  to  part  with 
it  either  to  a  neighbour  or  to  the  Land 
Commission  ;    and    then    it    is  provided 
that  if  the  Laud  Comraissioa,  when  they 
get  possession,  thr<  av  down  the  buildings, 
they  shall  pay  the  full  viilue    of   them. 
Observe  liow  that  will  work.     The  Land 
Coraniission  is  compelled  to  buy,  at  the 
full  value,  any  hcjkling  which  the  tenant 
wishes  to  part  with,  if  he  does  not  sell  it 
to  a  neighbour.     The  full  value  must  In?, 
at  least,  the  value  which  the  tenant  paid 
t.'>  his  landlord,  or   he  will  not  consider 
that  he  is  fairly  treated.  The  tenant  is  not 
to  l)e  allowed  to  sell  m  the  open  market, 
but  lie  is  U^  l>e  compelled  to  go  either  to 
the  Land  Commission  or  to  a  neighbour. 
If  he  g<3es  to  the  latt(*r  he  will  probably 
not  get   full   value.      The    rewult    will 
be  that  the  Ltmd  Commission,  having  ad- 
vanceti  to  the  tenants  the  money  to  buy 
their  holdings,  will  be  obliged   to  buy  a 
Mr,  DUlon 


great  many  of  those  holdings  again.  That 
is  the  way  in  which  this  provision  wilj 
work,  and  I  say  it  will  lea<l  to  a  frigbtfuf 
loss  of  money  to  the    Board,    and  to  an 
immense  quantity  of  jobbery  and  corrup- 
tion* Next,  they  are  to  have  power  to  sell 
for  rtn^dy  money  only   seed    potat^ies  at 
cost  price  J   they   are   not   to  make  any 
money  by  the  transaction.     Did  anybody 
ever  hear  of  such  a  proposal  ?     It  ia  od€ 
which  either  will  pauperise,  or  will  be 
of  an  exceedingly  trifling  ehanictc»r.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  states  that  he  ha* 
persuaded  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer to  gniut  him  fundK  fnr  the  purpose 
of  discovering  where  the  tlsh  are  on  the 
West  Coast  c^f  Ireland.     *•  At  presents" 
said  the  Chief  Secretary,    *'  we  are  in    a 
state    of    absolute   ignorance   as  to  the 
fishing     resources     of     Irehind."       Wi 
there  ever  such  a  confession  made  before  I 
Why,  the  subject  has  been    l>efor©   the 
House  for  50  yeai^s,  aud  if  the  Govern- 
ment  are  in  a  state  of  absolute  ignorance 
as  to  the  fishing  resources  in  Irehind,  the 
Manxmen    and    the    French    boats    get 
thousands  cf  pounds    worth   of  fish    off 
the   Irish  coast  {^\^v\   year.       Irishmen 
kno>v,  as   well  as  Manxmen   or  French 
men,  hnw  and  where  to  cat^-*h  the  fish; 
but  they  have  neither  the  boats  nor  th€ 
harbours    which    ai'e    necessary.     Th 
this    new    Board    may,    if    they    like, 
improve    tlie   breeds   of    poultry  in  the' 
West  nf  1  Inland,  and,  if  they   think   lit, 
teach  the  art  of  lish-curing.     I  will  take 
the  lil^rty  to  read  to  the  House  some  ot 
the    comments    of    the    Dublin    Dailjf 
Exprem  on  this  great  measure,  which  is 
to  bring  peace  and  happiness  to  Ireland. 
The    Exptiiis    holds    that    one    rf    the 
causes  of  poverty   is  the   cultivation  of 
p:>tato   land   in    the  congested  districts^ 
and  it  adds  that  the  best  thing  that  can 
be  said  of  the  Seed  Potati*  Clause  is  to 
wish  that  it  may  be  inoperative.     With 
regard    to    instruction     in     fish-curing, 
the  Express  holds  that  that   is   a  good 
thing,  but  it   misses  any  mention   of  a 
power    to    buy    l>oats    or    any    iishing 
appliances.     Certainly    fish    canuot    be 
euiTd  until  they  aiT  caught,  any  more 
than    a  hare  can   be  jugged  until  it  is 
caught.     The  Daily  Express  goes  on  t<j 
say  that  these  proposals,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  the  Seed  Clau.se,  can  do  no  harm 
and  may  do  some  good,  but  they  will 
not  solve  the  congested  districts  problem. 
This     is      the     deliberately     expressed 
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opinion   of   the   organ    of    the   Clovern- 
meiit. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr  Balfour,  Manchester,  E.)  i 
Organ  of  the  Government  \ 

Mb.  DILLON :  Yes,  the  organ  of  the 
Government,  for  the  Chief  Secretary 
sttbsidises  it  by  giving  it  all  the  Govem- 
ilient  advertisements  ;  but  I  am  afraid 
that,  after  this  exjwsure,  the  advertise- 
ments may  be  withib-awn.  The  Ejcpresa 
sums  up  its  opinion  of  this  portion  of 
the  Bill  by  stiyiug — 

"It  is  R  yf;ry  elaborate  piece  of  machinery, 
no  doubt,  but  aa  there  i&  no  coiil  in  the  furnace 
or  water  in  the.  boiler,  thtt  edgino  cannot  be 
eipectod  to  do  much  work,'* 

Such  is  the  judi^meut  of  the  organ  <jf 
the  Ministerial   Party  in   Ireknd,     The 
fact  i»^  t)\e  Bill  has  no  friends  in  Ireland, 
because   its   proposals  aiv   utterly  futile 
and  illusory.     I  now  come  to  my  second 
point,  and  that   is  aa  to  the  funds  to  Ix* 
placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  new  Board. 
I  really  had  supposed  that  this  Board 
'was  going  to  be  lilx*rally  and  generously 
endowed   by    the    British   Treasury   for 
carrying   uut   this   scheme,   but,  to   my 
horror,  I  find   that  there  are  absolutely 
no  funds  at  all  for  carrying  out  this  |iart 
of  the  measure.     The  solo  pnivisiou  in 
the  Bill  with  regard  to  the  pn>ciirement 
of  funds  merely  gives  the  Board  power 
to  **ac45ept  any  gifts  of  proprty  mrwle  to 
them  for  the  purpt:rses  of  this  Act"     It 
is,   no    doubt,   true    that    the    sum    of 
£1,500,000   is  charged  on  what  remains 
of  the  Irish  Church  surplus  for  the  pur« 
poses  of    this  part  of   the  Act.     But  I 
protest    against   such    a    burden     being 
placed  on  this  fund.     ThLs  is  a   purely 
Irish  fund,  and  it  will   Ix^  wanted,  when 
Home   Rule  is  in  operation,  for  puqxisea 
of  education  in  Ireland.     This  fund  it  is 
now  proposed   to  substitute  in  the  con- 
gested districts  for   the  guarantees  pro* 
yided  in  other  parts  of  Ii-eland.     What 
dues  that  mean  1    The  Chief   Secretarj^ 
admits  that  the  only  risk   in  the  case  of 
his  Land  Piirohaso  scheme  will  he  in  the 
.i^ongestcd  districts,  and  accorflingly  he  is 
providing  for  such    risks    by  means  of 
irhftt  remains  of  the  Irish  Church  Fund. 
This  will  Irnvc  the   inevitable   result  of 
llowing  landlords  to  get  more  than  the 
Jljeal  value  of  their  land.     It  is  a  direct 
ticentive    to    the  Land    Commission    to 
iiow  the  landlord   to  get  more  tlian  thr 
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real     value.       If     tbe     Irish     Chuivh 
surplus  is    to    be  used    as    a    ;^-uamntce 
for     the    repayment    of    the    imrchase 
money     in     the    *  congested     tlistricts, 
it  will,  instead  of   being   used   for   the 
other    objects   of    the    Board,    find    its 
wjiy  into  the  pockets  of  the  t'nn naught 
lundhu'ds.       The    Chief   Swretary    said 
that  in  the  congested  districts  14   yeai's' 
purt-hase  was  tlie  fair  value  vf  the  land  ; 
but  it  18  double  the  value    of    the    land, 
and  the  result  will  be  that   the   Ghurcl'i 
surplus     vAW    go    in     making     up     the 
guamntee  on  sales  in  su<?h  districts,  and 
I  will,  ultimately,  disappear  altogether.    I 
protest  absolutely  and    entirely   against 
such    a    use   of   the    surjilus.      A   fund 
which    is    intended    for    the     common 
benefit  must  not  be  allowcil  to  go  into 
tlie  pm'kets  of  a   class   of   men    whom  I 
niay  justly  describe  as  the   most   utterly 
worthless  class    to  be    found    in    all  the 
world.     The  landlords  in  the   congested 
districts  are    an    unmitigated    curse.     I 
protest  against  this  ]mrt  of   the    Bill  on 
[two  grounds  :   First,  because  the  substi- 
tution iif  a  real   guarantee   for   illusory 
ones  will  artificially  raise  the  price  of  the 
It ol ding,  and   give   the    Irish    landlords 
moL-e  fjower  than  they  arc^  justly  entitled 
U\\  and,  secondly,  because  the  fund  will 
not  ]n}  expended  for   tl)e    benefit    of  the 
people    In   the  congested    districts.     The 
resources  thus  placed  by  the  Bill  at    the 
diH|>o.Kal  (if  the  Boanl  to  b- created,  vanish 
away  entirely  upiar   criticjil  exaraimiHon 
of  the  measure.     1   shall   resist,    to    the 
utmost  of  my  pfwen  this  i^ro^xissil   so  to 
ntilise  the  Church   Funrl.      If    the    diffi- 
<mlty  in  regard  to  the  (Mtngt»sted  districts 
is  to  be  settled,  it  might  to  l>e  settled  out 
of    funds    pn^vided    from    the    Impiaial 
Exchequer.     Jf  the  Government  are  not 
prepared   to   act   thus   generously   they 
ought    not    U>      touch      the      question 
at  all,  but  leave  it  to  be  settled   when 
the  Irish  people  manage  their  own  jiffairs. 
Unless  your  interference  in   this  matter 
is  based   on    bri^ad    and     statesmanlike 
grounds    you    wnll    simply    make    bad 
matters    wm'ae.       With    regard   to   the 
question      of     the    congested     districts 
generally,  I  desire  to  point  out  that  it  is 
absolutely    essential     that    the     House 
should    clearly    understand     what    the 
scheduled  cxingested  di^ricts  are  to  be. 
Tlie  hon-   MemWr  for  South  Tyrone,  ill 
an  article   in  the   Xinrfr*  nth  Century  \n 
January  last,  defined  them  m  all    lying 
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within  1 5  miles  of  tiie  sea,  to  the  west 
of  a  line  drawn  from  Donegal  tt3  Kerry, 
and  he  said  that  these  districts  alone  are 
in  need  of  heroic  remedies.  This  line  of 
demarcation  would  exclude  from  the 
area  of  "  tlie  congesfcetl  districts  '*  all  the 
grass  lands  from  which  the  population 
have  been  driven  into  the  congested  dis- 
tricts. But  the  Board  can  do  nothing 
if  the  contiguous  grass  lands  are  ex- 
cluded from  their  jurisdiction.  The 
Board  should,  if  the  scheme  is  to  have 
anj  prospect  of  success,  have  control  over 
all  the  counties  of  Donegal,  Leitrim, 
Rosw>mmon,  Galway,  and  the  western 
half  of  Cork  and  Kerrj'.  The  hon. 
Meml?er,  in  the  same  article,  gives  figures 
showing  the  decrease  of  the  population 
in  certain  districts,  which  include  the 
rich  gross  lands  of  Gal  way  and  Roscom* 
mon,  but  he  abstains  from  going  into  an 
analysis  of  the  decrease,  or  he  would 
have  seen  that  it  is  in  inverse  proportion 
to  the  richness  of  the  land  ;  that  where 
the  land  is  worst  the  p>puktion  has  in- 
creased. And  here  I  must  refer  to  a 
cmel  and  brutal  senttnce  in  the  article — 
a  sentence  of  a  nature  which  causes 
crime  in  Ireland.  After  treating  of  the 
question  of  depopulation,  the  hon»  Mem- 
ber says — - 

**  The  fact)  are  all  against  iht  patriota,  and  qo 
amount  of  scroechiDg  will  prevent  r-inchiog." 
By  *'  screeching  "  the  hon.  Alember,  no 
doubt,  means  agitation.  It  is  rather  a 
dangerous  thing  to  point  out  that  mere 
Oonstitutifjual  agitation  will  not  put  an 
end  to  a  great  grievance.  In  one  district 
alone,  seven  or  eight  thousand  houses 
have  been  levelled  with  the  aid  of  the 
crowbar.  Are  we  to  be  told,  then,  that 
no  amount  of  screeching  will  prevent  the 
destruction  of  the  houses  of  the  people  1 
We  have  sought  to  induce  the  people  to 
believe  that  agitation  and  debate  in  this 
House  will  save  them  from  ranching. 
If  the  hon.  Member  tells  us  that 
screeching  will  not  do  it,  then, 
I  aak,  what  will  do  it  ?  The 
system  of  ranching  has  been  intro- 
duced into  Ireland,  and  120,000,  perhaps 
200,000  persons,  have  been  swept  out  of 
that  most  fertile  county  the  County  of 
Meath,  in  40  years.  Ranching  was  also 
introduced  into  Tippemry,  and  uut  of  the 
420,000  people  who  lived  there  in  1849 
there  are  now  only  190,000,  whilst 
35,000  human  habitations  have  been 
thiujwn  down  and  levelled  to  the  ground. 
Mr.  DUlm 


That  is  what  the  hon.  Member  caiU 
*'  ranching,"  and  wliat  he  says  is  to  bo  J 
the  future  fate  of  Ireland.  I  believe  that 
agitation  and  talking  will  stop  this,  and 
1  must  say  I  should  take  a  gloomy  view 
of  Ireland  if  I  did  not  think  that  by 
what  the  hon.  Member  is  pleased  to  call 
"  screeching/*  we  shall  be  able  to  prevent 
the  evils  of  which  we  complain.  You 
must  include  in  the  congested  districta 
the  whole  of  the  counties  I  have 
alluded  to,  and  the  first  and  pre- 
liminary step  before  anything  else  is 
done  for  the  relief  of  the  congested  dia^j 
tricts  will  be  to  deal  witli  the  questionJ 
of  ranching.  It  is  not  only  useless  but 
worse  than  useless — it  is  wrung  to  pour 
any  money  into  those  distrieti*  unless  you 
dt>  what  I  have  suggested.  If  the  land 
is  rented  at  three  times  its  value,  whal 
will  be  the  effect  of  endeavouring' 
to  alienate  the  people  by  means  of  British 
money  ?  You  will  simply  enable  tenanta 
to|>ay  rents  which  otherwise  they  could(| 
not  possibly  pay,  and  your  money  will  go  ' 
into  the  pockets  of  the  landlords.  The 
land  in  many  cases  is  so  poor  that  if  the 
people  paid  any  rent  at  all  they  could  not 
live  on  it,  and  you  pn>po8e  to  assist  them 
to  hve  on  it  by  enabling  them  to  pay 
£\  i>r  10s.  an  acre  fir  land  that  is  not 
worth  a  shilHng,  and  to  send  armies  to 
tear  the  roofs  off  their  houses  and  turn 
them  out  into  the  ditches,  if  they  do  not 
continue  to  pay  the  rents.  Before  you 
deal  with  the  question  of  congested 
districts  you  must  deal  with  this  question 
of  ranching.  It  must  be  dealt  with  on 
entirely  dillerent  principles  in  the  West 
of  Irelanil.  I  should  propose  to  deal 
with  it  on  the  liuen  laid  down  by  General 
Gonion  in  his  letter  from  the  Glengariff© 
Hotel,  in  188L  You  speak  of  Gordon 
as  a  hero  when  he  goes  to  the  Soudan, 
and  you  raise  statues  to  him,  but  w^hen 
he  speaks  of  Ireland  and  tells  you  what 
you  ought  to  do  with  regard  to  the 
poor  peasantry  there,  you  shut  your  ears. 
Gordon  is  a  prophet,  like  many  another 
man,  on  various  parts  of  the  earth,  but 
he  was  no  prophet  in  Ireland  because  his 
verdict  was  not  favourable  t-o  the  Irish 
landlords.  What  did  he  say  ?  He  sug- 
gested the  immediate  buying  out  of  the 
landlords  by  compulsion,  and  by  totally  i 
different  machinery  from  that  which i 
would  be  applied  to  the  larger  farms.  I 
should  propose,  therefore,  that  in  the 
West,   before  any   attempt  is  made  ba 
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alleviate  the  condition  of  the  people^  yon 
should  aiithoriBe  the  CouifreBted  District 
Commissioners  to  bny  out  all  the  Western 
landlords  in  respect  of  holdings  valued 
at  under  £20  a  year,  by  a  rongh  and 
ready  valtiation.  It  should  be  done 
rapidly,  and  by  a  much  cheaper  and  more 
effective  machinery  than  you  would 
apply  to  the  ordinary  condition  of  Ire- 
land. I  should  roughly  calculate  that 
the  figure  at  which  you  would  buy  out 
these  men,  would  be  about  eight  years 
purchase  on  Griffith  s  valuation.  I  main- 
tain,  and  I  am  prepared  to  prove,  that 
you  would  be  girtng  more  than  the 
miwlcet  value  of  the  property  in  giving 
eight  years  purclwise.  1  know  men  in 
the  West  of  Ireland  who  paid  six  years 
purchase  for  their  estates,  and  who  are 
now  getting  10  percent,  on  their  invest- 
ment.  Laud  is  an  article  which  is 
absolutely  unsaleable  and  will  never 
a^in  be  saleable  in  the  open  market.  If 
you  give  the  landlords  eight  years 
purchase  you  will  be  giving  them  more 
than  the  land  is  worth.  What  C(uild 
you  do  then?  You  could  immediately 
reduce  the  rents  all  over  the  West  of 
Ireland  by  about  40  per  cent,  ou  Grif- 
fith's valuation.  You  could  deal  at  the 
same  time  with  tlm  question  of  arrears 
in  a  liberal  spirit,  and  you  could,  and  you 
ought  to,  aUilish  all  rent  in  the  Western 
Islands — in  Inuisturk»  Innislwffin,  and 
Clare  Island^ — because  it  is  nothing 
short  of  a  mockery  to  try  to  c^dlect 
rents  on  those  islands.  You  would  then 
have  laid  the  basis  of  a  real  and  honest 
attempt  to  alleviate  the  condition  of  the 
people,  lx>eause  you  would  have  stopped 
the  drain  on  the  rack  rents,  which  are 
largely  absentee  rents,  and  which  act  as 
a  leak  in  the  West  of  Ireland*  I  would 
go  on  to  say  that  in  these  districts  the 
whole  system  of  purchase  oi  land  and 
registration  of  title  should  be  totally 
different  from  that  prevailing  in  this 
country  and  in  Dublin  under  the  present 
Land  Commission.  When  a  sale  was 
effected  I  would  have  the  Comniissioners 
take  over  the  documents  of  the  landlord 
and  treat  the  entry  in  his  book  as  the 
title  of  the  tc*nant ;  and  I  would  effect 
the  sales  at  local  centres,  as  is  done  in 
America,  the  whole  transaction  costing, 
perhaps,  no  more  than  lOs,  In  this  way 
you  would  render  the  sale  of  holdings 
easy,  and  would  establish  a  system  which 
would    be    valuable    both    to     Ireland 


(IrdatiJ)  BUI. 


L550 


and  this  cjuntiy  as  well.  I  would 
affix  to  every  holding  in  the 
West  of  Ireland  affected  b}'  the  BUI  the 
following  conditions: — No  sub-letting; 
no  sub-division  of  land  ;  no  mortgaging  ; 
and  I  would  go  further,  and  say — and  this 
I  would  urge  on  the  attention  nf  the 
House,  for  it  is  of  the  utmost  importance 
—that  the  interest  in  the  holding  of  any 
of  these  tenants  should  not  be  seizable 
for  any  debts  of  any  kind  contracted 
after  the  passing  of  the  Act.  That  is  an 
important  provision,  which  is  gaining 
ghJund  in  America  every  diiy*  It  would 
remove  the  objection  often  urged  against 
the  plan  I  suggest,  namely,  that  the 
tenants  would  get  into  the  hands  of  the 
usurers,  and  it  would  sweep  away  a 
dangerous  system  of  credit,  which  has 
been  the  cause  of  much  evil.  1  am  con- 
vinced the  Irish  Imnkers  would  rejoice 
to  see  the  present  system  swept  away, 
and  I  feel  sure  that  the  adoption  of  this 
plan  I  recommend  would  bo  a  useful 
experiment,  not  only  as  regards  Ireland, 
but  also  so  far  as  England  herself  is  con- 
cerned. I  believe  that  the  fears  which 
are  expressed  as  to  the  adoption  of  such 
a  system  as  this  increasing  the  congestion 
is  perfectly  illusoiy.  Having  d<'ne  wlmt 
I  suggest,  and  having  simplified  and 
facilitated  the  sales  of  holtlings,  if  you 
came  in  with  a  provision  which 
I  shall  presently  point  out  to  alleviat.^ 
the  social  condition  of  the  people,  the 
tendency  would  be  t*>wards  consolidation 
of  holdings,  and  not  sub-divisiun.  If  you 
could  sell  these  holdings  without  lawyers, 
according  as  the  people  rose  in  the  social 
scale,  and  got  accustomed  to  live 
better,  so  they  would  object  to  see 
their  children  live  like  pigs,  and  as  a 
man  saved  money  without  those  dis* 
turhing  inftuences  which  exist  at 
pi-esent  between  landlord  and  tenant 
—such  as  boycotting — the  farms  would 
improve  to  such  level  as  the  economical 
condition  of  the  country  would  point  to. 
I  would  suggest  to  the  Government  that, 
to  aid  this  process  of  consolidation,  where 
one  farm  was  purchased  for  the  purpose 
c^f  being  joined  to  another  the  purchaser 
should  have  power  to  apply  to  the  Com* 
missioners  to  send  a  valuer  on  to  the  pro- 
perty, and  if  the  valuer  thought  it  desir- 
able, he  should  be  able  to  advance  a 
portion — not  all  by  any  means — but,  say, 
a  fourth  of  the  value  of  the  buildings 
destroyed.  That  would  gire  a  neighbour 
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a  slight  advantage  over  »  stranger,  and 
would  aid  the  procesa  of  amalgaiua- 
tioiu  In  the  West  the  people  have 
been  reduced  to  a  most  abject  state  of 
p:>verty  ;  and  why  I  Because  of  the 
opeiatiou  of  unjust  laws  which  have 
ground  them  down  into  a  condition 
of  wretchedness.  I  have  seen  in  he 
West  of  Ireland  thi-ete  families,  number- 
ing 27  individuals*  trying'  to  get  a  living 
out  of  nine  acres  of  bog,  for  which  they 
paid  a  guinea  an  itcre  to  a  late  Member 
of  tliw  Honse^  whose  name,  however,  I 
will  not  mention,  though  lie  sat  here  for 
20  years*  This  landowner  encouraged 
his  tenant  to  plant  one  id  hia  sons  on 
each  side  i'f  him  in  order  to  secure  a 
miserable  rent,  regardless  of  ih^  eharac- 
t-er  of  the  land.  That  is  the  system 
whicli  has  been  crushing  the  |ieople 
down ;  and  I  maintain  tbat  those  who 
have  helped  to  j)as8  the  laws  under  which 
such  a  cundition  of  things  was  possible 
sh«>uld  now  give  some  consideration  and 
fair  play  tt^  us,  who  have  l>ecn  strutrgling 
to  raise  these  people  from  the  horrible 
morass  of  misery  and  degradation  into 
which  they  bare  sunk*  Then,  I  would 
re-distribute  the  Poor  Law  Unions  in  the 
congested  districts,  so  as  not  to  have  a 
Union  consisting  wholly  of  a  crowded 
and  very  poor  district.  The  landlords 
have,  in  most  cases,  creattd  these  con- 
gested districts  by  driving  the  people 
from  the  g<x»d  land,  which  they  have 
turned  into  large  gmzing  blocks.  Are 
these  blocks  to  go  scot  free  ?  Certainly 
not*  The  rate  where  the  clearances 
have  taken  place  is  down  at  a  low  figure, 
and  in  the  districts  to  which  the  poor 
peasantry  have  been  driven  it  is  high, 
and  in  these  districts,  directly  a  perioil 
of  distress  comes,  the  whole  Poor  Law 
system  collapses.  To  correct  this  1 
would  give  the  Poi>r  Law  Authority 
power  to  levy  exceptional  nites  on  these 
blocks  of  grazing  land,  say  of  1 00  acres. 
In  an  opposite  direction  the  same  prin- 
ciple wai*  enforced  in  the  old  days  of  the 
tithe,  and  if,  in  the  olden  days,  a  differen- 
tial rate  was  struck  against  the  poor 
man,  I  do  not  see  why  there  should  not 
be  a  differential  rate  now  against  the 
rich  extermiimtor.  With  regard  to  the 
Western  seaboard,  I  would  propose  that 
we  should  have  good  deep  sea  harbtmrs 
constructed  there,  and  that  a  reasonable 
sum  should  lx«  provided  by  ^^y 
of  loan,  in  order  to  enable  the 
Mr.  DiUoH 


people  to  obtain  boats*  nets,  and 
other  appliances*  Experimenta  in  thia 
direction  having  been  tried  in  Ireland 
with  the  most  complete  success,  I  do 
not  see  why  the  Government  should  not 
follow  on  in  the  same  course,  and  rescue 
many  villages  on  the  West  Coast  from 
their  present  condition  of  poverty  and 
miflery.  I  would  give  the  Commissioners 
power  tn  purchase  grass  lands  and  other 
tracts  of  land,  and  to  use  tiiem  for  tbe 
purj>ose  of  migration.  The  Att^irney 
Creneral  for  Ireland  has  no  faith  in 
migration,  but  it  appears  to  m©  tbett 
thei-e  ai'e  cases  wheie  the  system  might 
be  tried  with  g<Jod  prospects  of  success. 
I  know  a  case  in  Western  Mayo  wher^ 
land  which  has  been  let  to  a  Scotch 
gmzier,  by  Lord  Sligo,  might  be  obtained 
for  this  purjwsc*  I  am  in  favour,  at  all 
events,  of  gniuting  sufficient  funds  to 
the  Board  of  Commissioners  to  try  the 
experiment.  I  would  try  it  first  on  a 
veiy  small  scale,  but  1  have  always 
thought  that  the  problem  of  dealing  with 
congested  districts  in  Ireland  must  be 
considei"ed  in  the  light  of  20  years 
of  work.  I  now  come  to  the  last  point 
I  have  to  trouble  the  House  with,  and  I 
dij  not  know  that  it  is  not  the  meet 
inipirtant.  We  protest  against  the  C43n- 
stitutinn  of  a  new  Board  in  Ireland, 
unletiis  it  l)e  formed  on  different  prin- 
ciples and  of  different  materials  from  the 
old  Bi>ard.  Unless  the  Government 
give  us  and  our  Party  a  fair  voice  iii 
the  constitution  of  that  Bdaid.  the 
scheme  is  doomed  to  failure.  Wbat 
reason  is  there  for  trying  to  settle  the 
]>roblem  of  congested  districts  without 
giving  some  voice — and  I  say  it  should 
be  a  preponderating  voice — to  the  people 
yvhn  speak  for  evejy  single  tenant  in  those 
diHtricts  I  You  may  question  our  right 
to  spc*ak  for  Ireland.  Ton  may  talk  of 
Ulster  and  the  industrial  }>eoplc  of  Bel- 
fast, but  is,  there  a  Member  of 
this  House  who  says  we  have  no 
right  to  speak  for  the  p»or  tenantry 
t»f  the  West  t»f  Ireland?  If  you  fi^ 
going  to  deal  with  this  nuestion,  you 
must  mlmit  a  majority  of  Nationalists  to 
the  Board.  We  want  and  would  accept 
from  you  no  stilaries.  Our  men  cannot 
touch  salaries  from  the  English  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland,  and  du  n<jt  want  to.  If 
you  are  not  prejmred  to  do  what  weask,^! 
say  your  scheme  is  foredoomed  io 
failure,  and  it  is  of  not  the  slightest  use 
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to  wa^to  the  enomioiis  amount  of  time 
that  must  be  taken  up  in  discussing  it, 
and  to  waste  the  money  tliat  will  be 
expended  in  vvorkinsc  the  nuichinery  of 
the  measure.  Before  I  sit  down  let  me 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  one 
fact.  It  is  stated  in  Clause  54  that  one 
member  of  the  Congested  District 
Board  is  fc(j  V>e  a  member  of  the  Lund 
Cumm.is8ton.  Who  is  that  meml>er  to 
be  1  la  it  meant  that  Mr.  John  Georg'e 
McCarthy  ftball  be  removed  from  the 
Land  Commission  and  that  that  Com- 
mission shall  l>o  handed  over  to  Mr, 
Wrencli  and  Mr,  Stanislas  Wrench,  who 
ia  the  first  cousin  of  the  authf>r  of 
PurneUism  and  Crime,  and  the  farmer 
of  the  worst  land  T  have  ever  seen    iii 

reknd  1  It  is  well  known  that  Mr.  J. 
G.  McCarthy  has  stripped  some  fmudu- 
lent  sales,  and  that  he  lias  tb'awn  upon 
himself  the  hatred  of  the  Torj-  Party  in 
Ireland,  aud  if  you  witbrlraw  him  from 
the  Commission  its  chamcter  will  be 
thoroughly  understood  in  Ireland.  I 
have  to  lay  these  suj^gestioiis  before  the 
House*  I  think  the  poor  people  in  the 
West  of  IreltfcTid  have  a  claim  upon  the 
House  and  upon  the  British  community. 
I  do  not  think  you  can  solve  the  ques* 
tion  without  running  some  risk  to  the 
British  Exchequer,  but  if  you  are  not 
prepared  to  deal  with  it  in  the  spii'it  I 
have  sugijested  I  would  appeal  to  the 
Government  to  save  their  time  and  tlie 
time  of  the  House  by  abandoning  tiieir 
prop!:>sals  and  putting  off  the  con- 
sideration of  this  question  to  some  future 
tinie, 

(5.540  Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN'  (Bir- 
miugham,  W.)  :  I  do  not  propose  tin  the 
present  oi'casion  to  follow  at  any  length 
tlie  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  in  the 
remarks  he  has  mnde  upon  that  portion 
t)f  the  Bill  which  deals  witli  the  con- 
gested districts.  I  think,  however,  the 
House  must  be  grateful  to  the  hon. 
Meml>er^  not  only  for  the  frankness  of 
Vis  criticisms  on  this  part  of  the  Govern - 

aent  proposal,  but  also  beciiuse,  follow- 

'mgthe  example  of  his  leader,  he  lias  not 

been  content  with    mere   criticism,  but 

has    placed  a  plan  of  bis  own  before  the 

consideration    of    the     House.       I    am 

iquite  sure    that   the    plun    will  receive 

"careful      and      serious      consideration^ 

Tliere    are    many    parts    of   it — I    am 

speaking  more  particularly  of  the  details 

which  have  been   exjilained  to  us — that 


would  com^mend  themselves  at  once  to 
both  sides  of  the  House.  F<ir  instance, 
I  tliijik  tiiat  all  of  us  would  approve  of 
auy  scheme  which  could  establish  a 
cheap  system  of  land  registi'ation  and  of 
laud  transfer,  even  if  it  applied  only  to 
this  particular  class  of  property,  I 
think,  also,  that  we  c-ould  agree  with  the 
hon.  Member  that  if  something  is  to  be 
done  for  these  people— if,  with  the 
assistance  of  the  State  and  of  Parlia- 
ment, they  are  to  be  placed  in  a  better 
position — Parliament  and  the  State  have 
some  right  to  make  conditions  in  order 
to  prevent  the  j>08sibility  of  this  part  of 
the  country  going  back  to  tlie  state  from 
which  it  has  been  rescued.  Accordingly 
it  would  be  wise  to  introduce  stringent 
pi*ovisions  a^inst  8ul>-!etting,  and 
agiiinst  the  disposal  of  the  proixnty, 
except  under  proper  conditions.  But  I 
suppose  that  the  crux  of  the  hon, 
Member*s  plan  is  t-o  be  found  in  hia 
proposal  for  the  further  lining  down  of 
rents,  and  this  time  the  lining  down  is 
to  be  without  compensation,  because 
what  I  understood  the  hon.  Member  to 
propose  is,  that  you  should  take  rents  in 
this  part  of  the  country— rents  that  are 
already  **fair  rents/'  having  been 
revised  by  the  judicial  tribunal  appointed 
for  the  purpose  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  rents  first 
revised  and  then  reviewed  in  conse- 
quence of  the  fall  of  prices — and  that 
you  should  cut  them  down  to  eight 
years*  purchase  of  the  valuation.  That, 
I  supjxDse,  would  be  about  five  years' 
purchase  of  the  **  fair  ront.'^  Of  course, 
tliat  is  a  very  dmstic  pmposaL 

Mu,  DILLON :  I  am  sorry  to  inter- 
rupt, but  I  did  not  propose  anything  of 
the  sort.  I  proposed  that  the  interest 
of  these  landjords  in  the  West  should  be 
purcimsed  at  a  valuation  of  that  interest 
without  reference  to  the  rent.  I  said, 
only  for  the  purpose  of  argument,  that, 
as  far  as  my  knowledge  goes,  a  fair  price 
would  roughly  be  eight  years'  pnrchase 
of  the  valuation.  I  nmy  tell  tjje  right 
hon.  Gentleman  tiuit  in  the  West  of 
Ireland  i-ecent  Land  Courts  have  reduced 
the  rents  to  an  average  of  40  per  csent. 
below  Griffith's  valuation. 

Mr.  J.  CHAilBERLAIN :  But  you 
cannot  consider  this  sort  vf  transaction 
from  the  point  of  view  of  one  side  alone  ; 
and  if  a  landlord  is  now  getting  about 
£100  a  year  for  bis  property,  he  wonM 
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think  it  very  hard  measure  if  he  is  to 
be  asked  to  give  his  property  up  for  a 
net  sum  of  £500.  This  proposal  is  so 
drastic  that  it  cuuld  not  be  justified 
unless  the  hon.  Member  is  able  to  prove, 
as  perhaps  he  may  be  able  to  provc%  that 
the  landlords  in  thispart  of  Ii*t^landare  an 
unmitigated  eurae,  and  that  in  all  their 
relations  with  their  tenants  they  have 
shown  an  absolute  neglect  of  the  duties 
naturally  belonging  to  the  possession  of 
property.  I  now  pass  to  consider  the 
earlier  part  of  the  hoii.  Member's  speech* 
In  the  commencement  he  referred  to  the 
failure  of  past  land  legislation  iu  regard 
to  li eland  ;  and  I  think  that  he  attributed 
it  to  the  fact  that  Irish  opinion  had  never 
lieen  consulted  with  reference  U}  it ; 
the  legislation  wliich  had  been  passed 
was  in  reality  foreign  legislation,  and 
consequently  it  liad  been  entirely  unsuc- 
cessful. The  hon.  Member  went  on 
to  complain  that  this  course,  taken  in 
tho  past,  was  again  going  to  be  pursued 
by  the  Goremment— that  we  were  again 
going  to  enter  upon  important  legisla- 
tion without  consulting  the  E-epresenta* 
tives  of  the  Irish  people,  and  without  in 
any  way  consulting  the  Irish  people 
themselves.  1  think  an  opinion  of  the 
same  kind  has  already  been  expressed 
by  some  of  my  right  hon.  Friends.  }A\ 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid 
Ijothian  put,  as  his  first  vital  objeeiifjn 
to  the  Bill,  that  Irish  assent  was  not  asked 
to  the  propositions  wliich  it  contained. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Newcastle,  at  Rochdale  the  other  nigl.t, 
spoke  with  some  severity  of  what  he 
called  the  infatuation  and  blind  conceit 
of  the  IJnionist  Party,  who  fancied  thtit 
they  knew  more  of  this  complex  question 
of  the  Irish  laud  tlian  the  Irish  Members 
themselves,  and  that  they  were  better 
able  to  find  remedies  than  five-sixths  of 
the  Representatives  of  Ireland.  Let  me 
say,  in  the  first  place,  that  I  admit 
that  there  is  great  force  in  this  conten- 
tion. At  any  rate,  one  thing  is 
clear,  that  if  we  have  against  ns 
the  hostility  of  five  sixths  of  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  Ireland  and  of  all  the  people 
they  represent,  not  only  will  that  in  all 
likelihood  very  seriously  hamper  and 
delay  the  further  progress  of  this  Bill, 
but,  what  is  of  very  much  great-er  im- 
portance, it  is  likely  to  hamper  the 
operation  of  the  Bill  when  it  is  passed. 
That  is  clear.  On  the  other  hand,  I  say 
Mr,  J.  Chamberlain 


that  the  argument  may  very  well  be 
pressed  too  far.  I  think  that  my  right 
hon.  Friends,  and  perhaps  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber behind  me  (Mr.  Diilon),  are  too  apt 
to  forget  that  there  is  a  minority  in 
Ireland,  and  they  are  too  ready  to  ignore 
the  fact  that  its  opinion  is  entitled  to 
authority  in  proportion  to  its  numbers. 
[*Mlear,  hear!"]  You  say  **  Hear^  hear*'  in 
this  House,  but  in  the  speeches  to  which 
I  have  been  I'ef erring  there  has  not  been 
one  word  about  this  great  minority 
of  2,000,000  of  the  Irish  people,  who 
certainly  are  not  i"epresented  by  the 
gentlemen  whom  we  hear  described 
five-sixths  of  the  Representatives  of  Ire- 
land ;  l:»ecause  everj^body  knows  what  is 
the  electoral  situation  in  Ireland.  Every- 
body knows  that,  whereas  in  England 
and  Scotland  the  muiority  is,  on  the 
wht>k%  fairly  rcpi-esented  according  t-o  its 
numbers,  for  what  it  loses  in  one  district 
is  made  up  in  another,  in  Ireland  that  is 
not  so,  and  the  tiggregate  minority  which 
cannot  get  representation  means  a  very 
large  proportion  of  the  total  electorate. 
S<^  much  is  this  sso  tliat  at  the  last  General 
Election  6fi  of  the  electt^d  Representatives 
were  retnniid  by  half  if  the  constituencies 
t»f  the  country.  Therefore,  while  I  am 
willing  to  give  all  weight  t<y  the  argu- 
ment that  this  majority  should  be 
eriMsulted,  I  contend  that  the  minority 
have  also  a  right  to  a  hearing,  and  to  a 
very  respectful  hearing.  I  say,  further,  that 
this  majority  with  whom  1  am  dealing 
have  been  shown  by  exy»erience  not  always 
to  represent  even  their  own  constituents 
on  this  question  of  land  legislation.  What 
is  the  experience  of  the  Land  Act  of 
1881  ?  That  Act  ivas  opposed  by  these 
same  gentlemen,  the  Representatives 
of  the  same  Party  in  Ireland.  They 
gave  it  no  support ;  their  action  iu 
regard  t*-*  it  was  hostile  from  Ix'ginning 
io  end.  When  the  Bill  was  passed  it 
became  necessary  for  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  to 
put  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  and  some 
of  his  friends  in  prison  to  prevent  them 
from  interrupting  the  operation  of  the 
Act ;  and  as  soon  as  the  hon.  Memb*?r 
aud  his  friends  went  t<^  prisnn,  then  the 
IH'asants  rushed  forward  to  take  advan- 
(Hge  of  the  Act.  [Mr.  Illingworth  : 
Hear,  hear!]  1  will  take  up  that 
ironical  cheer.  What  does  the  hon. 
Gentleman  mean  ?  Does  he  mean  to  say 
that  the  tenants,  in  the  absence  of  their 
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recognised  leaders,  were  induced  to  take 
a  course  which  was  not  to  their  own 
interest  ?  But,  then,  why  did  the  hon. 
Gentleman  and  others  cheer  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Hackney  (Sir  C. 
Kussell)  when  he  said  that  the  Land 
Act  of  1881  was  the  great  charter  of  the 
Irish  tenantry  ?  Again  I  say  that,  al- 
though wo  ought  to  pay  attention  to  the 
opinions  which  are  expressed  by  the 
majority  of  the  Representatives  of  Ireland, 
yet  the  opinion  of  those  Eepresentatives 
need  not  be,  and  ought  not  to  be,  the 
governing  factor  in  the  consideration  of 
this  case.  That,  I  say,  is  ono  opinion, 
but  it  is  not^  the  opinion  of  my  right 
hon.  Friends.  [An  hon.  Member  :  It 
used  to  be  your  opinion.]  I  really  can- 
not be  diverted  like  this  every  moment, 
or  I  shall  never  get  to  the  end  of  my 
task.  I  want  to  point  out  to  the  House 
that,  at  all  events,  my  right  hon.  Friends 
the  leaders  of  the  English  portion  of  the 
Opposition  are  committed  to  this  view — 
thiat  the  assent  of  the  majority  of  the 
Irish  Members  is  the  governing  factor 
in  this  business — that  their  opinion  is 
more  valuable  than  ours ;  that  it  is  a 
presumption  on  our  part,  as  English 
Members,  to  have  opinions  on  a  purely 
Irish  question,  or  to  set  them  against 
the  opinions  of  the  majority  of  the  Irish 
Members.  But  the  other  night,  at  the 
commencement  of  this  debate,  we  had 
the  privilege  of  hearing  from  the  leader 
of  the  Irish  people,  from  the  leader  of 
the  Irish  Party,  who  are  five-sixths  of 
the  Representatives  of  Ireland,  a  plan  for 
the  settlement  of  this  question,  a  plan 
which  was  introduced  as  a  complete  and 
final  solution.  The  hon.  Member  for 
East  Mayo  said  of  that  proposal  that  it 
was  a  moderate  and  statesmanlike  pro- 
posal, and  that  it  was  delivered  to  us  by 
the  only  living  man  who  had  the  power 
to  settle  the  Irish  land  question.  That 
remark  was  loudly  cheered. 

Mr.  DILLON:  I  added,  "On  those 
lines." 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  That  is  a 
most  remarkable  qualification. 

Mr.  DILLON:  You  will  find  the 
words  in  the  Times'  report  of  my 
speech. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  If  the 
hon.  Member  puts  in  that  qualification 
I  accept  his  statement.  But  then  see, 
in  that  case,  what  a  very  poor  compli- 
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ment  it  is  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork. 
You  say  of  his  scheme  that  he  is  the 
only  person  who  can  settle  the  question 
"  on  those  lines,"  but  you  might  say  the 
same  of  any  man  who  has  proposed  a 
scheme,  though  it  were  the  most  idiotic 
and  senseless  in  the  world.  But  I  do 
not  understand  the  hon.  Member  in  that 
sense.  I  thought  he  meant  to  express 
his  sense  of  the  importance  of  this 
deliverance,  and  that  his  leader,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork,  was  among  the  best 
qualified  persons  to  settle  this  question. 
But  under  those  circumstances  what  a 
singular  and  extraordinary  thing  it  is 
that  this  deliverance,  this  important 
speech,  by  the  leader  of  the  Irish  Party, 
which  represents  the  feelings  and  wishes 
of  the  Irish  people  and  the  opinions  of 
five-sixths  of  their  Representatives — that 
this  deliverance  is  entirely  ignored  and 
put  aside  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Newcastle  said, 
at  Rochdale,  that  the  Unionist  Party 
had  been  extremely  scornful  with  refer- 
ence to  this  plan,  and  had  received  it 
with  ridicule  and  sneers.  I  do  not  know 
how  my  right  hon.  Friend  came  to  that 
conclusion. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  (Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne)  :  The  Unionist  Press. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN:  Ah  !  the 
Unionist  Press.  At  any  rate,  it  cannot  be 
said  of  the  Unionist  Party  in  this  House. 
Most  certainly,  for  myself,  whatever  I 
might  think  of  it  I  should  not  be 
disposed  to  put  aside  a  plan  of  that  kind 
from  a  man  occupying  the  position  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  either  with 
scorn  or  with  sneering.  But  it  is 
my  right  hon.  Friends  who  are 
treating  him  with  the  most  scant  cere- 
mony. Here  is  tliis  plan,  to  which  the 
utmost  importance  attaches,  and  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  gives  to  its  con- 
sideration— for  I  timed  him  by  my 
watch — just  two-and-a-half  minutes. 
And  then  he  said  he  did  not  understand 
it,  or  all  its  details. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian)  :  Do  you  understand  them 

ain 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  My  right 
hon.  Friend  puts  me  a  tempting 
question — Do  I  understand  them  all  ? 
I  am  going  to  try  and  find  out  to-night. 
I  am  going  to  say  what  I  do  understand, 
3L 
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and  the  main  principles  of  the  scheme 
seem  to  me  to  be  pretty  simple.  I  go 
back  now  to  my  point,  because  I  think  it 
is  an  extremely  important  one.  We 
ought  to  know  what  view  the  Members 
of  the  Opposition  generally  take  of  this 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork. 
Do  they  adopt  it?  If  they  do,  their 
opposition  to  the  Bill  is  simplified  very 
considerably,  because  then  some  of  the 
main  principles  of  the  Bill  before  the 
House  are  accepted.  If  you  adopt  the 
■cheme  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  you 
have  to  adopt  two  things  which  are 
most  important — the  principle  of  State 
aid,  in  the  first  place,  and  the  principle  of 
the  hypothecation  of  local  resources  in 
the  second  place.  Do  you  adopt  these 
two  principles  ?  I  ask  some  of  my  right 
hon.  Friends  to  tell  us,  if  they  speak 
later  in  the  debate.  If  they  do  not 
adopt  them,  then  I  want  to  know  how 
they  are  going  to  defend  themselves 
against  a  charge  of  infatuation  and 
blindness,  in  presuming  to  think  that 
they  know  more  of  the  Irish  land  ques- 
tion than  the  Irish  Members  themselves. 
I  wish  now  to  come  to  what  I  think  is 
the  f  oundation-of  the  opposition  to  as  well 
as  the  support  of  the  Bill — I  mean  the 
two  principles  to  which  I  have  referred 
as  being  equally  at  the  bottom  of  the 
plan  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  and 
the  plan  of  the  Government — that  is  to 
say,  State  aid  and  hypothecation  of  local 
resources.  It  has  been  urged  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  that  State  aid  is  con- 
sistent with  all  past  legislation  on 
the  subject,  and  all  past  efforts  of 
legislation.  That  is  perfectly  true. 
Then,  I  understand  my  right  hon. 
Friends  to  say  "  although  it  is 
consistent  with  what  we  have  done 
and  said  in  the  past,  we  consider  that 
the  General  Election  of  1886  made  it 
impossible  that  that  principle  should  be 
further  developed."  I  also  understand 
my  right  hon.  Friends  to  chirge  some  of 
us,  myself  among  the  number,  with 
gross  inconsistency,  because  they  say  our 
action  in  supporting  this  Bill  is  contrary 
to  the  speeches  and  to  the  pledges  we 
gave  at  the  time  of  the  Election.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  says  that  he  made  no 
reference  to  them ;  but  probably  my 
right  hon.  Friend  is  not  aware  of  the 
little  correspondence  that  has  been  going 
on  in  the  newspapers  between  my  right 
lion.  Friend  the  Member  for  Derby  and 
Mr,  J.  Chamberlain 


myself.  I  know  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  is  going  to  follow  me  in  the 
debate,  and  therefore  I  am  sure  that  he 
will  excuse  me  if  I  anticipate  a  little 
what  he  may  be  going  to  say.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  has,  I  think,  many  virtues. 
He  has  one  defect,  however ;  he  is  under 
the  unfortunate  delusion  that  everybody 
is  inconsistent  except  himself ;  and  he 
seeks  to  prove  that  universal  incon- 
sistency by  picking  out  from  the  multi- 
farious speeches  which  many  of  us  have 
made  upon  this  and  other  questions 
isolated  extracts,  without  the  context, 
which  are  detached  from  the  whole 
tenour  and  gist  of  the  arguments  which 
we  used.  If  my  right  hon.  Friend  is 
going  to  make  that  charge  to-night, 
I  beg  him,  in  the  first  place,  to  hear 
from  me  a  statement  as  to  what  I  have 
said  on  the  subject,  and  then  I  defy,  1 
challenge  him  to  point  to  any  speech  I 
have  ever  delivered  that  is  inconsistent 
with  what  I  have  said.  In  opposing  the 
Land  Bill  of  1886  in  this  House  I  said 
that  as  far  as  I  was  concerned  I  had  no 
objection  to  the  use  of  State  credit  for 
Ireland  provided  that  Ireland  remained 
a  part  of  the  United  Kingdom.  I 
accepted  the  view  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  that 
England  and  Scotland  had  an  obligation 
towards  Ireland,  that  they  were  bound 
to  take  some  risk  and  some  burden  oh 
themselves,  and  the  only  objection  which 
I  took  then  upon  this  head  was  that  I 
was  unwilling  to  lend  money  to  a  country 
which  you  were  going  to  place  in  tl^ 
position  of  a  self-governing  colony;  I 
remember  using  the  illustration  of 
Canada,  and  asking  who  there  was  who 
would  lend  British  money  in  order  to 
relieve  the  landlords  of  Canada  of  the 
risk  of  their  occupation.  When  we 
came  to  the  General  Election  I  admit — 
and  I  have  said  so  again  and  again  in 
subsequent  speeches — that,  in  myopinidn, 
the  electors  declared  themselves  against 
any  burden  being  placed  on  the  British 
Exchequer.  It  is  not  my  view  or  opinion; 
but  I  admit  that  I  have  said,  and  still 
believe,  that  that  probably  was,  and 
probably  is.  the  opinion  of  the  electors. 
That  is  what  I  said,  and  I  do  not  believe 
that  any  extract  can  be  quoted  in  the 
slightest  degree  inconsistent  with  it. 
The  question  between  us  now  as  to  in- 
consistency is  to  be  decided  by  the 
answer  to  this  question — Whether  there 
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u    burden   tJti    the    BrititiU    tuxpayer 
mder  this  Bill ;  and  not  only  whether 
Ithere  is  a  burden,  but  whether  there  is 
prisik  of  burden  ?  Jf  there  is  the  slightest 
Ifraction  of  risk,  then  I  am  inconsistent 
fin    supporting    this   Bill.      But    let   us 
leiamine   the    question.      What   is   the  ' 
rf»k  1     In  tlie  first  plac«,  under  this  Bill 
you  are  g'oiiii;   to    i^educ^e   the  rentn   of 
pjreland   hy  n  further  30  pt^r  cent.     That 
[gives,  with  the  two  previons  reductions,  ' 
[nbout  00  or  60  pL*r  cent*  below  the  Land 
1  Act  of  1 88 1;     The  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
|«6aid    llie   (jther  day  that  a   furtiier  re- 
luction  of  30  per  cent,  would  make  the 
[rents  fair  rents.     Then  he  would  admit 
[(that  tliey  could  be  fair  rents,  and  ought 
be  paid  by  the  tenants.     It  is,  there- 
*lar©,  clear  that  if  the  t^euants  are  honest, 
and  if   thert^    be   no  extraordinary  and 
iinprecented   calamity,    those  rents   can 
i;»atiily    be   jmid.     First,  let   us  consider 
the  cpiestion  of  unprecedented  calamity. 
You    are    Uj   suppose    a   furthei    fall    of 
rprices,  a  further  fall  in  the  pnce  of  Sttx^k, 
[poiisibly  of  a  more  serious  chamcter  than 
anything  which  ha^  occurred  previously* 
1 1   say   for  that   contingency    the    cash 
I  securities   are   ample.     You    have   one- 
fifth   reserved   fi*om    the  landlord ;   you 
have  got  12  per  cent,  reserved  from  the 
'  tenant ;  you  have  the  (xmtribution  from 
the  Prol>ate  Duty  and  other  contributions ; 
,  so  that  altogether  you  have  obtained  a 
>  (*apitulised  sum,  which  certainly  secures 
you   a;/ain.^t   any   rink    of    an    ordinary 
I* calamity.     But  you- have  logo  fm-ther. 
Unfortunately,  iai    Ireland  you  have  to 
I  admit    the    impossible.     You     Iiave     to 
-admit  that  those  people  who  arc  to  be  bo 
•benelitud   and   to  receive    such   advan- 
tageous terms  are  going  to  be  persuaded 
by  the  leaders  of  some  future  agitation 
I- to  undertake  a  general  repudiation.     I 
Laay  to  m^^elf  that  I  do   not  I  relieve  that 
is  poss i  ble .    I  d o  n  o t  be  I ie  ve  i  t  i  s  |  >ossi  ble^ 
.because  I  thiuk  that  previous  attempts 
have   sliowii   that  a  general  repudintion 
I  cannot  be  accomplished.    I  do  not  believe 
it  possible^   also,  l>ecause  alter  all  those 
tenants  are  shrewd  people,  and  they  have 
fcoo    much    to   lose.     They    would   lose 
under  this  repudiation^  not  merely  their 
instalments,     but    the    whole    of   their 
t<*naut- right,    which   amounts    in    many 
cases  to  t*omething  like  the  equal  of  the 
freelxuld  value  of  the  land.     I  eay,  there- 
fore,   tlmfc   although    in    certain  cases  I 
conceive   that   the   leaders  of  a  future 


a2:itation  might,  by  tlte  exercise  of  a  sort 
of  baleful  iutiuence,  sxich  as  the  pi'esent 
leaders  have  exercised — ^as  in  the  f^ase  of 
New  Tipperary, where  men  have  been 
undoubtedly  induced  to  ruin  themselves 
by  the  persuasion  of  some  hon.  G-eutle- 
men  below  the  Gangway  — -  altliough 
you  may  have  cases  of  that  kind  of 
extravagant  disintei'estedness,  yet  I 
utterly  disbelieve  that  you  can  obtain  it 
throughout  the  whole  of  the  country. 
But  I  say,  for  the  sake  of  this  argument, 
you  have  to  assume  that  it  would  not  be 
fair  to  rest  upon  the  probabilities  of  the 
case.  I  have,  in  order  to  make  my  case 
good,  to  prove  that  the  loss  is  impossible. 
It  is  not  enough  to  say  tliat'  it  is  so  im.- 
probable  as  to  be  almost  impossible. 
Coming  to  this  point,  I  say  that,  suppoaing 
you  liave  this  general  dishonesty,  this  ex- 
traoi-dinary  agitation,  this  readiness  to 
I  sacrifice  everything  for  the  cause— sup- 
I  posing  that  you  have  a  general 
,  i^pudiation,  you  have  in  your  bands 
suflicient  resources  hi  bring  you 
I  honiQ  without  the  loss  of  a  i>enny.  What 
have  you  to  do '/  By  the  hypathecation 
of  the  local  resources  we  practically 
capitalise  a  payment  which  we  have  con- 
tracted to  make  to  the  Irish  Local 
Authorities.  We  are  under  a  contract, 
under  an  obligation  to  pay  to  the  Irish 
Lt^cal  Authorities  so  much  per  annum. 
Wc  capitalise  this  sum  and  hand  it  over 
for  Irish  pur[»oses  ;  and  then  we  have  a 
right  to  come  upon  the  annnal  sum  if 
there  is  any  deficiency.  I  say  then,  in 
these  circumstances,  that  you  have  got 
an  absolute  security,  an  inalienable 
security.  I  am  told,  *^  Oh,  no,  the 
remedy  is  so  extraordinay  that ,  you 
cannot  enforce  it.  If  there  were  a 
repudiation,  public  opinion  in  this  country 
and  iu  Ireland  would  not  justify  the 
enfoix^ement  of  our  terms.*'  .,  Well,  but  1 
do  not  believe  that  is  the  cnse.  In  the 
first  pliice,  that  argument  is  inconsistent 
with  the  prt-vious  pdicy  <»f  my  huu. 
Fr i end  the  Me m be r  for  Mid  Loth ian , 
who  in  his  Land  Bill  of  1886  proposed  to 
hypothecate  the  national  resources.  It 
was  not  only  the  local  resources,  but  the 
whole  of  the  resources  tf  the  nation 
which  were  made  responsible  for  the 
payment  for  Irish  land  ;  and  accordingly, 
if  there  had  been  a  general  repudiation 
of  rent,  the  Receiver  General  would 
have  to  stop  out  of  the  national  resources 
an  amount  equivalent  to  tlie  amount 
3L2 
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of  rent.  My  right  liou*  Friend  tbe 
Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr,  Morley)  lias 
said  that  you  cannot  have  liiimtics  run- 
ning about  the  streets,  or  thu  cliildi'en 
going  about  withuut  education  ;  but 
under  the  Bill  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
you  might  hav^e  had  the  whole  machlneiy 
of  Goyernment  brought  to  a  standstill 
ill  the  almost  impossible  eontiugency  we 
are  ci^ntemplating.  If  this  is  bo  you 
cannot  object  to  the  principL^  of  hypo- 
thecation ;  and  for  my  part  it  app<?ar8  to 
me  to  be  perfectly  fair.  Let  us  consider 
tlie  case.  You  have  got  to  assume,  for 
the  purpose  of  argument,  that  there 
is  going  to  be  a  widespread  and 
general  dishonesty  in  Ireland*  It 
must  be  supjinrted  by  tho  public  opinion 
throng  he  fut  the  whiile  <ff  Ireland,  It  is 
»aid,  **  Oh»  this  Bill  is  only  for  the  benefit 
of  a  limited  cLiss,  and  it  would  be  unfair 
to  punish  the  majority  because  of  the 
failure  of  that  limited  class."  Yes,  Sir, 
but  the  majority  are  co-partners  in  the 
aivantages  to  be  derived*  In  the  first 
instance,  they  benefit  as  part  of  tbe 
nation,  if  this  Bill  is  successful,  in  settling 
the  agrarian  difliculty ;  and,  in  the 
second  place,  they  would  be  partlceps 
eHminiif^  because  yf'^u  could  not  have  a 
general  repudiatinn  rf  this  kind  on  the 
part  of  one*fourth  of  the  tenants  unless 
they  were  supposed  by  three  fourths  nf 
the  piiblic  opinion  of  the  cimutry.  It  rs 
nnly  if  there  is  the  general  opinion  of 
the  country  in  favour  of  dishonesty  co- 
incident with  an  act  of  dishonesty  on 
the  part  of  the  tenants  that  this  contin- 
gency would  arise.  In  that  case  the 
British  taxpayer  would  be  jiistitied  in 
claiming  from  the  Irish  people  the 
guarantee  which  he  got,  and  claiming  it 
to  the  last  penny.  My  argument,  theii« 
is  that  we  are  free  to  adopt  this  principle 
of  State  assistance  and  the  hypothecation 
of  the  local  resources  in  order  to  guaran- 
tee any  sum  which  may  be  borrowed. 
In  adopting  those  principles  we  are 
convinced  that  they  cannot  by  any  possi- 
bility impose  any  risk  of  loss  on  the  British 
taxpayer.  For  what  are  we  to  do  this  ? 
For  the  plan  of  tbe  Government  or  for 
the  plan  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  ? 
This  is  an  important  question.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  ai^ked  me  if  I  understood  all 
Ihe  details  of  tliat  plan.  Perhaps  I  may 
be  described  as  a  venturesome  person, 
but  I  almost  think  that  I  do.  The 
main  features,  it  seems  to  me  are  per- 
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fectly  simple,  clear,  and  inteldgible  to  a  \ 
child.  In  the  first  place,  you  are  to  ex-  ' 
dude  from  the  operation  of  the  Bill  all 
tenancies  above  j£50.  and  grazing  land, 
which  amounts  to  45  per  cent.,  and  you  ' 
have  «>nly  to  deal,  therefore,  with  55  per 
cent^  Secondly,  you  are  to  reduce  com- 
pulsorily — you  are  to  force  the  landlords 
to  reduce  this  55  per  cent,  by  30  per  cent. 
Thirdly,  you  are  to  compensate  those 
landlords  partially  by  lending  to  them 
money  hypothecated  upon  Irish  resources 
to  the  extent  of  20  yeans'  purchase  for 
the  deductions  they  are  compelled  to 
make,  by  lending  it  to  them  at  4  per 
cent.,  with  which  they  are  to  pay  oB 
mortgages  at  6  per  cent,,  and  the  profit 
of  2  per  cent,  is  to  go  in  the  reduction  of 
the  h>ss  they  would  make.  That  is  the 
plan  of  the  hon  Memlx^r.  There  is  one 
remark  I  wish  to  make  at  the  outset.  It 
is  a  very  unexpected  propisal  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork — at  all  events  un- 
expected by  us  who  are  not  in  his  con£* 
deuce.  We  have  always  understood 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  was  of 
opinion  that  the  rents  in  Ireland  at  the 
pr«:^sent  time  were  still  extortionate 
rents.  Of  course,  that  is  not  the  opinion 
of  the  majority  of  the  Ht'use.  Again 
and  again  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  and  his  friends  have  denounc^*tl 
evictions  for  the  purpcse  of  procuring 
these  rents,  which  we  ai'e  t«ld  ai^  ex*^ 
torted  frcm  a  reluctant  and  unfortunate 
pejisantry*  If  that  is  their  opinion*  ig 
it  not  strange  that  the  hon.  Member 
should  seek  to  compensate  the  landlords 
for  making  redxietioiis  which  in  equity 
they  ought  to  make  without  any  com* 
pensation  at  all  ?  "Is  Saul  also  among 
the  Prophets  ? "  Has  the  hon.  Member 
forj  Cork  joined  the  Landlords*  Conven- 
tion ?  [Mr,  W.  O'Brikn:  You  have 
joined  it]  I  can  understand  the  hon* 
Member  for  Cork  saying,  **  Rents  are 
t045  high,  and  the  landlords  ought  to 
reduce  them  without  compensation  ;  but 
as  they  do  not  do  bo,  and  as  it  is  moBt 
important  in  the  interests  of  social  order 
that  they  should  be  reduced,  I  am  will- 
ing to  make  sacrifices  in  order  to  relieve 
them  from  the  loss  from  compulsory  reduc- 
tion." The  other  points  to  which  I  have  to 
make  reference  in  tho  hon.  Member  for 
Cork's  scheme  are  more  practical.  The 
House  will  see  that  the  hon.  Member's 
scheme  depends  upon  an  average  esti- 
mate he  has  made  of  the  condition  of 
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estates  in   IrelaTid,     He   assumes   three 
things-     In  the  first  place,  he  estimafcea 
that  oil  an  average  55  per  cent,  of  the 
land  is  under  £50  valaation.     He  esti- 
mates in  the  second  place  that  all  ©states 
In    Ireland  tire  mortgaged,   and    in    the 
third  place  that  the  mortgage  in  every 
case  is  at  G  per  cent.     Then   he  goes  on 
to  make  what  I  believe  to  be  the  cnrious 
mistake  of  applying  a  general  average  aa 
though    it     were     applicable    to    every 
individual  case.     I   whh  to  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Member  that  if  you  change  any 
one  of  these  factors  you  will  change  the 
whole   operation    vf   the   scheme.      The 
scheme    is    based    upon   the  assumption 
that  55  per  cent,  of  the  estates  are  below 
£50  valuation.    The  hon.  Member  makeis 
a  calculation    by    which  he  shows  that 
the     landloi'd,     under      his      proposals, 
ought      to      receive      £31.        I      have 
worked  it  out,  and  I  make  it  £30  28-, 
but  it  does  nut   much  matter.      Under 
the  hon.  Member's  sclieme   the    landlord 
would  gain    £31    as   against   £27    lOa., 
which  he    would  have    under   the   Bill. 
That  is  quite  true  ;  but  if  the  propoi'tion 
of  lands  under  £50  valuation   were  75 
per  cent.,  which  I  undertake  to  say  it  is 
on    a    gr^at  number   of   esbitcs,   then, 
instead  of  the  landlord  gaining  £3  10a. 
or  £2  lOs.,  he  would  I  »ae  £L     He  would 
get  £26  or  £27  in^teivl  of  £31.     Then 
the   assumption    is    that   all   testates    in 
re  land  are  mortgaged.     But  there  are  a 
rtain  number  which  are  not  mortgaged, 
nd  what  are  you  going  to  do  in  the  case 
f  these  ?     Am  you  gomg  to  lend  money 
o  the  landlord  that  he  may  speculate  on 
he  Stock  Exchange    to  enable  him  to 
ake  6  per  cent,  for  unless  lie  makes  6 
er  cent,  he  does  not  make  the  profit  the 
on.  Member  intends  to  give  him.  Stjm  j 
gentlemen,   I    know,    have    not  a  penny 
•rtgage  upon  their  estates  ;  it  is  no  use 
ffering  them  money  to  play  dncks  and 
drakes  with^  or   in    order  that  they  may 
lay  it  out  in  Consols  at  3  per  cent,;   they 
would  lose    by  such   a   loan.     Take  the 
third  assumption,    the   question   of   the 
interest  on   the    mortgage-      The    hon. 
Member  says  the  landlord   would  have  2 
per  cent,  profit,  because  he  would  borrow 
t  4  per  cent,  and  pay  6  per  cent.     But 
luppose  he  pays  5    per  cent.  ?     I  always 
nderstood  that  the  mti  at  which  mort- 
es  were  carried  out  on  land,  in  Ireland 
events,  until  tlie  recent  bitterness, 
5  per  cent.,  and  in  some  cases  where 


the  mortgage  was  small  it  was  even  less. 
At  any  rate,  any  variation  of  the  interest 
alters  the  calculation.  These  are  practical 
difficulties,  but  1  do  not  put  them 
forwsird  as  fatal  to  the  scheme  of  the  hon. 
Member.  If  yon  adopt  his  scheme  as  a 
final  and  complete  solution  you  will  have 
a  solution  which  is  not  uniform,  which 
varies  in  every  different  case,  and  which 
does  not  present  proper  guarantees  for 
finality.  The  hon.  Member  told  us  that 
the  scheme  of  the  Government  dealt 
only  with  one-quarter  of  the  ten- 
ants of  Ireland.  But  at  least  it 
deals  with  that  fourth  completely,  and 
settles  the  question  so  far  as  they  are 
concerned.  The  hon.  Memlier  proposes  to 
deal  with  only  one*half  of  the  laud  of  Ire- 
land, and  to  deal  with  that  incompletely. 
I  think  it  would  be  much  more  easy  to 
ext<'nd  and  develop  and  ctsmplete  the 
scheme  of  the  Government  than  the 
scheme  of  the  hon.  Memlier  for  Cork. 
The  hon.  Member  has  excluded  from  the 
benefit  of  his  scheme  45  per  cent,  of  the 
tenants.  Doe;^  he  think  they  are  going 
t(i  remain  satisfied  while  their  neigh- 
bours are  having  a  reduction  of  30  per 
cent,  in  rent  ?  Does  he  imagine  that  a 
man  having  a  farm  valued  at  £55  a  year 
will  remain  satisfied  to  pay  that  amount 
when  bis  neighbour  gets  a  reduction  of 
£15  a  year?  The  thing  cannot  last  a 
moment  ;  if  you  draw  a  broad  and 
definite  line  there  must  be  dissatisfaction 
on  the  one  side  or  the  other.  Consider 
the  case  of  the  tenaut  who  gets  a  redac- 
tion :  in  that  case,  is  it  absnkitely  certain 
that  we  shall  have  reached  a  finu'  and 
absclu'e  settlement  ?  Whnt  reason  have 
we  to  believe  that  tenant.s  who  have  got^ 
by  successive  stages,  infinitely  more  than 
was  asked  for  them  by  reformers  i  f  the 
past,  hke  Mr.  Butt^  and  who  are  still 
discontented — is  it  reasonable  ti>  sujjpose 
that  they  will  be  contented  when  you 
have  taken  anotlier  slice  off  the  cake  t»f 
the  land  ?  In  one  of  his  speeches  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  said  that  he  did 
not  believe  in  any  scfieme  so  long  as  a 
chance  remained  of  friction  in  conse- 
quence t)f  the  conilicting  interests  of 
landlord  and  tenant.  Under  these 
circumstances  I  cannot  regard  the 
scliLrme  of  the  hon.  Meml>er  for  Cork  as 
complete  or  final,  I  cannot  regard  it  as 
a  scheme  wliich  could  be  safely  substi- 
tuted for  the  plan  of  the  Government. 
The     Government     have     offere<l,     by 
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thd  mouth  of  tliD  Chancellor  of  the 
Ihechequer,  ta  incltule  the  scheme  of  the 
bun.  Member  for  Cork  in  the  Bill. 
la  it  well  to  jeer  at  an  offer  of  tliat  kind 
made  bjr  way  of  concession?  Tlie  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  made  an  appeal  to  the 
House  that  thrjs  matter  mi^ht  be  difi- 
cassed  without  Party  feeling.  I  have 
treated  it  in  that  light.  I  think  the 
Government  made  the  offer  without 
Party  feeling  ;  they  made  an  offer  which 
many  hon.  Members  behind  must  have 
thought  not  only  extremely  liberal,  but 
perhaps  a  little  anwi8^^  But  I  am 
dealing  with  matters  an  tliey  stand  ;  that 
affeir  has  l^een  made,  and  1  am  bound  to 
say  that  there  are  Kome  advantages  in 
accepting  it.  If  you  put  the  scheme  of 
the  hou.  Member  for  Cork  side  by  side 
with  the  Bill,  you  would  extend  the  area 
and  scope  of  the  Bill.  Undoubtedly, 
with  your  resources,  you  would  be  able 
to  do  more  than  under  the  scheme  of  the 
Bill  as  it  stands.  You  would  do  more  ; 
you  would  give  a  double  option  to  the 
li|ndlordH.  Many  landlords  may  refuse 
to  sell  under  the  Bill— I  am  speaking  of 
good  landlords,  who  may  refuse  to  sell 
because  they  do  not  desire  to  break  up 
old  associatio!is  with  the  country  in 
which  their  forefathers  lived  and  died 
— those  Kndlords  are  just  the  people  who 
might  be  glad  if  an  optI<in  of  this  kind 
were  given  t-i  take  the  opportunity  to 
iine  down  their  rents»  Therefore,  it 
seems  to  me  there  might  be  provided  an 
alternative!  settlement  which  might  be 
preferr.^d  in  some  cases  to  settlement 
under  the  scheme  of  the  Government. 
Althnugh  I  winild  not  substitute  it  for 
the  Government  scheme,  tet  1  think  the 
plan  of  the  ln>n.  Mem  tier  might  ]>e 
adopted  as  a  concurrent  plan.  I  am  told 
that  the  hon.  Member  is  said  to  hav6  iu» 
formed  a  news  agency— though  I  do  not 
place  credence  on  this — that  he  regarded 
the  offer  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer as  a  trap,  and  that  the  scbemo 
of  the  Government  would  edtre  out  and 
choke  up  his  jilan  alkigcther,  and  that 
it  would  be  a  mere  farce  to  introduce  the 
two  plans  in  one  BilL  I  take  it  that  the 
hon.  Member  bflieves  the  offer  of  the 
Government  to  be  honestly  made,  and  1 
do  not  believe  tluit  Ite  thought  there  was 
any  attempt  trj  catcOi  him  in  a  trap.  If 
he  thinks  thei*e  is  any  fear  that  the  funds 
at  the  disposal  i»f  the  authorities  under 
HiJS  scheme  would,  without  special   piTi- 


visions,  be  devoted  entirely  to  one  tif  th« 
alternative  schemes,  it  would  be  possible 
to  put  into  the  Bill  something  which 
would  provide  that  a  portion  of  the 
funds  should  be  devoted  to  carrying  out 
the  hon  Member*g  scheme.  That 
would  be  consistent  with  the  offer 
of  the  Government,  and  a  proof 
of  their  good  faitli  and  intention  that 
both  schemes  should  run  side  by  Bide. 
I  have  said  I  want  to  discuss  this  with 
out  Party  feeling.  I  want  to  see  whether 
it  may  not  be  possible  to  make  some 
further  concessii:>n8,  or  to  go  some  dij*- 
t^nce  further  to  meet  the  opposition 
declared  against  the  BilL  In  the  first 
place,  it  seems  to  me»  we  might  give 
further  consideration  to  the  prt-iposal  of 
the  hon.  Memlicr  for  Cork  to  limit  the 
ppetation  of  tliis  Bill  to  estates  under 
£50.  There  is  nothing  in  the  proposal 
which  is  hostile  to  the  principle  ol  ibe 
Bill,  because  the  Bill  provides  a  limit 
already^  only  it  is  a  limit  of  £o.000 
Though  I  admit  the  difficulty  of  dm  wing 
a  fast  line,  J  do  not  myself  think  it  would 
be  undesirable  U)  still  further  limit  that 
maximum  ;  and  I  think  esixclally  a  pro- 
vision might  be  made  that  in  those 
estates  in  which  tenancies  of  a  larger 
valuation  form  a  large  proportion,  that 
there,  at  all  events,  the  estate  might  be 
divided,  and  only  that  fK)rtion  purchaaed 
which  consisted  of  snialler  pmperties, 
In  that  way  I  think  we  might  get  tho 
practical  i-esult  of  the  suggestion  of  tb© 
hou.  Member  for  Cork,  But  there  is 
one  other  [mnt  of  very  much  gi*cHtt»r 
importance.  It  is  the  objection  which 
the  hon.  Member  took  to  the  hypotheca. 
tion  of  tlie  resources  of  the  Local  Au^ 
thorities  without  their  consent.  1 
think  the  Government  themselves  will' 
a<imit  that  this  was  a  veiy  strong  thing 
ttj  do.  You  iiave  only  got  to  test  it  by 
considering  what  would  be  the  result  v{ 
applying  it  to  England  or  Scotland* 
Wfiat  would  l^esaul  if  you  were  to  nif»rt* 
gage  the  res<jurces  of  tlie  great  muiiici- 
jmbties  of  Great  Britain  without  con* 
suiting  them  as  to  the  employment  which 
should  be  made  of  those  funds  !  I  do 
not  hesitate  to  say  there  would  be 
pretty  kettle  of  fish  if  anything  uf  the 
sort  were  attempted,  I  admit,  therefore^ 
the  objection  of  tho  hon.  Member  im 
pressed  me  most  strongly.  I  think  it  is 
a  very  serious  objection,  and  coupled 
with  It  cnmes  the  objf^ction  of  the  right 
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hpn*  Member  for  Mid  Lithian—namely* 
that  we  were  putting  the  country  into 
the  position  of  State  landlords.  Well, 
Sir,  I  agree  that  if  you  put  tlio  British 
Government  into  direct  citrnmunication 
with  the  Irish  tenant,  and  make  the 
British  Government  the  rent-collector, 
yoa  are  paving  the  way  for  very  consider- 
able f  riot  ion  and  irritation,  and  possibly 
even  danger.  Now,  in  rcferctnce  to  tiiis 
matter  my  right  lion.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  paid  me  the  greatest 
compliment  I  have  ever  received  in  my 
life.  He  quoted  some  language  attri- 
l>uted  tu  me  in  a  pamphlet  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Elgiji  and  Nairn.  He  said 
this  language  was  inaccurate  and  un- 
truthful,  and  went  on  to  say  under 
these  circumstances  nothing  ever  would 
induce  him  to  believe  I  had  said  it. 
That  was  a  great  compliment,  which  I 
accept  in  all  humility.  I  think  it 
is  very  much  for  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, after  hijs  experience,  to  be 
able  to  say  of  rue  he  has  so  mucli 
coufidence  in  my  geneml  truthfulness 
and  accuracy  that  he  cannot  believe  that, 
under  any  circumstances,  or  in  a  par- 
ticular case,  I  coukl  have  used  these 
words.  I  hope  I  shall  justify  that  good 
opinion.  The  pissage  wliieh  was  attri- 
buted to  me  by  the  hoii.  Meml>er  for 
Elgin  and  Nairn,  although  quoted  without 
the  context,  is  a  pasHage  which  I  adopt 
and  admit.  Those  words  were  used  by 
me  in  describing  the  Bill  of  ray  right 
hon,  Friend  the  Memlier  for  Mid  LtithiaHi 
and  I  hope  I  shall  bo  able  to  shr)w  him 
they  were  perfectly  aecumte.  Now, 
what  was  the  provision  which  my  right 
hon.  Friend  made  in  his  BilH  He  pro* 
posed  that  the  rents  of  Ireland,  after  the 
transfer  had  taken  place,  should  be  col- 
lected by  sub -receivers  or  rent-col  lectors » 
who  we  1*6  to  be  appointed  and  paid  by 
the  Irish  Parliament ;  that  those  .sub- 
receivers  and  rent-eolleetors  were  to  pay 
the  rents  into  the  hands  of  the  Receiver* 
General,  who  was  to  f^ike  the  proper 
amount  for  the  instalments  and  interest, 
and  hand  back  the  Imlance  to  the  Irish 
Parliament. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  No. 

Ma.  J,  CHAMBERLAIN:  Well,  will 
my  right  hon.  Friend  connect  me  I 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  He  waa  to 
pay  them  iutoageneral  fund,  which  waa  to 
include  all  Irish  receipts  whatever,  and 
to  take  out  of  that  fund  whatever  was 
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due  to  the  British  Government,  and  he 
was  to  take  no  cogniscince  of  rents  at 
all. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  Quite  so. 
I  quite  understand,  and  I  am  sorry  I  did 
not  make  it  clear.  The  Receiver* General 
had  no  fo^iizance  of  rents  ;  all  he  had 
cocrnizunce  of  was  the  debt  to  the  British 
Exchequer,  and  out  of  the  fund  in  his 
hand  he  liad  not  merely  to  pay  the  debt 
foi  iiistalmeuts  and  Sinking  Fund,  but 
also  to  pay  for  tlie  proportion  of  Ireland  in 
respect  oi  the  military  expenditure  and 
tlio  interest  on  the  loan.  Now,  I  want 
the  House  to  foU(»w.  Sup{w>se  there 
weix*  an  agitation  in  L'eland  of  the  kind 
suggested  in  reference  to  this  Bill,  a 
general  dislionesty»  a  general  repudia- 
tion, a  geneml  determination  not  to  pay 
T*€iits.  The  people  who  were  influencing 
the  tenants  in  oj*der  to  get  them  to  adopt 
a  general  repudiation  would  have  at  least 
an  equal  influence  upon  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment, or  the  jjcople  who  elect  the  Irish 
Parliament,  What  wnuld  be  ciisier  than 
for  the  Irish  Parliament  to  give  orders 
to  the  ix'ceivers,  wh<i  were  their  servants, 
whom  they  would  pay,  not  to  collect  a 
penny  of  the  rents  1  Where,  theut  would 
you  be  ?  That  was  the  ease  I  was  con- 
templating in  the  speech  in  which  I  said 
the  British  Government  will  be  the  land- 
lords of  Ireliind,  tind  in  that  case  they 
ivill  luive  to  proceed  to  collect  the  rents 
which  the  Irish  Parliament  will  not 
collect,  and  collect  them  at  the  point  of 
the  biyonet.  My  right  hon.  Fnend  may 
say,  *^No,  that  would  not  be  necessary, 
t>ecau.se  the  Receiver- Gene  ml  would 
have  the  whole  i^sources  of  Ireland  in 
hi9  hands.''  But  how  do  the  resources 
come  into  his  hands  ?  They  would  come 
into  his  hands  thnmgh  the  tax-ccdlectors 
who  were  api>ointed  and  paid  by  the  Irish 
Parliament. 

Mil  J.  MORLEY:  By  the  law  of 
Ireland, 

Ma.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN:  "The  law 
of  h-eland  [  *'  Well,  that  is  an  idea. 
They  are  appointtni  by  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment, or  some  official  of  the  Irish 
Parliament,  and  they  are  absolutely 
under  the  control  of  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment, and,  under  the  circumstances  I 
liave  named,  it  would  bo  just  as  easy  for 
the  Irish  Parliament  to  pass  a  Resolution 
ordering  these  tax-collectors  not  to  pay 
to  the  Receiver  General  as  to  order  the 
receivers  of  rent  not  to  collect  the  rente, 
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and,  therefore,  I  say  that,  in  my  opinion, 
I  was  strictly  correct  and  accnrate  in  the 
language  which  I  used.     I  felt  bound  to 
say  on  what  ground  and  in  what  view  I 
used  this  language,  and  I  confess  I  cannot 
see  that  in  using  it  I  have  deviated  in 
the  slightest  degree  from   the  strictest 
accuracy.     After  all,  the  important  part 
is  this,  and   here  I  admit  the  case  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  against  me.     He 
says,  **  When  you  were  discnssing  my 
Bill  you  condemned  State  landlordism — 
what  are  you  going  to  say  about  this  ?  " 
I  say  that  my  objection  to  the  Bill  of 
1886  holds  in  part,  though  not  quite  in 
the  same  degree,  to  the  proposals  in  this 
Bill.     I  say  in  part  and  not  in  the  same 
degree  because  we  have  got  for  the  first 
time  the  hypothecation  of  local  resources. 
In  the  Bill  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  I 
could  not  see,   and  I  never  have   seen, 
any  possible  alternative  in  the  case  of 
repudiation   of    rent,  except   the  recon- 
quest  of  the  country  by  arms,  but  under 
this  Bill,   if    there   were    this    general 
repudiation,   we  have  got  the  right   to 
stop  the  payments  to  the  Local  Authori- 
ties, and  we   are,  therefore,  absolutely 
safe.      But,   although   that    makes   the 
objection  less  strong  and  less  vital,  it 
still  leaves,  in  my  mind,  the  objection 
which  I  took  against  the  Bill  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend.     I  do  not  think  it  is  safe  ; 
I  think  it  will  tend  to  provoke  irritation 
and   friction    if    you    have   the   British 
authority  in  close  communication  with 
the    Irish     tenant.      And   now   I   come 
to      my     point  —  is     it     not     possible 
for      us      to      go      further      to     meet 
my    right   hon.    Friend   and    the    hon. 
Memberjfor  Cork  1     The  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  claimed  that  the  assent  of  the  Local 
Authority  should   be  given,   or,   failing 
that,  that  the  consent  of  the  majority  of 
the    Irish    Representatives    should    be 
asked.      Why   should    not   we   ask  the 
assent  of  the  Local  Authority  ?  [An  Irish 
Member  :  We   have  got  none.]      Quite 
true,   and   I   do   not   suppose  it  would 
satisfy  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way if  the  Grand  Jury  were  inserted. 
But  the  Government  are  pledged  to  bring 
in  a  Local  Government  Bill.       Do  you 
doubt   they   mean   to    carry    out    that 
promise?     But  they  do.      It  has  often 
struck  me  before  how  very  ridiculous 
hon.    Members     below     the     Grangway 
sometimes  make  themselves.     There  are 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  who 
Mr.  ./.  Chnmberlain 


want  this  Local  Government  Bill,  but 
who  do  not  believe  the  Government  are 
serious  in  wishing  to  bring  it  in,  who 
think  they  would  be  glad  of  any  excuse 
for  delay,  and  yet  they  are  actually  play- 
ing into  the  hands  of  the  Government  by 
doing  everything  they  can  to  make  im- 
possible  the     production    of    this    BiU 
which    they    desire.     If     we    were   to 
agree  upon  this  Bill,  and  clear  it  out  of  the 
way,  there  is  no  reason  why  the  Local 
Government  Bill  should  not  be  brought 
in  this  Session  and  passed  this  Session. 
I  confess   I   should   have  thought  it  a 
question  of  elementary  politics,  if  hon. 
Members   desire   to   discuss   the    Local 
Government  Bill,   to  give  every  assist- 
ance to  get  all  other  business  out  of  the 
way.     Whether  the  Local  Government 
Bill  is  brought  in  this  year  or  next  year, 
we  are  told  by  the  Government  it  is  to 
assimilate   in   the   main  the  system  in 
Ireland  to   the  system  in  England  and 
Scotland,  and,  therefore,  it  is  not  a  very 
great  assumption  to  suppose  it  will  con- 
tain provisions   for     County    Councils. 
Now,  I  want  to  ask  the  Government  to 
consider  this    point.     May    it    not    be 
possible   to  give   an   assurance   on  this 
matter,  if  by  giving  an  assurance  they 
can   in   any  way   promote   the   general 
policy  of  this  Bill  ?     I  do  not  say  they 
ought  to  make  concessions  to  gentlemen 
who  only  receive  them  with  jeers,  and 
who  treat  them  as  a  trap  into  which  they 
are  to  fall ;  but  if  there  be,  on  the  part 
of     hon.     Members    below    the    Gang- 
way and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  above  the 
Gangway,  any  desire  to  deal  with  this 
question     without    relation     to     Party 
politics,  then  I  want  to  ask  the  Govern- 
ment whether  they  cannot  consider  this 
great  concession ;  whether  they  cannot 
say  that  when   the  County  Councils  are 
established  in  Ireland  they  shall  have  a 
voice  in  the  negotiations  which  will  take 
place  in  regard  to  the  transfer  of  land ; 
that  they  shall  have  a  veto  over  those  s^ 
transactions ;   that   they   shall   have  an 
interest  in  their  success  and  a  portion  of 
the  sum  which  will  be  received  from  the 
tenant  in  the  shape  of  rent ;  that  they 
shall   become   the    landlord;    and    that 
their  duties  shall  be  confined  to  paying 
I  over   to   the    British    Exchequer     that 
;  portion  of  the  rent  which  belongs  to  the 
;  British  Exchequer  for  the  instalments. 
Just  let  us  see  what  are  the  advantages 
of  this  plan.     In  the  first  place  you  get 
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rid  of  the  communication  between   the 
Government  and  the  tenant.     The  Irish 
author  it j^    which  is   the    landlord,   will  I 
have    assented    to   the    purchase.     The 
Irish  authority  will  have  the  profit,  and 
if  the  profit  which  the  Government  have 
allotted  be  not  sufficiont,  I  think  it  would 
bo    very    easy  to   increase   that  profit ; 
because  it  does  appear  to  me  to  be  a  very 
strong  thing  to  offer  to  the  tenant,  as  a 
temptation  to  become  the  owtier  of  his 
land*  not  only  an  immediate  reduction  of 
20   per   cent.,    but   five   years    hence    a 
farther   deduction   of    12   per  cent,     I 
would  reserve  that   1 2  per  cent,  to  the 
Local  Authorities,   and  in  that  case  you 
would   have    this    large    profit   for    the 
Local  Authority  which  would  belong  to 
all  the  nitepayers,  so  that  all  the  rate- 
payers would  ba  benefited  alike,  and  not 
merely     tkk     limited    and     priviletjed 
class.       That    is    a    proposal    which    I 
press   upon     the    attention    of    the    Go- 
vernment.    Now,  let   us   consider   what 
is  the  objection  to  it.     There  is  only  one 
objection  I  have  ever  heard  made  to  this 
proposal,  and  that  is  that  if  you  were  to 
put  it  in  the  hartds  r>f  the  Local  Authority 
the   Local    Authority    would  be  in  the 
hands  of  the  National  Leasrue,  and  the 
National  L:*a^o  would  have  power  over 
their  operations,  and  mi^ht  stop  them  at 
any  time  and  in  any  district  in  which 
they  desired  te  do  so.    There  is  no  doubt 
that  is  a  danger,  and  it  is  just  as  well  to 
look  it  in  the  face  ;  but  I  do  not  believe 
it  is  so  dangerous  as  is  supposed.    In  the 
first  place    I    would    point    out   that   if 
the  National  Lea^^ue  hts  this  infiaence 
over   the    Local    Authority,    they    have 
pretty    nearly    the    same  influence  now 
over  the  tenants,  and  what  the  National 
Tjeague     would     then     get     the     Local 
Authority  to  do  they  could  now  get  the 
tenants   to   do.      The   result   would   be 
very  much    the   same.     But   ray    main 
reason  for  not  attaching  impoi*tauce  to 
this  objection   is  that  I  do  not  believe 
that   even   the   National   Iieaguo   could 
carry  out  a  system  of  this  kind  against 
the  will  of  the  tenants  over  the  whole 
of  Ireland.     They  might  be  able  to  do  it 
here  and  there  ;  but  I  think   if  they  did 
they  would  run  a  gretit  risk  of  destroy- 
ing whatever  authority  tliey  previously 
possessed;  and   I   am    perfectly   ceH;ain 
that  if  they  attempted  to  do  it  all  over 
L^land,  and   if  you    suppose,  as    we   do 
suppose ,  the  tenants  would  be  desirous  of 


purchasing,  the  attempt  would  break 
down,  just  as  the  No- rent  manifeste 
broke  down,  and  as  other  attempts  to 
interfere  with  the  proceedings  to  which 
the  tenants  wore  committal  have 
broken  down.  Now,  Sir,  I  have  sug- 
gested this  Amendment  as  bearing  upon 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork, 
who  distinctly  asked  that  if  the  local 
resources  were  to  be  Iiypothecated  the 
liocal  Authority  should  he  consulted. 
But  just  let  us  see,  if  we  came  to  an 
agreement  on  this  point,  how  it  would 
meet  the  objections  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend.  1  venture  to  say  that  it  meets 
at  once  three  out  of  four  vital  objections 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  ^lember 
for  Mid  Lnthian  (Mr.  W,  R  Gladstone).  It 
meets  the  objection  that  Irish  fLs.sent  is 
not  asked  ;  it  meets  the  objection  that 
the  State  wtmld  he  the  landlord  ;  and  it 
meets  the  objection  that  the  t£*nant 
would  be  under  coennon,  because  1 
snjipfme  it  would  be  jwlmitt4?d  that  the 
Local  Authority  woukl  be  able  to  pro- 
tect him  against  abuse  on  the  part  of 
the  landlord.  Then  what  remains  ttf  my 
right  hon.  Friend's  vital  objection!*  is  the 
objection  to  the  use  of  State  credit.  As 
regainis  that  I  venture  to  say,  in  the 
presence  of  my  right  hon.  Frlt*nd,  that 
that  is  not  his  personal  objection.  That 
is  an  objection  he  take'S  in  deference  to 
wliat  lie  believes  to  have  been  the 
opinion  of  the  constituencies  at  the  last 
General  Election.  Ho  told  vlh  in  bis 
speech  iUv  other  night  that  he  still  con- 
siders the  British  people,  being  respon- 
sible for  much  that  is  going  on  in 
Ireland,  owe  an  obligation  te  thai 
rountry  which  they  ouirht  to  meet.  1 
nitty,  therefni'e,  with  iNDgiird  to  this  last 
objection  of  my  right  hoa  Friend  put 
into  his  mouth  the  words  nf  Prior- - 

*'  In  the  d)*puti*t  whute'er  I  wiid, 

•*  My  heiirt  ivasbv  my  longxje  belied  ; 

*•  And  in  my  looka  you  might  have  read 
"  How  much  I  argii'd  on  your  fide.** 

Now,  Sir,  I  hope  I  have  treated  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  fairly. 
I  hope  I  have  folhnved  the  injunction 
given,  not  only  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork,  but  also  by  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
to  those  who  shouhl  succeed  them,  to 
speak  in  this  matter  without  Party 
feehng.  I  desire,  and  1  have  expressed 
again  and  again  in  public  a  desire,  that 
this  question  should  be  taken  out  of  Party 
politics.      Is  ther^  any   question    which 
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ca^  come  before  this  House  which  is  less 
a  question  fur  virulent  Partj  contiH^veray 
than  the  Irish  land  questicm  ?  Why,  we 
are  all  agreed,  at  all  events,  an  some  of 
the  principles  involved  in  this  matter. 
We  are  all  agreed — ^even  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell),  who  now 
puts  forward  an  alternative  scheme,  is 
agreed — in  favour  of  the  great  extension 
of  peasant  proprietorship.  We  are  all 
agreed  thut  this  alteration  must  be 
carried  out  in  some  way  or  another,  with 
ov  without  the  assistance  of  the  State — I 
do  not  now  say  by  what  method,  I  be- 
lieve I  may  say  we  are  all  agreed  nn  the 
principle  of  the  hyix»thecaticn  of  Irish 
resouivos  ;  because  the  hon.  Alember  for 
Cork  has  given  his  adhesion,  iind  my 
right  hon.  Friends  on  these  benches  will, 
of  course,  accept  his  view  so  far  as  it 
relates  to  a  purely  Irish  question.  I  say, 
then  J  we  are  all  agreed  as  to  some  I'f  the 
main  principles,  but  that  is  not  alb  We 
want  to  get  this  question  out  of  the  way. 
The  interests  of  all  parties  point  in 
the  same  direction.  The  Home  Rulers 
want  to  get  it  out  of  the  way 
because  tiiey  say  it  will  clear 
the  way  for  an  Irish  Parliament,  We 
want  to  get  it  out  of  the  way  because  we 
«ay  that  when  the  land  difficulty  is 
e€?ltled  we  do  not  believe  there  will  be 
any  need  for  an  Irish  Parhament.  You 
may  think  we  are  wi*ong,  as  we  think  you 
are  wrong ;  bnt  lut  us  come  to  an  issue. 
Is  it  not  true  that  the  real  interests  cf 
Irishmen  ai'e  invc»lTed  in  a  settlement  of 
this  quest iim  1  Is  it  not  true  that  these 
national  inter€*sts  are  greater  than  Party 
interestvS  and  that  they  are  intimately 
concernetl  in  the  immediate  settlement  of 
this  question  r*  Is  it  not  desirable,  is  it 
not  iKJSsiblc,  in  these  circumstances,  to 
make  some  concessions,  some  sacrifices  it 
may  be,  t^  secure  an  arrangement  which 
will  he  a  national  and  not  a  Party  settle- 
ment, and  which,  because  it  is  a  naiional 
settlement,  will  have  an  infinitely  grt^ater 
chance  f^f  having  a  permanent  and 
l>enciicjal  effect? 

(7.8.)  Sir  W.  HA RCOURT  (Derby):  I 
have  listened  with  grei\t  iutercf^t  and 
attention  to  the  speech  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend.  I  think  the  House  will  luivc 
felt  that  he  was  skating  on  thin  ice,  and 
that  he  performed  the  tigun?  of  8  with 
that  af:j'ility  and  skill  he  usually  displays. 
1  Cimld  not  help  asking  myself  during 
his  speech  this  question- — ^is  this  s[>eech 
J/r.  »/.  Chfftnherlahi 


a  speech  in  ^vour  of  the  Second  Readit 
of  this  Bill,  or  is  it  a  speech  against  itl 
What  is  it  we  are  discussing  here  to- 
night ?  Is  it  the  speech  and  plan  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell),  or 
the  speech  and  plan  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  MemlxT  for  West  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Cliamljerlain)  1  I  have  no  objection 
to  discuss  and  debate  a  plan  of  land 
purchase  by  my  right  hon.  Friend.  I 
liave  spent  many  weeks  and  months  of  my 
life  in  discussing  many  of  his  land  pur* 
chase  plans.  They  have  all  lieen  ingenious 
and  remflrkable.  but  they  have  all  beett 
different.  1  havehearda  new  plan  from  him 
to-night  with  gn^at  intex'est  and  instruc- 
tion. When  he  puts  it  in  the  form  of  a  Bill 
and  proposes  it  for  8eci>nd  Reading  I 
sliall  be  very  glad  to  discuss  it  in  this 
House.  But  there  was  one  tiling  my 
right  hon.  Friend  hardly  discussed  to- 
night at  all,  and  that  was  the  Bill  of 
Her  Majesty s  Government.  He  w»# 
very  full  of  the  plan  of  the  lion.  Member 
for  Cork.  Well,  that  is  not  before  us^ 
I  have  not  heard  that  the  Government 
have  iDCor|K>rated  it  in  their  Bill,  nor 
that  they  are  prepared  ti>  incorporate 
the  }»kn  nf  my  right  hon.  Friend,  If 
they  are  pi'epaix'd  t*)  incorixjmte  both  I 
think  the  best  thing  they  c^n  do  is  to 
withdraw  this  Bill  and  bring  in  another. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  made  a  good  maiiy 
objections  which  he  said  were  fatal  to 
the  plnn  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork. 
He  said  it  did  not  settle  the  question , 
because  it  prt»pf3sed  only  to  deal  with 
estates  nnder  jCoO,  and  he  proceeded  in 
the  latter  part  of  his  speech  to  pi-opoeD 
that  the  Government  should  confine 
their  Bill  to  estates  under  £50. 

Mb,  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  did  m»t 
say  that.  I  said  that  although  I  saw 
great  difficulty  in  making  any  limitatioi}* 
1  thought  the  limitation  of  the  Govern- 
ment might  be  further  reduced,  espe- 
cially in  the  case  of  certain  classes  of 
estates. 

Sm  W.  HAHCOURT  :  I  understood 
my  right  hon.  Friend  to  adopt  the  plan 
and  the  figure  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  No. 

SlBW^  HARCOURT:  And  I  am  not 
surprised,  because  among  the  many  plans 
which  I  have  had  the  honour  of  discuss- 
ing with  my  right  hon.  Friend  was  one 
for  limiting  pujT bases  under  £30  rental. 
Bnt    of    nil    the    things    my  right  hon. 
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Frii^jul  lias  stiid,  the  most  important  and 
the  unu  in  which  I  most  entirely  concur 
Tfith  him  is  that  it  is  impossible  to  work 
this  Bill  or  any  other  plan  of  land  pur- 
chase until  you  have  establinhed  a  sya* 
tern  of  Local  Government  in  Ireland 
through  which  you  may  obtahi  the  con- 
sent of  the  Irish  people,  and  under 
which  you  may  work  the  plan  of  land 
purchtist^  through  and  by  the  Irish  people. 
That  ia  the  |x>sition  we  have  always 
takeu  up  with  reference  to  land  purchase. 
That  was  the  puliey  of  1886.  You  may 
diiler  from  us.  I  will  not  i|Tiarrtd  with 
my  right  hon.  Friend  as*  to  what  should 
be  the  chara-eter  of  that  Local  Govern- 
meat.  He  would  not  ^o  so  ftir  in  the 
powers  of  that  Local  Government  as  we 
prop»38e  to  go.  I  will  not  enter  into 
that.  1  take  this  fundameutul  |>osition  ; 
that  you  cannot  hypothecate  Irish  funds, 
you  cann<jt  deal  with  Irish  rents,  except 
with  the  consent  of  the  peopk*  ant! 
through  the  agency  of  Lr>cial  Government 
That  is  the  basis  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  accepts.  I  accept  it  too ;  but 
then  what  is  the  conclusion  from  that  ? 
That  you  cannot  go  a  step  in  this  matter 
until  you  have  let  us  see  and  know  what 
is  your  plan  of  Local  Government,  Why 
surely  my  right  hon.  Friend  is  too  good 
a  man  of  business  to  suppose  that  we  are 
going  to  vote  this  £33,1)00,000  of  money 
which  is  to  be  raised  upon  British  credit 
and  in  respect  of  which  all  the  local 
resources  of  Ireland  sire  to  be  hypothe- 
cated, without  our  knowing  what  the 
Lr>cal  Government,  which  is  to  be  the 
guarantor  of  the  money^  is  to  l>e.  Of  all 
proposals  that  is  certainly  one  to  buy  a 
pig  in  a  poke.  I  never  heard  of  so  absurd  a 
proposal  as  that  we  are  to  pass  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill  wit  bout  knowing 
what  the  iie  wL<xml  Government  of  Ireland 
is  to  be.  Therefore,  of  all  the  declfitrations 
that  have  been  maiie  none  c^n  be  more 
important  than  that  which  was  made  by 
jny  r  igh t  hon .  Fr i entl  to-  J  i  i gh  t.  My  rig  1  i  t 
hon.  Friend  desires  that  this  question 
tthall  be  discussed  without  Party  spirit, 
I  am  ready  to  meet  him  in  that;  but  what 
Isay  is  that  lief  ore  you  can  deal  with  the 
land  purchase  question  you  must  first 
settle  the  principle  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment of  the  country.  That  is  the  very 
pt  of  the  argument  of  my  right  hon. 
id.  It  is  the  central  principle  upon 
which  everything  else  rests,  aufltherefore 
let  us  goto  work  at  once  nnd   settle  what 


the  Local  Government  of  Ireland  is  to  he 
We,  liMWi'Vtfr,  in  thi;s  Hoiise  of  Caimm)ii« 
cannot  treat  the  Bill  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  I  willnot  say  with  the  con- 
tempt, but  with  the  indifferen(?e  which 
lias  been  sliown  towards  it  by  my  right 
1 1  on .  F J  'ie  n  d .  Aite  r  al  1,  t  he  re  i,s  a  G  3  v  e  r  n  - 
ment,  and  tlie  Government  have  a  Bill^ 
altliough  my  right  hoiu  Friend  has  said 
iiuthirig  about  it  except  in  dispamgement 
of  it  ;  hut  we  are  (li.sciissiug  its  Second 
Heading,  and  I  must  regard  it  as  existent 
as  long  as  it  is  up: in  the  Orders  of  the 
I>ay.  There f'  nv,  n  1 1 1  n  lUg li  my  ri ^' ht  hnn . 
Friend  challenges  ns,  and  indeed  almost 
taunts  US,  mU>  putting  the  Government 
Bill  aside  in  order  to  discuss  the  pro- 
posiik  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  and 
of  himself,  meiHsly  from  Parliamentary 
decency  I  would  ask  leave  to  say  a  word 
nDon  the  Bill  of  tlie  Government  as  it 
stands  before  us.  I  will  not  enter  int^ 
the  controversy  which  m"^  right  hon. 
Friend  invites  us,  I  may  almost  say 
launts  us,  to  plunge  inb»,  because,  even 
when  he  is  in  his  most  conciliatory  mood, 
my  right  hon.  Friend  always  mixes  with 
his  oil  a  little  vinegjir,  so  as  to  make  the 
Hiilad  of  his  speeches  agreeable  to  the 
pilate.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
t^-night  shown  the  qxmlities  he  always 
displays.  He  is  an  amiable  character, 
and  hi!  has  proffered  himself  as  tlie  god- 
fatlicr  of  hintlings  thsit  very  often  are 
not  avowed  by  tlieir  pntjitive  fathers,  and 
he  is  ready  ti*  promise  and  vow  anything 
in  the  names  of  the  scheme  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork,  «'f  the  plan  of  Her 
Majesty  8  Government,  and  even  "if  his 
own  plan,  a.s  Inng  as  the  principle  of  land 
purchase  in  Ireland  K^arg  his  own  hall- 
mark. The  only  thing  in  the  course 
of  my  right  hon.  Friends  speech 
that  w^as  not  condemnatory  oi  the 
Government  Bill  was  something  he 
tiiougbt  it  necessary  to  say  in  justifica- 
tion of  his  own  rionsisteTicy.  I  do  not, 
I  confess,  exactly  know  what  ray  right  hon. 
Friends prt^sent  pofiitirm  is  in  the  matter  ; 
but  he  appeared  txi  complnin  that  in  a  cer- 
tain brief  correspondence  which  we  have 
bad  I  aflirmed  the  cai*dinal  principle  to  be 
that  the  credit  of  the  Britisli  Exchequer 
was  not  to  be  placetl  at  risk.  Well,  T  da 
not  understand  that  he  denies  that  that 
is  the  position,  althtiugh  I  admit  that  he 

j  is  perfectly  consistent,  because  in  all 
the  disrussir»ns,    public  or   private,   that 

'  hR^e    jiassed     between     my    right    hon. 
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Friend   and  myself,  the  great  claim  ho 
has  put  forward  as  the  raierit  of  hia  own 
scheme  has  heen  iljat  it  would  not  pledge 
English  credit     But  the  right  hon*  Gen- 
tleman   says    to-night,    **I    admit  that 
British  credit  is  at  risk  in  the  Bill  of  the 
Government"     And  yet  he  claims  to  be 
consistent.     My    right  hon.  Friend    lias 
made  several   very  important  statements 
to-ni^ht.     He  has  made  one  statement  of 
which  I  think  the  House  and  the  conntrj- 
should  take  note,  and  tliat  is  that  the  elec- 
torate of  Great  Bribiin,  at  the  last  Election 
declared  a'/ainst  pledging    British  credit, 
althougli    he  says  that  that  was  not  his 
opinion^    nor   was   it  the  opinion   of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian.  Now, 
I  want  to  ask,  Is  British  credit  plerlged 
in  this  Bill  and  is  the    British  Treasury 
at  risk  under  it  ?     I  think  I  shall  be  able 
to  show  that  there  ts  no  othercrtdit  at  risk 
under  this  Bill,  and  that   the  whole  risk 
falls,  and  must  fall,  upon  the  British  tixx- 
payer.     That  is  the   direct   issue    I  take 
with   my   right   hon.    Friend,    and,  if  I 
persuade    liim   of  that,    tlien  he  admits 
he    will    be  inconsistent  in    supporting 
the  Second  Readiug  of  this  Bill.     What 
is  the  professed   object   of  the  Bill  1     It 
professes    to    solve   the    Irish    agrarian 
question,  and  thereby   also  to  get  rid   of 
the  political  difEeuUies  K^ween  England 
and    Ireland.     It    is    supposed  that  yoTi 
are       to      achieve      those      ends      by 
buying     out     the     landlurds      in     Ire- 
land,  and    by  putting    an  end    to  dual 
o\niership,    which  is   assumed  to   he    a 
great  evil     -I    have  often  observed  in 
politics    that    what    are    laid   down   as 
axioms   arc    generally    fallacies,   and    I 
myself  have  never  accepted  the  pi-oposi- 
tion   that  dual  ownership  is  necessarily 
an  evil      I  am  not  singular  in   holding 
that  opinion,       I  have  seen  a  letter  from 
the  Marquess  of  Waterford,  and  I  have 
read   speeches  of   the    hon.  and  gallant 
Meml>er   for  North  Armagh,   in    which 
dual  owuei*shtp  is  held  to  l>e  a  very  good 
thing,  and    is   asserted   to   be  the  only 
tenure    which    has    been    successful   in 
Ireland,  and  \\\pn    which  all  the  reforms 
of  the   Irish   Laud  Law    have    hitherto 
been    based.      Dual    owTiership    is    an 
excellent  tenure   in  xminy  countries  of 
Europe.      John   Stuart  Mill   considered 
tliat   in    Tuscany   and    elsewhere    dual 
ownership   was    a    good    thing.       Dual 
ownership  is  a  gcxid  thing  frlien  thece 
are  good  dual  owners  fairly  dealing  the 
Sir  W,  llareaurf 


one  by  the  other^  and  the  failure  of  it 
in    Ireland   is    in    consequence    of    the 
manner  in  which  it  has  been  worked  in 
that  country.      What   you   propose  by 
this  Bill  ia  to  get  rid  of  dual  ownership. 
Wliat  does  that  mean  1      You  are  going 
to  buy  out  the  Irish  landlords.     You  are 
going  to  get  rid  of  the  English  Garrison. 
We   have   heard   harsh    language   used 
about   the  landowners  of   Ireland  ;  butt 
was  there  ever  such  a  condemnation  ot\ 
tliem  fis  a  class  as  the  proposal  under 
this  Bill  to  get  rid  of  them  altogether t 
Can   anything   more   harsh  be   said   of 
these  Irish  landlords  than  that  they,  hav- 
ing had  the  welfai*e  of  the  Irish  people  at 
their  mercy  for  throe  centuries,  have  so 
misused  their  powers  and  have  so  abused 
their  privileges  that  the  first  condition, 
in  your  opinion,  for  the  restoration  of 
peai'e  and  prosperity  in  Ireland  must  be 
the  expropriation  of  their  class  ?     That 
is  the  real  meaning  of  the  pmposal  in 
this  Bill  to  get  rid  of  dual  ownership  in 
Ireland,  and  it  is  the  most  severe  censure 
that  has  ever  been  passed  upon  the  land- 
lords    of   Ireland.      It  is  said  that   the 
Irish  landlords  themselves  are  wdling  to 
go,  and  that  the  only  question  they  are 
likely  to  raise  is  how  many  years'  pur- 
chase they  are  to  get  for  their  land,and  that 
if  thev  get  enough  the  English  Garrison 
are  willing  to  evacuate  the  fort.      You 
may    attempt    to    solve     the     ag'rariaii 
question  by  this  Bill ;  but  you  will    be 
entirely  mistaken  if  you  think  you  will 
solve  the  politieal  question  by  it     I  know 
that  hi>n.  Gentlemt-n  opposite  cherish  the 
belief  that  the  only  question  in    Ireland 
is  the  land  question  ;    that  there  is  nn 
national  question    behind    it :    and  that 
there  in  no   desire    nn  the  part  of  the 
Irish  people  for  self-government.       We 
on    this   side    of    the  House,    however, 
think  differently.       It  seems  to  me  that 
this  Bill  puts  forward  this  great  scheme 
something    in    the    stylo    of     a    quack 
medicine  advertisement,  or   of  the  pro- 
spectus of    a    bubble    company.       The 
proposal  of  the  Government  is  to  cure  all 
diseases,  and  is  going  to  give  everybody 
everything  out  of  nothing.      The  tenant 
ia  to  have  hia  rent  20  per  cent,  lower; 
the  landlord  is  to  sell  with  the  greatest 
facility    proi>Grty  for   which    there    has 
been  no  sale  ;  while  the  British  taxpayer, 
who  is  to  go  bail  for  them  aU,  is  to  have 
no  burden  whatever  thrown  ujwn  him.    I 
have   never   seen    the  prospectus    of    ft 
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bubble  company  which  promised  mure. 
For  my  part,  I  am  only  playing  the 
humble  part  of  an  accountant  who 
desires  to  investigate  the  nature  of  the 
securities  upon  which  the  whole  proposal 
19  based  and  <\i  the  liabilities  which  are 
to  bo  incurred  in  carrying  it  out.  Let 
us  look  for  a  moment  at  these  securities, 
which  appear  so  satisfactory  to  my  riirht 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Chamberlain).  The 
first  great  beneficiary  under  this  Bill  is 
to  ba  the  tenant^  who  is  to  pay  20  per 
cent.  Ies3  rent  than  he  does  at  present, 
and  t3  enable  that  object  to  be  attained 
the  local  funds  of  Ireland  and  the 
Imperial  Treasury  of  Great  Britain  are 
to  be  pledged.  Either  the  rents  are  20 
par  cent  too  high  or  they  are  not.  If 
they  are  20  per  cent,  too  high  it  is  the 
landlord  who  ought  to  reduce  them,  and 
they  ought  not  to  be  reduced  by  pledging 
the  re  sources  either  of  Great  Britain  or 
Ireland.  But  if  tliey  are  imt  20  per 
cent,  too  high,  why  are  we  to  pledge  the 
resources  of  Ireland  and  the  funds  <*f 
England  in  order  to  give  a  limited  class 
of  tenants,  only  one-fuurth  of  the 
tenants  of  Ireland,  land  at  a  rent  which 
is  20  per  cent  below  the  fair  value? 
Why  are  we  tt)  give  the  Irinh  tenant  ai^y 
more  than  the  English  tenant  land  at  a 
rent  btdow  its  i*eal  value,  and  for  that 
purpa<?e  to  pledge  —  what  ?  Kot  his 
resources,  but  the  resources  of  the  whole 
community.  You  are  going  to  sub- 
stituta  the  Eiiglitih  State  for  the  land- 
lord  in  Ireland.  Then  at  least 
let  the  Kngli.Hh  State  have  a  fair  rent, 
neither  a  rent  that  is  too  high  nor  a  rent 
that  is  too  low.  You  say  that  you  have 
introduced  this  Bill  to  settle  the  land 
question  of  Irelantl ;  but  will  this  Bill 
do  it  ?  You  provide  a  scheme  under 
which  one-fourth  of  the  ienant-s  of  Ire- 
land, at  the  very  most,  i^Hll  be  dealt  with. 
That  is  no  settlement  at  all ;  it  is  an  un- 
settleraent  of  everything  that  exists  at 
present.  You  have  now  a  settlement 
upon  the  basis  of  judicial  rent,  deter- 
mined by  a  Court  which  applies  to  all 
the  tenants  of  Ireland.  Your  Bill 
creates  by  the  side  of  the  Judicial  rent 
another  rent,  which  iw  to  l>e  20  per  cent, 
below  the  judicial  rent,  Thujii  you  over- 
throw absolutely  the  existing  settlement, 
and  introduce  a  new  one  whirh  deals 
only  with  one- fourth  of  the  tenants. 
What  are  you  goiiig  to  do  with  the  other 
three •f our t ha  ?   They  will   he  more  dis- 


contented than  ever  ;  they  will  l>e  more 
the  prey  of  agitators  than  ever  ;  and  they 
will  be  discimtented  for  the  best  possible 
reasons.  Pass  your  Bill,  and  it  will  give 
rise  to  new  and  extended  demands  which 
you  will  not  be  able  to  resist,  because 
you  have  no  argument  to  adduce  against 
them.  What  will  the  tenants  who  have 
not  bought  say  to  the  landlords  who 
have  not  sold  ]  The  tenants  will  say, 
"  You  must  sell,  or  we  will  not  pay  you 
rent.  There  is  no  reason  in  the  world 
why  we  should  pay  20  ]:>er  cent,  more 
j  than  our  favoured  neighbours."  Then 
tliere  will  be  the  mortgagee,  who  will 
say,  *'  The  mortgagee  of  the  adjacent 
property  has  got  his  money  out  of 
the  fund  provided  by  Government, 
I  want  my  money,  and  you  must 
sell  in  order  that  1  may  g^t  it.**  There - 
foi'e  in  the  long  run  the  saV  of 
properties  must  become  compulsory,  and 
what  will  be  the  consequence?  You  have 
taken  £:^3,000,000  to  deal  with  one- 
fourth  of  the  tenants,  and  if  it  is  abso- 
lutely neeessaiy^  in  the  circumstances, 
as  I  say  it  is,  tliat  you  should  deal  with 
the  remainder,  it  is  pluin  that  you  must 
have  three  times  that  amount  in  addition 
to  the  sum  already  taken,  and  the 
liability  for  these  subsequent  millions 
must  rest,  withoat  even  the  pretence  of 
any  interposition,  upon  the  British  Ex- 
chequer, Ytju  say  ynu  will  obtain  great 
benefit  by  making  these  tenants  free* 
holders ;  but  if  I  read  your  Bill  aright, 
you  do  not  make  them  frceliolders  in  any 
sense  cf  the  woi*d.  For  half  a  century 
they  will  only  be  tenants,  tenants  under 
inspection,  men  paying  instalments,  who, 
if  those  instolmentH  fail,  can  be  evicted 
at  any  moment.  In  the  21st  clause  of  the 
Bill  you  will  find  the  conditions  laid  down 
under  which  these  men,  whom  you  choose 
to  ciill  owners^  can  be  compelled  to 
Ic^ve  their  homes.  In  examining  this 
Eldorado  scheme,  under  which  every- 
body is  to  pick  up  gold,  let  us  consider 
where  the  gold  is  to  come  from*  Unques- 
tionably a  great  bonus  is  offered  by  the 
Bill.  I  will  not  discuss  who  is  to  get 
the  lion's  share  of  it.  In  my  opinion,  it 
will  sometimes  be  the  landlord  ;  some- 
times it  may  be  the  tenant.  But  I  want 
to  know  where  the  money  is  comiTig 
from.  Only  one  thing  is  a  certainty, 
namely,  that  the  kndl* jixl  is  to  get  money 
for  his  land  wldch  he  cannot  get  now, 
'  and  the  sum  which  the  landlords  are  to  get 


1 583     Purchase  of  La  ad,  d:c,,        [  COMMONS ; 


(Irriaud)  flUf. 


1584 


jou  compute  at  present  «t  X33.0O0.0OO. 
This  money  is  to  be  paid  to  people  who 
mnyy  and  [irobiibly  will,  take  it  out  of 
U'uland,  aud  I  wonder  how  that  is  going 
to  inipi'ove  the  condition  of  the  country. 
This  is  a  hea.vy  price  to  pay  to  got  rid  of 
the  class  whom  you  treat,  and  perhaps 
rightly  treaty  as  the  men  who  are  the 
curse  of  Ireland.  Uet  us  see  what  is 
thought  of  your  securities  by  the  land- 
lords. You  create  a  land  stock,  and  you 
also  provide  tlmt  if  the  landlords  do  not 
like  the  land  stock  tliey  may  have 
Consols,  Why  is  that  ?  Becfmse  they 
do  not  trust  your  land  su»ck  security* 
If  it  were  good  for  anything",  your  land 
stock  would  stand  at  a  hitfher  price  than 
Consols.  It  is  because  it  is  known  that 
your  land  security  is  not  goo*l  rliat  the 
landlords  are  given  the  choice  of  Consols, 
and  they  would  Ix?  great  ftx^ls  if  they 
did  not  choose  Consols,  You  may 
iivrap  it  up  in  whatever  verbiage  you 
like  ;  but  this  is  a  plan  by  which  the 
English  Treasury — tliat  is  to  say,  the 
BritLsb  taxpayer — is  g*oing  to  buy  Irish 
land  to  the  extent  of  £33,000.000 
sterling  at  a  price  which  cannot  1*0 
obtained  in  the  market^and  to  receive  in 
respect  of  that  land  rent  less  by  20  per 
cent,  than  it  at  present  yields.  A  pretty 
commerciial  land  tninsaction  for  the 
EugLish  Tn^asury  and  the  English  tax- 
payer  to  be  iuvolved  in.  Prudent  people 
are  sometimes  apt  to  make  it  a  condition 
in  settlements,  or  in  their  wills,  tliat 
tinast  money  shall  not  he  put  into  Irish 
land  ;  but  here  arc*  the  Trusttes  of  the 
English  nation,  of  the  taxpayers,  about  to 
invest  tens  of  millions,  and  ultimately 
hundreds  of  millions,  of  English  money  in 
the  purchase  of  land  which  they  know  not 
to  be  marketable.  You  say  you  have  ample 
security,  What  is  it?  The  first  security, 
of  course,  is  the  laud*  and  you  are  going 
to  begin  by  advancing  on  the  land  four- 
fifths  or  nearly  the  whole  of  the  value. 
Wbo  would  lend  four-fifths  nf  the  value 
upon  English  land '?  Hei'e  upon  Irish 
l^d  you  begin  your  transactions  by 
advancing  four-fifths  of  the  value,  in 
spite  of  the  agrarian,  the  social,  and  the 
political  condition  uf  Ireland.  To  use  a 
technical  phrase,  I  believe  it  is 
coiTect  to  say  you  are  going  to  buy 
Irish  land  on  the  2 J  per  cent,  table, 
when  you  know  perfectly  well  that 
ordinary  transactions  in  that  land  would 
be  upon  the  5  or  G  per  cent,  table,  if  you 
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were  t  >  biiy  land  in  the  market  at  all. 
The  recoupment  of  thii*  muney  is  to  be 
extended  over  50  years — over  half  a 
century  in  which  you  will  have  to 
encounter  the  vicissitudes  of  seasons  and 
the  chances  of  political  change  ;  and  you 
have  left  no  margin  ujx)n  the  land  itseL 
A  famine  may  come,  and  the  landlords 
who  have  not  sold  must  reduce  ihmt ' 
rent  because  they  cannot  collect  it.  Do 
you  think  the  English  State,  standing 
side  by  side  with  these  landlords  who 
have  not  sold,  can  collect  the  rent  of 
land?  Of  course  it  cannot;  and  if  it 
cannot  it  falls  back  upon  the  securities 
which  lie  behind.  And  I  ask  the  House 
to  consider  what  those  securities  are.  I 
say  tlrnt,  taking  the  land  itself,  it  is  an  ab- 
solutely insufficient  security  :  no  man  can 
pretend  that  the  land  we  pn3ix)6e  to  buy 
is  a  secunty  for  the  money ;  and  you 
admit  that*  because  you  set  to  work  to 
reinfoi-ce  it  by  security  after  securi^ 
which  you  pile  one  upon  the  other.  It 
is  like  children  on  the  seashore  biiiiding 
one  wall  of  sand  around  another  until  a 
wave  comes  and  they  all  disappear. 
Under  your  Bill  you  may  call  tlie  State 
either  a  creditor  or  a  landlord  ;  in  fact,  the 
Stiite  would  be  both.  And  what  State  ? 
It  iH  the  English  State.  I  was  quite  sur- 
pritied  the  other  night  to  hear  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  say  it  did 
not  sisniify  whether  it  was  the  English 
State  or  the  IrLsli  State,  and  that  it  was 
all  the  same  thing.  I  confess  I  thought 
that  argument  was  not  worthy  of  the 
high  intelligence  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  This  rent  will  have  to 
be  collected  by  the  English  StiUe  which 
exists  in  Ireland  only  by  the  sword  and 
under  a  r^ffime.  of  coercion.  That  is  to 
be  tlie  rentH^onector  of  Ireland.  A 
hundred  j^ears  a^o  would  the  Chance  liar 
of  the  Exchequer  have  said  it  did  not 
signify  who  collected  the  Tea  iJuty  in 
Boston — whether  it  was  collected  by  the 
StAte  pf  Ma8sachusett6  or  by  the  Ei^lial 
Government  ?  Wliy,  it  mikes  all  tltfl 
difference  whether  you  are  going  to 
collect  i-ent  by  an  authority  which  enjoyi? 
the  confidence  of  and  acts  in  sympathy 
with  the  people,  or  whether  you  put  the 
rent  collection  in  the  hands  of  an 
authority  whicli  is  hated  by  the  people. 
Wliat  is  your  case  1  Your  case  ih  that 
agrarian  troubles  in  Ireland  have  beaiL^ 
caused  by  political  agitation.  If  that  haif^ 
been  m  bi  the  [>ast,  in  it  not  going  to  be 
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80  in  the  f  atnre  ?  You  say,  as  the  Com- 
mission said,  that  the  object  of  the  Land 
Leiigae  was  to  get  rid  of  the  English 
Crarrisou ;  and  yon  are  going  to  buy  out 
the  Englisli  Garrison.  When  the 
Knglish  Garrison  has  evacuated,  the 
EugUfih  creditor  will  stand  in  the 
place  of  the  Knglish  Garrison.  Why, 
tlieti,  should  not  political  agitators  use 
exHL'tly  the  same  arLninienta  at^ainst  the 
English  Treasury  that  they  used  against 
tlie  English  Garrison,  if  they  are  actuated 
by  pi^li tical  motives  and  seek  political  ob* 
jeets  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
b'jrforWestBirminglmm  said  he  couldnot 
believe  that  fii\ch  a  course  would  be 
pursued,  and  he  thought  that  nothing 
like  a  strike  against  rent  would  be 
attempted  in  this  case.  Really  his 
memory  sometimes  fails  him.  I  do  not 
desire  to  fix  him  with  a  tu  quoifUf^  ;  but 
I  find  a  passage  in  which,  speaking  of  the 
Ashbourne  Act,  he  said — 

**  If  the    exp^^nse    of    this    IranfiAction    is 

rtiduullj   inLTtus<?il,   and   if    Ih*^    number    of 

iebtora  to  the  Stale  become  very  large,  nothing 

Iwould   h»  tiaaier   thnn  for  Hgitatrjr?i  at  fiotne 

Dtkvuurabla  time  or  ufior  a  bad  faurvest  to  briag 

rkbout  tt  strike  agtiinst  the  pay  merit  of  interest 

just  as  they  hn%  e  brought  about  a  strike  againdt 

vhe  payment  of  rt^nt.'* 

Chab  ia  a  very  real  fear,  and  seveml 
lembers  have  used  the  same  argument 
that  the  collection  of  rent  will  be  en- 
dangered by  political  agitatioti.  But^ 
says  the  right  hon.  Member,  that  will  be 
ii^ainst  the  self-interest  of  the  purchase  i*t?, 
nd  therefore  you  may  rely  npi>n  them. 
'Well,  it  is  your  case  that  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  has  baen  against  the  interest 
of  the  tenants  ;  and  yet  they  Imvo  pur- 
sued it.  My  right  hon-  Friend  referred 
to  the  case  of  New  Tippemry.  Why, 
there  m^n  have  suffered  eviction  and 
have  sacrificed  their  liomes  and  their 
fortunes  to  carry  out  objects  that  they 
thought  were  great  and  worthy  objects; 
and  they  have  sacrificed  that  self-interest 
on  which  my  right  hon.  Friend  relies 
with  so  much  cr^nfidence  for  the  security 
of  this  £;i3,00r],000  of  English  mouey. 
Where  will  your  £33,000;000  be  when 
the  English  IVeasury  is  called  upon  t4j 
evict  the  Irish  tenants  ?  Why  do  you 
not  anticipate  that  there  may  be  a  Plan 
of  Campaign  against  the  British 
Treasury?  Why  do  you  not  anticipate 
that  when  you  have  land  thrtjwn  upon 
yunt  hands  it  may  be  boycotted  in 
tlie    market?     If   your    story     ia     true 


that  these  agrariau  questions  are  really 
niised  for  political  motives  it  is  just  as 
hkely  to  \}&  true  in  the  future  as  it  has 
been  in  the  past.  There  was  a  Bom  an 
Emperor  who  unshed  the  people  had 
but  one  neck  in  order  tbit  he  might 
strike  at  all  with  one  blow  j  and  here 
you  offer  to  political  agitation  a  single 
neck  in  the  form  of  the  British  Treasury. 
As  my  right  hon»  Friend  said,  local 
Government  lies  at  the  root  of  the  whole 
question.  You  cannot  settle  this  land 
question  until  you  make  a  political 
peace  with  Ireland,  Until  you  have 
politiciU  ])eace  you  will  have  no  agrarian 
peace  ;  until  you  have  political  and 
agrarian  i>eace  you  cannot  deal  with 
this  question  of  hind  purchase  in  Ireland 
with  any  security,  nor  c?an  you  advance 
money  from  the  British  Treasury  unless 
it  is  secured,  not  by  paper  security,  but 
by  the  constjincy  and  the  loyalty  of  a 
friendly  jjeople.  Therefore,  I  take  this 
principle  as  lying  at  the  root  of  the 
whole  matter — the  consent  of  the  nation 
fclirough  its  Local  Government  and  li& 
National  Bepresentatives  and  the  political 
peace  to  be  brLiught  about  by  giving 
contentment  to  the  Irish  pe  pie.  If  you 
push  matters  to  this  extremity,  that  you 
place  the  English  nation  in  the  situation 
of  becoming  the  evictor  from  land  in 
Ireland^  you  may  depend  upin  it  Home 
Rule  will  come  in  a  way  I  do  not  wish 
to  see  it  come ;  because  the  English 
people  would  find  themselves  in  a  situa- 
tion with  reference  to  Ireland  of  either 
having  to  surrender  these  vast  advances 
or  of  taking  a  course  with  reference  to 
the  people,  which  I  venture  to  say  that 
public  opinion  would  not  supj)ort.  Ac* 
cording  to  the  Bill,  land  being  the  first 
security,  eviction  must  be  the  first 
remedy  for  non-payment ;  that  must 
cofme  before  every  other  security.  You 
have  no  right  to  come  upon  a  surety 
until  you  have  gone  against  the  prin* 
cxpal ;  and  the  princijjal  is  the  land.  If 
any  default  takes  place  the  first  duty  is 
to  proceed  t<>  eviction.  If  that  fails  it  is 
a  remarkable  thing ;  it  is  worthy  of 
observation  that  there  are  all  sorts  of 
provisions  as  to  what  you  are  going  to 
do  if  yuu  find  the  land  will  not  selL 
Look  at  Clauses  19  and  20  and  see  how 
the  Government  is  going  to  manage  and 
farm  land  itself.  This  provision  is  made 
because  it  is  seen  that  it  is  likely  to  be 
needed.     But   th^   Government    ig    not 
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like  an  individual  landowner  who  may 
liave  a  farm  here  and  there  thrown  on 
its  hands.     If  the  British  Government 
has  one  farm  it   will   have   all   that   is 
represented  by  the  £33,000,000.     Yon 
have  behind  you  what  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary calls  three  impossibilities,  securities 
which  he   considers   protect  the  British 
Treasury   with  a  triple  wall   of  brass. 
It  seems  to  me  that   the   brass  is  rather 
in  the  assertion   than   in  the   secuiities. 
The  hypothecation  of  local  funds,  in  my 
opinion,  is  utterly  worthless.     Take  the 
first  of  these   three   impossibilities.     As 
to  the  cash  guarantee  from  the  Exche- 
quer contributions,  is  it  possible  to  main- 
tain that  while   you  give  these  contribu- 
tions to   England   and  Scotland  without 
conditions,  you  can  hypothecate  them  for 
the   sake   of   a   handful  of    tenants    in 
Ireland  ?     You  can   do   nothing   of  the 
kind.     As   the  hon.   Member  for  Cork 
said,    the    proposal    is   monstrous    and 
absurd ;  as  it  is  not  a  general  settlement, 
but  deals  only  with  one-fourth   or   one- 
fifth   of   the   tenants,    it    is   so   utterly 
unjust  and  unjustifiable   that   it  cannot 
be  sustained   for  a  moment.     Then   you 
have  actually  seized   upon   the  county 
percentage   of  a  quarter  per   cent,  and 
impounded  it  as  one  of  your  guarantees. 
These    rates    ought    to   be   devoted    to 
the   benefit   of    the   whole    community, 
and      not     to      make     a     market     for 
the    land   of    certain    landlords    and    a 
reduction   of    rent   for   certain   tenants. 
I  submit  that  that  is  a  most  improper 
hypothecation  of  the  public  funds.   Those 
grants  are  in  relief  of  the  agricultural 
interest,  and  are  really  part  of  the  re- 
sources out  of  which  the  rent  ought  to 
be  earned.     If  that  be  so,  what  an  idle 
thing  it  is  to  take  away  those  resources 
and  use  them  as  a  security  for  the  pay- 
ment of  the  rent.     Your  second  resource 
is  the  grants  for  Local  Grovemment  in 
Ireland.     That  amounts  to  a  proposal  to 
break  up  the  whole  social  system  of  the 
counties  in  that  country,  and  you  employ 
those  grants  for  the  benefit  of  an  incon- 
siderable   fraction    of    the     tenants    of 
Ireland.      The    Chancellor   of  the   Ex- 
chequer the  other  night  said  you  did  not 
talk  of  imposing  obligations  where  the 
obligations  were  such  as  the  people  were 
delighted  to  take,  and  he  added  that  the 
Scotch  tenants  would  be  delighted  to  get 
such  terms.     My  right  hon.  Friend  was 
not  speaking  of  the  Scotch  tenants  who 
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got  the  boon,  but  of  the  people  who  did 
not  get  the  boon,  and  had  to  bear  the 
burden.      Here   you   are   hypothecating 
these  funds  which  are  provided  for  the 
benefit  of  people  who  get  nothing  under 
your  Bill.      That  is  the  thing  against 
which  we  protest.     It  is  like  drawing  a 
bill  in  favour  of  one  man,  and  putting 
on  the  back  the  name  of  another  without 
his  consent.     You  cannot  enforce  that 
security,  and,  therefore,  it  is  perfectly 
illusory.      It  is  exactly  the  same  with 
your  third  security — an  assessment  to  be 
imposed  by  the  Grand  Jury  or  the  Lord 
Lieutenant.     Who  supposes  that  such  an 
assessment  can  be  imposed?     I  do  not 
know    whether    I    need     mention    the 
Tenants'   Insurance   Fund.      It  is  pro- 
posed, as  I  understand  the  Bill,  that  if 
the  land  is  held  at  20  per  cent,  there  is 
no  margin  for  insurance ;  but  when  you 
hold  the  land  below  20  per  cent,  there  is. 
In  fact,  the  more  you  pay,  the  less  in- 
surance, and  the  less  you  pay,  the  more 
insurance  you  have.     I  venture  to  say 
that  is  a  correct  representation  of  the 
Tenants*   Insurance    Fund,   one   of  the 
many  funds  which  are   to  protect  the 
British  taxpayer.     Then  you  are  to  buy 
arrears,  and  you  are  to  treat  them  as 
assets.     These  are  the  securities  which 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
West     Birmingham     says     protect    the 
British  taxpayer.     These  guarantees  are 
a  confiscation  of  the   local  assets  of  the 
country,  and  without  the  consent  of  the 
people   they  are   to   be   applied  for  the 
benefit   of   a   few  individuals.      To  call 
them    guarantees   is   a   mere   abuse    of 
terms,  for  they  never  can  be  enforced. 
The  Secretary  for  Ireland   called   them 
"  three  impossibilities,*'  and  so  they  are  ; 
but  only  because  it  is  impossible  they 
can     ever     be     enforced.      Take     your 
securities  into  the  City  of  London  and 
see  what  you  can  get  for  them.     Why 
did  not  my  right  hon.  Friend  make  it 
one    of    his    recommendations    to     the 
Government  that  the  Consols  should  be 
struck  out  of  the  Bill  ?     Let  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  go  to  the  Bank 
of  England,  or  to  the  houses  of  Roths- 
child or  Baring,  and  find  how  much  of 
the  £33,000,000  they  will  give  him  on 
the    security    of    the    "three    impossi- 
bilities."    I   think   they  will   bow  him 
very  politely  out  of  their  parlours.    Why 
not   ask  the    landlords   to  take   them? 
I    should    like     to     see     the     face     of 
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tlie  Kon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh  (Colonel  Saunderson),  or  of  the 
landlord's  ag^ent,  the  hon*  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell),  if  the j 
were  asked  to  take  the  security  without 
the  Consols.  You  seek  to  make  the 
Irish  people  guarantee  the  security 
against  their  will.  They  repudiate  it, 
and  the  right  hon.  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  supports  them  in  that 
repudiation*  You  have  no  right  to 
hypothecate  their  funds  without  their 
consent.  They  have  a  perfect  right  to 
say,  "  Jian  hcec  in  fo^iera  veniJ'  It  is 
like  asking  a  man  to  sign  an  accommoda- 
tion bill  and  telling  him  he  wiU  never  be 
called  upon  to  pay.  That  is  the  real 
nature  of  the  liabilities  uuder  this  Bill. 
I  have  endeavoured  to  deal  with  the 
points  upon  which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
challenged  me.  He  said,  "  Prove  to  me 
that  there  is  risk  to  the  Englij^h 
Exchequer  under  this  Bill,  and  I 
admit  I  ought  to  oppose  it."  1  nuiin- 
tain  there  is  no  one  of  those  secu- 
rities which  ever  can  be  realised  that 
gives  the  smallest  security  in  case  of  the 
pepudiatitin  or  non-payment  of  these  in- 
stalments to  the  British  Treasury.  It  is 
hardly  necessary,  in  the  presence  of 
enormous  figures  and  transactions  of 
this  kind,  to  mention  smaller  matters. 
But  there  is  one  important  thing  in 
point  of  principle.  As  I  understand,  the 
costs  of  ascertaining  the  title  and  of  the 
transfer  will  be  paid  by  the  British  tax- 
payer directly.  The  establisiied  prin- 
ciple, as  in  the  case  of  tlie  Charity 
Commissioners,  has  always  been  tliat 
those  costs  should  fall  on  the  estate. 

Mr.  A,  J.  BALFOUR  :  It  is  so  under 
the  BiU. 

Sib  W.  HARCOUBT  :  Then  I  am 
wrong  on  that  point.  Perhaps  I  have 
spoken  too  long  ;  bat  I  have  endeavoui-ed 
to  address  myself  directly  to  the  question 
aa  to  who  is  to  be  responsible,  and  where 
the  liability  is.  I  need  hardly  say  I 
agree  to  what  was  said  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  about  the  folly  of  trying  to  settle 
the  land  question  without  the  counsels 
of  the  Irish  people  and  without  the 
advice  and  goodwill  cf  their  Representa- 
tives. All  Governments  have  been  Uj 
blame  in  that.  I  have  no  faith  in  those 
schemes  for  the  betterment  of  Ireland 
which  come  out  of  Downing  Street,  and 
which  have  no  Irish  advice  except  the 
advice  of  a  few  Dublin  lawyers,  who  are 
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not  always  vei'}-  good  advisers.  In  my 
opinion,  there  is  no  security  in  this  Bill 
unlcHis  yim  secure  the  gcuxlwill  uf  the 
Irish  people.  I  do  not  object,  in  all  cir- 
cumstanceSj'to  using  British  credit  for 
the  purposes  of  Ireland  ;  but  it  must  lie 
used  for  men  who  ai"e  your  friends,  and 
not  for  men  whom  you  treat  as  enemies. 
/a  it  not  an  astonishing  thing  that  you 
who  go  about  denouncing  the  leaders  of 
the  Irish  people  and  the  Irish  people 
themselves  as  thieves  and  robbers,  who 
have  spent  all  your  energy,  and  your 
money,  and  your  time  in  endeavouring 
fix  upon  them  the  stigma  of  crime,  who 
go  to  your  constituents  at»d  Hiiy  the  Irish 
people  have  no  regard  for  the  Ten  Com- 
mtiudments,  should  ha  going  to  lend 
those  men  £33,000,000  of  English 
monev  1  Either  it  is  a  most  reckless 
and  spendthrift  proposal,  or  else  these 
charges  you  have  made  are  false  charges, 
and  you  have  made  them  knowing  tbem 
to  be  false.  It  is  perfectly  impossible, 
and  inconsistent  with  the  language  which 
nobody  more  persistently  uses  than  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  that  you 
should  trust  this  sum  of  money  to  men 
whom  ynu  so  describe.  Here  is  a 
people  to  whom  you  cannot  trust  the 
ordinary  rights  of  the  Constitution, 
whom  you  are  treating  with  coercion 
every  day.  I  do  not  know  whuther 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo,  if  he  was 
to  dare  to  go  to  Mayo  and  recommend 
the  tenants  not  to  buy  under  this  Bill, 
would  not  be  sent  to  prison.  People 
have  been  sent  to  prison  for  doing  what 
is  exactly  the  same  thing.  What  I  wish 
to  point  out  is  that  the  first  condition  of 
making  this  advance  is  thatyonshould  liave 
confidence  in  the  people  to  whom  you 
are  making  it,  instead  of  treating  them 
in  the  hostile  spirit  in  which  yon  are 
now  treating  them.  With  reference  to 
your  Bill  generally,  I  confess  that  when 
yu^  have  reduced  Ireland  to  thia 
elementary  condition  I  do  not  see  why 
the  whole  prt:>ce8S  should  not  begin  again, 
and  why  these  small  tenancies  should  not 
coalesce  like  drops  of  quicksilver  which 
you  run  upon  a  plate,  and  which  join 
together  into  one  mass  ;  I  see  nothing  in 
your  Bill  to  prevent  this  land  being  sold, 
no  limit  to  the  number  of  people  who 
may  purchase.  There  is  aurither  con- 
sideration connected  with  this  Bill  to 
wliich  I  should  like  to  allude,  perhaps, 
most  important  of  all.  If  you  can  per- 
3U 
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form  this  gigantic  operation  of  advancing 
£30,000,000  to-day  and  £100,000,000 
to-morrow  with  absolute  safety  and  with 
no  risk  to  anybody,  why  do  yon  stop 
there  1  If  it  is  tme  that  there  is  no  risk 
in  a  gigantic  pledging  of  Enghsh  credit, 
if  it  is  only  a  nominal  af^ir,  are  there  no 
tenants  in  England,  in  Scotland,  or  in 
Wales  who  desire  to  have  their  rents 
reduced  by  20  per  cent.  ?  Are  there  no 
landlords  overwhelmed  with  mortgages 
in  the  rest  of  the  United  Kingdom  who 
would  like  to  have  a  few  millions 
advanced  by  a  hocus-pocus  of  this  sort, 
with  no  risk  of  any  kind  ?  Is  there  no 
question  of  the  housing  of  the  working 
classes,  no  question  of  allotments  and 
small  holdings  1  Why  should  not  all  fhe 
industrial  resources  of  the  country  be 
subsidised  by  untold  millions,  advanced  by 
a  little  iDgenious  juggling,  without  any- 
body running  any  risk?  Do  you 
imagine  that  these  are  demands  which 
will  not  necessarily  arise  out  of  a  Bill 
of  this  description?  In  this  country 
you  can  never  take  a  step  of  this 
kind  without  its  being  followed  by  con- 
sequences. The  English  nation  have  an 
almost  superstitious  reverence  for  pre- 
cedent, and  you  are  making  a  gigantic 
precedent  which  you  have  no  reason  for 
confining  to  Ireland.  If  it  is  sound  for 
Ireland,  it  is  sound  for  every  other  part 
of  the  kingdom.  I  commend  that  con- 
sideration to  the  Conservative  Members 
of  this  House,  and  to  the  constituen- 
cies of  Conservative  Members,  and  I 
think  that  they  will  do  well  to  bear 
it  in  mind.  I  confess  that  nothing 
astonishes  me  more  than  that  the  ring- 
leader of  this  sort  of  switchback  finance 
should  be  the  present  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  It  is  a  very  peculiar  thing  : 
we  have  a  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
who  is  supposed  to  be  a  prudent  financier. 
He  made  a  speech  here  the  other  night, 
and  in  it  there  was  no  attempt  to  defend 
the  security  that  is  to  protect  the  English 
taxpayer.  In  my  opinion,  this  is  a  ques- 
tion which  is  only  to  be  settled  by  the 
consent  of  the  Irish  people  as  evidenced 
by  their  Representatives.  To  your  Bill 
and  your  proposals  that  consent  is  re- 
fused. It  must  be  settled  also  by  the 
consent  of  the  English  people.  That 
consent  you  have  no  right  to  give.  You 
have  no  mandate  from  this  nation  to 
spend  its  money  in  this  manner,  upon 
t-iese  securities,  and  for  these  purposes. 
Sir  W.  Harcov/rt 


The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  has  borne  testi- 
mony to  that  fact;  he  has  said  that, 
whether  rightly  or  wrongly  the  electo- 
rate of  England  at  the  last  Election  de- 
manded that  this  thing  should  not  be 
done.  I  do  not  myself  admire  the  argu- 
ment of  tu  quoqne ;  I  will  not  quote  the 
pledges  that  have  been  given  ;  it  wiU  be 
for  each  Member  of  Parliament  to  justify 
to  his  own  constituents  the  pledges  which 
he  has  given  upon  this  subject ;  but  to  us, 
at  least,  the  course  is  clear.  We,  at  least, 
in  the  name  of  that  portion  of  the  com- 
munity whom  we  represent,  and  whom 
we  believe  now  at  least  to  be  a 
majority  of  the  United  Eangdom — we, 
at  least,  upon  the  Second  Reading  of  this 
Bill,  refuse  their  consent  and  our  consent 
to  incurring  these  vast  liabilities,  which 
are  secured  by  these  delusive  gnaran- 
tees 

•(8.55.)  Me.  WYNDHAM  (Dover) :  I 
listened  with  great  interest  to  the  ex- 
haustive speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  immediately  preceded 
me,  and  I  think  we  find  in  it  an  explicit 
statement  of  the  real  reasons  which 
have  operated  upon  his  mind,  and  upon 
the  minds  of  his  Colleagues,  in  inducing 
them  to  oppose  the  Second  Reading  ci 
this  Bill.  From  first  to  last  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  speech  wsts  a  frank 
appeal  to  the  cupidity  of  the  English 
taxpayer.  The  other  speakers  who  pre- 
ceded him  have  put  forward  other 
arguments,  but  they  have  not,  I  think, 
relied  very  much  on  their  force,  except 
in  so  far  as  they  were  likely  to  raise  the 
fears  of  those  on  whom  any  contingent 
loss  involved  in  the  opei*ations  of  this 
Bill  must  fall.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  attacked  and  criticised  some  of  the 
securities  in  this  Bill ;  other  securities 
he  has  attacked  without  criticism,  merely 
assuring  the  House  that  they  exist  only 
upon  paper.  I  think  that  the  securities 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
honoured  with  criticism  are  well  worthy 
of  the  attention  of  the  House.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  criticised  the 
security  to  be  found  in  the  holding, 
which  it  will  be  in  the  power  of  the  Land 
Commission  to  seiza  and  farm  on  its  own 
account,  declaring  that  we  are  advancing 
on  four-fifths  of  its  value  of  the  holding. 
But  we  are  really  advancing  four-fifths 
of  the  landlord's  interest  alone  upon  the 
security   of    the    whole   holding ;    and, 
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therefore^  when  the  right  hon*  Geutleraan 
con desce nils  U:>  criticism,  he  hori  fouDd 
whatever  aticcess  has  attended  his  efforts 
merely  in  understating  the  security 
which  13  plainly  to  be  i-ead  in  the  Bill. 
Tho  other  securities  the  right  hon. 
Gentle  man  dismiss^-^s  M^ith  a  wave  of  his 
hand,  declaring  that  they  resemble  the 
walls  of  sand  built  up  by  children  on 
the  seashore  around  a  castle.  But  if 
the  castle  is  to  represent  the  money  in 
the  packet  of  the  tax  pa j  or,  I  maintain 
that  it  has  been  construct  id  above  high- 
water  mark,  for  the  British  taxpayer,  or 
the  Government,  acting  iu  his  interests, 
has  only  to  refuse  to  give  the  annual 
contingent  which  we  owe  to  Ireland  in 
order  to  secure  absolutely  his  own 
property  from  any  risk.  The  right  hon. 
Gentlonan  Las  endeavoured  to  add  to 
the  terrors  of  the  taxpayer  by  denouncing 
State  landlordism,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  leader  of  the  Opposition 
denounced  it  in  his  speech  He  has 
pointed  out  that  that  will  necessitate 
eviction  carried  out  immediately  uuder 
the  Imperial  Government.  But  wliat 
was  the  remedy  contemplated  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  in  introducing  the  similar 
provision  contained  in  his  Iiand  Bill 
of  18701  On  that  occasion  he  asked  the 
House  what  remedy  there  would  be  in 
the  event  *^i  non-ijayment,  and  he  de- 
clared that  the  Government  had  not 
only  tlie  remedy  uf  eviction,  but  the 
power  to  attach  the  whole  produce  of 
the  farm.  Therefore,  we  find,  at  the 
very  outset,  that  in  the  past  other  Go- 
vernmentSj  pursuing  similar  schemes  of 
Land  Purchase,  have  been  willing*  to 
undertake  the  risks  which  we  are  willing 
to  uudertake  ;  that  they  have  thought 
themselves  secured  against  these  risks 
by  only  one  out  of  the  mauy  re- 
medies which  we  believe  to  be 
effectual  now.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  also  attacked  the  Tenant**  In- 
Burance  Fund.  He  has  been  led  fiwuy 
by  the  seductive  argument  of  the  hon. 
Member  fur  Cavan  (Mr.  Knox),  who  as* 
fiured  the  House  that  since  when  20  years* 
purcluise  was  given  thei*e  would  be 
no  tenants  insursince — the  security  be- 
came less  as  the  risk  increased,  and 
increased  as  the  risk  diminished.  Tha 
hon.  Member  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man seemed  to  hold  that  Irish  land 
worth  20  years*  purchase  i^  a  more  risky 


investment  than  bind  which  is  oniy 
worth  12  years'  purchase.  It  must  be 
obvious  that  the  very  reverse  is  the 
case.  If  land  is  worth  20  years'  pur- 
chase it  is  because  the  landlord  has  been 
able  to  collect  his  rents ;  and  if  it  is 
]  worth  only  12  years'  purchase  it  is 
because  the  landioixi  has  not  been  able 
to  collect  his  rents,  and  has  a  poor 
chance  of  doing  so  in  the  future. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  further  in- 
veighed against  the  pmvisiou  allowing 
the  Land  Commission  to  add  two  years* 
rent  for  arrears  where  they  exist. 
In  doing  so,  I  think  he  laid  himself  open 
to  the  charge  which  he  and  others  are 
so  fond  of  bringing  against  us,  of  ignor- 
ing, in  our  attempts  to  legislate  for 
Ireland,  the  real  conditions  of  the 
problem.  Tlie  Laud  Commissioners  are 
only  allowed,  under  this  Bill,  to  fix  the 
capital  sum  of  the  landlord's  interest  in 
the  holding.  If  they  are  debarred  alto- 
gether from  adding  anything  to  that 
sum,  the  result  will  l>e  that  on  every 
estate  in  Ireland,  where  the  Bill  is  most 
likely  to  effect  some  good,  it  will  be 
absolutely  inoperative.  It  is  a  common 
place  that  on  the  estates  on  which  a 
deadlock  has  been  brought  about  the 
difficulty  is  that  the  tenants  have  been 
persuaded  not  to  pay  the  judicial  rent  in 
consequence  of  some  quarrel  with  the 
landlord  as  to  the  reduction,  which  their 
advisers  maintain  ought  to  be  given  on 
the  judicial  rents.  These  quarrels  have 
lasted  for  two,  three,  or  four  years.  It 
is  asserted,  not  by  English  politicians, 
but  by  the  friends  of  the  tenants,  that 
the  only  solution  of  such  a  deadlock  is 
to  be  found  in  purchase.  If  the 
Land  Commission  are  precluded  from 
dealing  with  arrears  the  deadk>ck  will 
continue^  against  the  advice  of  those  who 
eonstitute  themselves  the  friends  of  the 
tenants  in  Ireland.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  appeal's  to  belong  to  a 
faithless  generation,  always  asking  for  a 
sign.  He  seems  to  think  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  if  he  has  ct>n- 
fidence  in  his  securities,  will  he  anxious 
to  test  them  by  going  to  the  City  of 
London,  and  endeavouring  to  raise  money 
on  them  from  the  Rothschilds  or  Barings. 
I  should  have  thought  that  if  a  man  had 
full  confidence  in  his  securities  he 
would  not  be  tempted  to  tvst  them. 
Bui  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir 
W,    Harcourt)     is     bo    enamoured     caf 
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this  test,  I  would  suggest  that  he 
should  take  the  secunty  he  pro{x>8es 
to  the  same  place  and  test  it  in  the  same 
manner*  He  has  declared  that 
there  can  be  no  security  but  **  the 
goodwill  of  the  people,  who  are  to 
be  your  debtors*"  Let  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  call  on  Messrs-  Rothschild 
or  Messrs,  Baring  with  that  security  aud 
see  whether  they  will  not  Ixiw  him  off 
their  premises  in  precisely  that  polite 
manner  which  he  himself  indicated  as 
tiic  probable  termination  of  their  inter- 
view with  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Then  he  asked  the 
House  why,  if  we  could  advance 
£33,000,000  without  risk,  we  should 
stop  there.  The  answer  is  that 
£33,000,000  represents  the  capital  value 
of  the  securities  mentioned  in  the  Hill. 
When  he  asks,  also,  why  some  of  thi.s 
money  is  not  apportioned  to  England 
and  Scotland,  he  should  remember  the 
opinions  expressed  on  land  purchase  by 
all  sections  of  tiie  House,  During  the 
debates  of  1870,  1883,  and  1884,  a  great 
distinction  was  always  drawn  between 
England  and  Ireland.  In  1870  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  in  order  to  draw  this  distinc- 
tion, pointed  nnt  that  in  Ireland  the 
tenant  had  not  that  sufficient  security  f  jr 
his  holding  whicli  be  possesses  in  Eng- 
land* The  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed 
to  remedy  thut  in  pirt  by  purchu.se,  and 
in  pirt  by  other  devices,  and  it  is  in- 
taresting  to  note  that  he,  contemplating 
possible  remedies,  strongly  condemned, 
at  that  time,  anything  in  the  nature 
of  judicial  rent,  declaring  that  it 
would  reduce  the  landlord  into  the 
mere  receiver  of  a  rent- charge.  Yet, 
in  1881,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
adopted  a  measure  which  brought  about, 
in  an  aggravated  form,  the  very  evil  he 
foresaw  so  clearly  in  1870*  That  measure 
may  have  been  necessary  to  meet  the 
growing  evils  of  the  pursuit  of  agricul- 
ture in  Ireland*  But  if  it  was  a  necessity, 
it  waa  followed  by  another  necessity, 
namely,  the  diss^olution  of  the  infelicitous 
partnership  into  which  it  has  forced 
the  landlord  and  tenant  in  Ireland. 
After  the  speech  to  which  we  have  just 
listened  it  may  be  necessary  to  remind 
the  House  how  generally  this  view  has 
been  held  and  how  forcibly  it  has  been 
expressed  hy  a  Colleague  of  the  late 
Prime  Minister,  and  even  by  the  present 
Mr.  Wyjidham 


leader  if  the  Irish  Party.  Speaking  in 
1884  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Bridge  ton  Division  (Sir 
G,  Trevelyan)  declared — 

'*Now  the  Governinent  beliave,    and  ear* 

tieetly  believe,  that  the  social  and  poHttcat 
Btute  of  ]rt;Und  and  ita  agricultaml  conditioa 
UTG  6uch  thut  there  never  wau  a  country  in  the 
world  in  which  it  was  more  important  that 
moDV  of  those  who  till  the  land  should  own  it.' ' 

Holding  that  view,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proceeded  to  develop  a  plan 
for  the  lending  of  £20,000.000  by  the 
State,  sufeguaixls  being  proyided  by  a 
liypnthecation  of  local  rates  in  Ireland, 
That  [ilan  was  the  outcome  of  a  sugges- 
tion mmle  by  the  noble  L<3rd  the  First 
Loi'd  of  the  Admiralty  in  1883,  and  in 
connection  with  it  the  leader  of  tlie 
Irish  Party  declared  himself  so  far  in 
favour  of  peasant  proprietorship  as  to  lay 
down  that  it  had  succeeded  with  Ire* 
land,  and  that  if  the  House  would 
remove  existing  difficulties— if,  for  one 
thing,  they  would  advance  all  the  money, 
a  point,  by  the  way,  on  which  he  is  stUl 
at  issue  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bridgebju— 

**  1  he  House  would  Uy  the  foundation  of  tha 
creation  of  a  large  class  of  oecupyin;^  ownert 
in  Irelaud,  and  thus  he  abl'^  Lo  aoe  an  approach 
of  a  i4ucc<3asfiil  an  f  honourable  sottleinoni  of  the 
f^rtjut  land  question  in  Ireland/* 

Such  glorious  results  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  anticipated  from  a  very  similar 
and  analogous  experiment  advocated  only 
seven  years  ago.  I  know  perfectly  well 
he  now  asserts  that  £30.000,000  is  too 
small  a  sum,  and  will  be  so  partial  in  its 
operation  as  to  raise  more  discontent  than 
it  alleviates.  But  I  find  that  in  1883 
thehon.Meral]M?r,8peakingof  £20,000,000, 
said  to  the  House,  ** Surely  the  vastneas  of 
the  operation  should  not  be  a  deterrent/' 
£20,000,000  he  considered  a  vast  sum  in 
1883,  but  in  1S90  he  considers  a  sum  of 
£30,000,000  so  insignificant,  thali, 
applied  in  this  way,  it  will  rathetr 
raise  discontent  tlmn  allay  the  irri- 
tation in  Ireland.  I  know,  too,  he 
has  somewhat  discountenanced  the 
present  phin  by  the  device  of  introducing 
an  alternative.  I  will  not  discuss  the 
alternative  proposal  of  the  hon»  Member 
for  Cork,  but  I  must  point  out  that  it 
was  not  Land  Purchase,  and  that  in 
1883  the  hon.  Member  asked — 

**  Had  it  or  had  it  not  been  the  policy  of 
Goyernments  in  recent  years  to  encoura^ 
peftBimt  propriotorahip  in  Ireland  f  " 
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That  is  the  question  I  am  tempted  to  ask 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  make  such 
speeches  as  that  to  which  the  Honee  has 
just  listened.  It  a^oat  seems  as  if  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  and  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  had 
faltered  in  their  attacks  upon  this  Bill, 
upon  turning"  back  and  reading  what 
they  liad  in  times  past  s^iid  upon  the 
subject.  A  great  deal  is  said  as  to 
tbe  risk  to  the  British  taxpayer.  But 
British  credit  has  entered  into  every 
scheme  of  Land  Purchase  that  has  been 
suggested,  and  no  scheme  can  be  success- 
ful wttliout  it.  It  is  British  credit  which 
gives  the  landlord  that  security  whicli 
induces  him  to  sell,  and  which  enables 
the  terms  of  purchase  to  be  so  fixed  aa  to 
give  the  tenant  an  immediate  reduction 
of  rent,  and  thus  induce  him  to  buy. 
It  is  evident  there  are  three  parties  to 
the  transaction— the  landlord^  the  tenant* 
and  the  British  taxpayer.  If  you  are  going 
to  attack  the  praposal  of  the  Government, 
you  ought,  at  least,  to  select  one  line  of 
the  three  possible  lines  of  attack.  You 
may  say  that  the  landlord  gets  too  much, 
and  the  tenant  too  little,  or  it  may  be 
said  that  the  tenant  gets  too  much,  and 
the  landloi'd  too  little.  It  may  be  said 
that  they  bitli  get  too  much,  and  that  an 
undue  burden  is  put  on  the  taxpayer. 
I  submit  it  cannot  be  said  that  the 
landlord  gets  too  little,  and  that  the  tenant 
gets  t<x>  little,  and  that  the  taxpayer  is 
unduly  taxed  in  order  to  effect  that 
result.  And  yet  every  one  of  these  three 
arguments  have  been  urged  against  the 
Bill.  There  has  l>een  no  nnanimity. 
The  nearest  approach  to  unanimity  hue 
been  in  selecting  tbe  argument  that  the 
tenant  gets  too  little,  and  the  landlu'd 
tio  much.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  has  declared 
that  by  making  the  Bill  voluntary  the 
Government  will  enable  tbe  landlord  to 
get  nearly  the  whole  of  the  boon  which 
they  intend  for  the  tenant,  and  the 
leader  of  the  other  wing  of  the  Opposi- 
tion has  declared  that  the  tenant  will  be 
asked  to  pay  an  exorbitant  and  exagger- 
ated price.  I  take  that  to  mean  that^ 
under  the  scheme  of  the  Government, 
they  assert  that  the  landlord  will  get 
too  much,  and  the  tenant  too  little,  bat 
I  contend  that  a  fallacy  underlies  the 
whole  of  that  portion  of  the  argument  of 
ike  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian.     It  is  not  the  end,  aim,  and 


object  of  our  Bill  to  give  to  the  tenant  a 
reduction,  and  merely  a  reductioUj  upon 
the  judicial  rent.  Our  object  is  to  enable 
the  tenants  of  Ireland  to  buy  the  land- 
lords* interest  at  whatever  price  they 
think  it  may  be  worth  to  them.  The  fact 
that  they  get  a  reduction  is  merely  an 
accident  due  to  the  use  of  British  credit, 
and  a  bait  to  induce  them  to  perform  this 
operation,  which,  we  believe,  will  conduce 
to  the  welfare  of  the  whole  of  Ireland,  and, 
indeed,  of  England  as  welh  It  has  been 
said  tlmt  the  landlord  will  be  able  to 
bring  irresistible  pressure  to  bear  on  the 
tenant.  That  is  not  only  contmry  to  all 
the  facts  tlmt  we  have  noted,  and  noted 
with  sorrow,  in  the  recent  history  of 
Ireland,  hut  it  is  also  a  tmvesty  of  the 
proposals  contained  in  this  Bill.  The 
tenant  is  empcjwered  to  buy  a  definite 
commodity^  namely,  the  landlord's  interest 
for  what  he  thinks  it  is  worth  to  him.  I 
think  it  will  readily  be  admitted  by 
everyone  that  the  compulsion  is  far  more 
likely  to  be  used,  if  at  all,  by  the  tenant 
towaids  the  landlord,  than  by  the  land- 
lord towai'ds  the  tenant.  The  hon. 
Member  for  West  Mayo  (Mi\  Dillon), 
pointed  out  that  under  the  Bill  it  was 
very  probable  that  landlords  would  be 
anxious  to  part  with  their  estates,  and 
the  r^ht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Bridgeton  Division  also  thought 
that  in  many  cases  the  tenants  would  he 
able  to  bring  undue  pressure  tu  bear 
upon  their  landloi\ls.  Even  if  the 
Bill  does  secure  some  benefit  to  the 
landlord  I  cannot  see  that  any  very 
damaging  criticism  can  be  founded 
on  that  fact.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  .1, 
Morlcy),  speaking  so  recently  as  188G, 
pointed  out — 

**  That  the  late  Qovtjrnment  to  their  ^i*ar, 
honour  had  possed  an  Act  to  prevent  the  lutni. 
lords  confiacfttin^  tho  property  of  Ihoir  Iwnitir/*. 
That  wft8  a  noblo  exploit*  but  I  do  not  lUink 
we  shall  be  able  to  d^&l  futiafnGtoTily  with  lr<7> 
land  uQtil  we  have  pasdtsd  aome  legisUtion  xhs 
prevent  the  tenants  coafiscating  the  property  of 
their  landlords/* 

If  the  Bill  of  the  Government  does  in 
any  ^vay  prevent  the  tenants  confiscating 
the  property  of  their  bndlorda  we,  upon 
this  side  of  the  House,  shall  not  hiok 
upon  it  as  a  blemish.  We  Wlieve  that 
the  Bill  very  fairly  holds  the  balance 
between  the  three  iiarties  who  are 
cunoenied  in  any  measure  of  this  kind» 
and  perhaps  on  that  very  account  baa 
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been  criticised  from  three  opposite  j>oint8 
of  view*     The    hon.    Membor   for   Cork 
has     actually      adopted     each     of     the 
three    lines  of  attack  I  have   indit-ated, 
although  they  are  diamt^trically  opp4\sed 
fjo     each     other*      He     has      told     the 
landlords    they    will   get    less     money 
than     at     present ;    he     has     told     the 
tenants  they  will  be  compelled  to  jjfive 
eicagge rated   and    exorbitant   prices    fttr 
their  holdings^  and  he  has  told  the  tax- 
payers    of     England     that     since     the 
Bill    will    leave    three-foni-ths    of    the 
tenants   and   nine-tenths    of    the   land- 
lords    iintonchedj     it     will    perpetuate 
and  render  absolutely  certain   iwlditional 
agitation  for  the  extension  of  its  scope,  in 
oixier,    I    suppose,    that    the    landlords 
may     enjoy     a     smaller     income,     and 
that    the    tenants     may     pay    a     larger 
price  for  their  interest  than  is  worth  to 
them.      These    arguments   against    the 
provisions   of   the     Bill     are    mutually 
destructive,  but  another  class  of  nYgn- 
ments  «pnngs    from   objections   to   the 
Bill     baseti     on     the      time     and     cir- 
cumstfiiices   of   its    introduction.      It   is 
said    that     the    Government    are    pre- 
cluded from  using  British  credit  in  sup- 
port of  any   scheme   of  land  Purchase, 
because  in  1886  the  conntrj^  definitely 
declared  against  such   use ;  and,  in  the 
second    place,  it    is    said    that    such    a 
measure  as  this  ought  not  to  be  pmssed 
in     opposition     to    the     views    of    the 
Representatives     from     Ireland.      Now 
"With     I'cgai'd     to     the    first     point,     it 
is     1 1     be    miticed     tliat    the     risk     to 
the  British  taxpoyer  has  been  reduced  in 
this  Bill  almost  ti>  a  vanishiiirr  piint.  The 
risk    under    the    present    Bill    is    very 
different  to  the  riskunder  the  Bill  of  1886. 
Under  the  scheme  of   1886  Ireland  was 
granted  Home  Rule,  but  was  to  pay  an 
Imperial  contribution  to  England  besides 
the  instalments  acc;uing  in   consequence 
of  our  buying  out  the  landlords.     Both 
those  imjjosts  were  i»bjccted   ti>   at   the 
time.     When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian   introduced 
his  measure  of  Home   Ru!e,    and  stated 
that  the  contribution  which  he  proposed 
to  exact  from  Ireland,  was  to  be  1-1 5th, 
there  wei-e  loud  cries  of  l-20th.     Cer- 
tainly   hon.   Members  below  the  Gang- 
way   opposite    argued    in    that     sense. 
Again,  I  do  not  think  anyone  can  deny 
that  Meml)ers  on  that  side  felt  seriously 
alarmed  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
Mr,  Wyndhnm 


proposed  to  imptise  compulsory  purch  &• 
at  20  years  upon  Irish  estates.     In  1886, 
accordingly,   the  danger   of   repudiation 
was  aggravated  by  the  fact  that  Ireland  hud 
to  pay  an  Imperial  contribution    which 
she  considered  too  high,  and  instalments 
for  land  purchase  which  she  considered 
too  high,  and  which  now  everyone  in  this 
House  would  consider  too  high.     Now, 
I     maintain     tliat    the    risk     involved 
in     that     scheme    was     simply      enor- 
mous,   and    the    risk    to    the   taxpayer 
now  involved  is  reduced  to  nothing  at  all 
We  are    told  that    we  cannot  disregard 
this  opposition  even  though  we  do  not 
believe  these  proposals  entail  risk  to  our 
pockets,  that  there  is  a  moral  obligation 
not  to  disregard  this  opposition,  because 
we  ought  t^>  listen  to  the  voice  of  Ireland, 
as  expressed  through  her  Kctpresentatives. 
Very  well ;  but  which  voice  are  we  to 
listen    to,   for   her    voice    as   now    ex- 
pressed is  entirely  different  to  the  voice 
of   seven  yeai-s   ago?     Then    the    voice 
of     Ireland      loudly     demanded     Land 
Purchase  by  Stat^  assistance.     Are    we 
to  attach  more  value  to  the  voice  now  ? 
When  a  bias  in   favour  of  Home  Rule 
makes     it     ring     with     an     uncertam 
sound  f     In  saying  this,  I  do  not  in  the 
least  bring  forward  a  charge  of  insincerity 
against  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang* 
way,  or   say    that   they   are  necessarily 
l>et raying    the   interests  cf    their    con- 
stituents.    If  they  believe  that  they  are 
likely  tA>  be  shortly  in  a  position  to  pass 
better  laws  for    Ireland  tliey   would  be 
fcK-ls    if   they   did    not    opj>o.se  the  Bill. 
But    we    who    believe    that    that    is   a 
remote  contingency^  almost  outside   the 
range  of  practical  politics,  would  stand 
convicted  i.'f   tcn-folil   folly    if   w^e    pre- 
ferred the   voice   in   which  hon.    Mem« 
I  bers  from  Ireland  speak  now  to  the  voice 
in    which    they    spoke    in    1883.     Tlie 
leafiers  of   the  Opp»hititin  have  declared 
j  tliat    the    {>olitical    risk    is   ten    times 
the  economical  risk.     The  hon,  Meml'nar 
for  Mayo    lias    uttered    an    impi*ess3iive^ 
wrtniing,  which  will  be  noted  through- 
out     the      country,       that      it      may 
lie    the  duty   of    Members    lielow    the 
Gangway  to    preach    repudiation    to  the 
Irisn  tenant.     If   that  is   the  case   the 
argument    Imsed   upon    the    opposition 
of  the  Irish  Members  loses  a  great  deal 
of  its  importance  and  its  weight.      The 
Government  will  derive  absolute  advan- 
tage   from   deahug    directly    with    the 
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Irish  tenants,  who,  in  the  paat,  hare 
honestlj  discharged  similar  obligations. 
If  repudiation  is  a  political  and  not  an 
eoonomical  risk,  it  follows  that  the  risk 
wonld  be  increased  if  the  Government 
were  to  deal  with  political  or  local  bodies, 
who  wonld  be  the  very  instruments  for 
carrying  into  effect  the  prophecy  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman.  Dealing,  as  we  do, 
directly  with  the  Irish  tenant  we  are 
not  afraid  of  repudiation.  For  confirma- 
tion of  this  view  I  would  appeal  to  the 
words  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  who,  when  he  produced  a  similar 
scheme  in  1870,  said  he  believed  that 
the  Irish  tenant  would  appreciate  the 
sacredness  of  the  obligations  he  was 
contracting,  and  discharge  them.  I 
know  that  the  views  of  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  in  1870  will  not  carry  much 
weight  with  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway,  beoause  he  then  held  different 
ideas  upon  the  proper  Gk)vemment  of 
the  Empire.  I  would,  therefore,  appeal 
for  the  last  time  to  the  voice  of  Ireland 
as  expressed  by  the  leader  of  Gentle- 
men below  the  Gangway,  who  said, 
in  1883,  that  it  was  extremely  unlikely 
that  if  the  tenants  were  asked  to  pay 
a  reduced  rent  -  charge,  any  agita- 
tion { or  any  political  party  would  be 
able  to  do  what  they  failed  to  do  from 
1878  to  1883 — namely,  to  prevent  them 
from  paying  the  annual  charge  necessary 
to  keep  a  roof  over  their  heads.  The 
tender  regard,  the  fear  for  the  British 
taxpayer,  has  underlain  every  argument 
put  before  the  House.  But,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  said  on  the  same 
occasion,  '*You  should  not  exaggerate 
difficulties  or  raise  up  phantoms  on 
this  question."  That  is  the  appeal  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  now.  In 
the  belief  that  these  fears  are  but 
shadowy  phantoms,  I  shall  vote  with  the 
greatest  confidence  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing of  this  Bill. 

•(9.40.)    Mr.  BIRRELL    (Fife,  W.) : 
^  I  am  sorry  that  the  hon.   Member  who, 
like   myself,   is  a  politician  without  a 
past,  should  have  thought  fit  to  encumber 
bis  able  argument  with  undue  references 
bo  speeches  made  by  politicians  less  for- 
tunately situated.     If  there  is  one   sub- 
ject which   more  than  another  fails  to 
ixcite   any  interest  in  my  breast   it  is 
die  attempt  to  prove  or  disprove  accu- 
ations  of    inconsistency.     In  truth,  if 


hon.  Members  on  either  side  had  nothing 
to  cover  themselves  with  but  their 
consistency,  they  would  be,  to  say  the  least 
of  it,  insufficiently  clad.  I  am  not  one 
of  those  who  feel  that  under  no  circum- 
stances should  the  British  Exchequer 
incur  a  risk  to  make  some  reparation  to  an 
unfortunate  country  to  which  so  much 
injustice  has  been  done  in  the  past.  But 
when  I  consider  this  measure,  the  per- 
sons by  whom  it  is  presented,  and  its 
chance  of  acceptance  by  the  people  to 
whom  it  is  offered,  I  feel  that  it  is  not 
one  which  secures  the  British  taxpayer, 
and,  further,  that  it  holds  out  very  little 
prospect  of  doing  good  in  Ireland.  It  is 
a  device  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer and  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  to  set  one  argument 
against  another  and  say  that  they  can- 
not both  be  true.  That  is  not  a  fair  way 
of  dealing  with  arguments,  because  if 
one  aigument  is  true  it  may  be  suffi- 
cient to  show  that  this  is  a  bad  Bill. 
Besides  which,  having  regard  to  what 
sort  of  a  Bill  it  is,  under  differ- 
ent circumstances  and  in  different 
parts  of  the  country,  both  arguments 
may  be  true.  Now,  with  regard  to  the 
aigument  which  has  been  used,  as  to 
the  ill  effect  the  Bill  will  produce  in 
those  cases  where  landlords  may  refuse 
to  sell,  I  cannot  do  better  than  take 
the  point  as  it  is  put  in  the  Economist, 
a  paper  opposed  to  Home  Rule,  which 
is  to  the  effect  that  if  there  are  two 
adjoining  estates,  on  one  of  which  the 
tenants  pay  the  old  rents,  on  the  other 
the  tenants  pay  reduced  rents,  ultimately 
to  become  owners  of  their  holdings,  the 
former  will  come  to  their  landlord  and 
say  that  if  you  will  not  accept  similar 
terms  we  will  simply  pay  you  no  rent  at 
all.  How  do  you  like  the  sound  of 
this  language,  which  is  not  the  language 
of  an  Irish  agitator  but  of  the  sober 
Economist?  The  argument  is  founded 
on  human  nature.  Hon.  Members 
refer  to  an  argument  of  this  kind 
with  a  sort  of  holy  horror,  they  shrug 
their  shoulders  and  say  it  is  wicked, 
but  in  dealing  with  mankind  we  must 
not  forget  the  fact  of  the  [Fall.  So 
far  as  I  have  any  right  to  import  my 
personal  experience  into  a  matter  of  this 
kind  my  own  experience  teaches  me 
that  if  we  give  a  debtor  a  plausible 
reason  for  not  paying  his  legal  debts,  in 
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nine  cases  out  of  ten  he  will  not  pay 
them.  In  my  jndgment  the  tenants  in 
question  wonld  have  got  a  pkuaible 
reason  for  refusing  to  pay.  I  do  not 
think  it  is  anflBciently  realised  what 
an  nnreasonable  position  it  is  that  this 
enormons  advantage  to  the  tenant,  this 
buying  out  of  the  landlord  should 
depend  not  on  the  justice  of  the  case, 
but  simply  and  solely  upon  the  whim  of 
the  landlard.  I  am  certain  you  will 
find  that  tenants  will  refuse  to 
continue  to  pay  rents  if  they  are  not 
allowed  to  participate  in  the  benefit 
of  what  ought  to  be  a  common  boon. 
If  such  a  repudiation  takes  place,  the 
Government  will  be  obliged  to  come  t^> 
Parliament  for  an  enormous  advance  of 
money  to  enable  them  to  complete  the 
settlement  of  this  land  qnestion.  But 
what,  then,  becomes  of  your  mcely-calcu- 
lated  security^  which  is  just  enough  for 
£33,000,000,  and  no  more?  Another 
objection  is  this.  The  Bill  puts  a 
limit  on  the  amount  of  money  to 
be  advanced  to  one  tenant,  and  it  also 
limits  fcho  amount  to  be  advance d  for 
the  purchiise  of  land  to  20  years'  pur- 
chase,  but  it  d<K?8  not  prescribe  the 
terms  of  the  contract.  Consequently, 
where  a  tenant  is  anxious  to  buy,  there 
is  nothing  to  prevent  him  paying  25 
years*  purchase  provided  he  pays  the 
balance  of  five  years  out  of  his  own 
resources.  That  is  bad  economics.  Any 
money  the  tenant  has,  ought  to  go  in 
reduction  of  the  fair  price,  not  in  in- 
creasing it.  Now,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  takes  one  of  these  arguments 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber fo  Mid  Lothian,  and  the  other  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newoastle,  and  says  I  will  leave 
these  to  fight  it  out,  and  then,  under 
cover  of  the  applause  such  remarks 
never  fail  to  draw,  he  drops  the  subject 
and  reappears  in  another  place.  But  I 
say  either  argument  is  fatal,  and  both 
arguments  may  apply.  An  argument 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Meml>er  for  Mid  Lothian  used  with 
great  force  and  emphasis  has  not 
been  replied  to — the  argument  that 
you  dare  not  hypothecate  the  rates 
of  Scotland  against  the  wishes  of  five- 
sixths  of  her  Representatives.  It  was  n 
fair  challenge  he  made,  but  the  only 
reply  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
Jlr.  Birrell 


chequer  made  to  it  was  the  very  trite 
observation,  Scotland  is  not  Ireland* 
No,  it  is  not,  but  it  is  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom  under  the  samerepreaen- 
tative  system  and  Constitution,  and  there- 
in lies  the  whole  application  of  the  argu- 
ment, that  you  are  applying  to  one  part 
of  the  kingdom  treatment  which  you 
dare  not  apply  to  another  part*  The 
Government  practically  admit  the  force 
of  the  argument.  If  the  Government  i 
have  any  doubt  as  to  whether  the  Irish 
Members  are  the  duly  authorised  agents 
of  the  Irish  people  to  speak  theii"  wishes  i 
on  this  questio!)^  they  should  ask  the 
Irish  people  in  a  Constitutional  way 
whether  or  not  they  confirm  that  agency. 
You  have  no  right  to  rely  simply  andd 
solely  on  yonr  own  judgment  or  belief. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Biimingham  put  the  whole  thing  i 
upon  credit,  and  sjiid  he  was  not  disposed 
to  lend  a  farthing  of  British  money 
unless  perfectly  satisfied  that  the 
securities  are  good.  Now,  when  one 
comes  to  deal  with  these  I  am  almost 
ashamed  to  say  anything  more  about  i 
them,  they  have  been  so  cannonaded  and  1 
riddled  by  argument  All  the  Govern- 
ment can  say  in  reply  is  that  the 
cannonading  is  not  all  directed  to  one  , 
point^ — that  the  objections  are  not  unani- 
mous. Well^  it  is  true  we  do  not  all  say] 
the  same  thing,  but  is  it  no  objection 
to  a  Bill  that  every  speaker  finds 
something  new  to  say  against  itt 
With  regard  to  the  contingent  credits,  it 
was  significant  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  passed  them  by  in  silence. 
They  are  securities  which  humanity 
would  never  allow  the  Gt>vernment  to 
enforce,  and  upon  which  nobody  would 
lend  6d.  In  order  to  punish  Home  Rule 
farmers  who  will  not  repay  the  money 
which  the  Government  has  been 
foolish  enough  to  lend  them  the 
Government  propose  to  tax  the  poor 
lal>ourer  by  depriving  him  of  medical 
assistance.  The  other  security  is  the 
hypothecation  of  funds,  which,  in  the 
opinion  of  almost  the  whole  of  Ireland, 
already  belong  in  equity  to  the  Irish 
fieople.  Bjlieving,  as  I  do,  that  the  day 
is  not  far  distant  when  the  Irish  peoplo 
will  secure  the  blessings  of  self-govern - 
ment»  I  feel  that  the  securities  offered 
by  this  Bill  are  unsafe.  What  right 
have  hon.  Members  opposite,  when  their 
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majority  is  trembliDg  in  the  balanoe, 
to  back  their  opinion  a^nst  that  of 
their  opponents  with  £30,000,000  or 
£40,000,000  of  public  money  1  I  do 
not  believe  that  the  Irish  people,  in 
exchange  for  a  cheque  of  £33,000,000, 
will  erase  from  the  tablets  of  their 
memories  the  names  of  their  chosen 
leaders  and  snbstitute  for  them  the  name 
of  the  man  who  seldom  speaks  without 
insulting  those  leaders.  We  are  asked 
to  lend  £33,000,000  by  a  Government 
who  mean  to  deny  the  riglit  of  self- 
government  to  the  Irish  people,  and  we 
are  asked  to  do  thia  at  a  moment  when 
the  Government  are  almost  at  war  with 
these  people,  I  decline  altogether  to 
I  lend,  pendente  lite^  such  a  vast  sum  of 
money  as  that.  Satisfied  as  I  am  also 
that  that  sum  must  be  increased,  possibly 
to  £150,000,000,  I  decline  to  be  a  party 
to  this  BilL 

(10.0,)  Mr.  COGHILL  (Newcastle- 
under-Lyme)  :  This  Bill  has  been  de- 
scribed as  complicated,  but  I  am  afraid 
it  would  be  still  more  complicated  if  the 
Government  were  to  attempt  to  embody 
all  the  suggestions  wbich  have  l>een 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemnn   the  Member 

I  for  West  BirminghaTn.  The  Bill  has 
many  other  advantages  over  previous 
schemes  of  Land  Purchase,  by  the  con- 
sideration of  which,  no  doubt,  the  Chief 

I  Secmtary  has  profited.  For  myself,  I 
am  against  the  purchase  of  land  in  Ire- 
land if  there  is  any  risk  to  the  British 
Exchequer,  and  the  question  in  this  case 
is  whether  any  such   risk  is  incurred  or 

I  not.  As  to  the  value  of  the  guarantees, 
hon.  Members  have  been  too  presump- 
tuous in  assuming  that  every  shot  they 
have  fired  has  penetrated  the  armour  (tf 
the  Government,  I  am  inclined  to  think 
tlmt  the  guarantees  arc  sufficient.  It  is 
a  great  advantage  that  this  scheme  is  to 
bo  adminitttered  by  this  Parliament,  and 
not  by  a  Parliament  to  be  created  and  to 
sit  in  Dublin.  Whilst  I  admire  the  Bill 
I  admit  that  it  has  defects,  which  may, 
however,  very  well  be  amended  in  Com- 
mitt«e.  In  the  first  place,  I  think  there 
ought  to  be  stronger  provisions  against 
sub-letting    and    sub-division,    or    else 


Parliament  will  have  to  do  all  its  work 
over  again.  Then  I  should  be  glad  to 
see  adopted  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  and  the  application  of 
the  Bill  limited  to  tenants  under 
£50  or  £70  valuation.  If  it  were 
so  limited,  then  a  much  less  sum 
would  bo  required.  Under  the  Ash- 
bcDurne  Act  the  sums  that  have  been  paid 
to  individuals  have  been  far  too  large. 
When  the  extension  of  the  Act  was 
passed  it  was  certainly  never  contem- 
plated that  any  single  individual  should 
receive  so  large  a  sum  as  a  quarter  of  a 
million.  That  quarter  of  a  milHon  ought 
to  have  been  more  evenly  distributed 
in  different  parts  of  Ireland.  In  many 
cases  the  period  of  49  years  will  iDe  loo 
long.  There  are  many  tenants  who 
would  be  in  a  position  to  repay  the 
advances  in  a  less  time.  The  number  of 
payments  might  bo  reduced  and  the 
annual  instalment  increased.  The  period 
of  49  years  is  practically  two  geneiiitiona, 
and  if  a  jmrchase  were  effected  hy  a 
man  at  the  age  of  21  ho  wr«uld  be 
71  before  he  C4ime  into  the  fit'ohold 
of  his  holding.  I  have  no  great 
faith  in  Land  Purchase,  but  I  find  every 
Party  in  the  House  more  or  loss  pledged 
to  itt  and  as  this  scheme  appears  to  be 
on  the  whole  fair  and  workable,  I  feel 
bi3und  to  support  it.  It  has  been  asked 
what  would  Scotch  Members  say  if  such 
a  scheme  were  proposed  for  Scotland, 
and  it  is  suggested  tlmt  they  would  be 
up  in  anna  against  such  a  [troposaU  But 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Aberdeen  last 
Session  asked  a  suggestive  question  in 
the  House  ;  it  was  whether  the  Govern- 
ment had  not  received  several  communi- 
cations and  Memorials  from  Aberdeen- 
shire and  elsewhere,  asking  that  the 
Ashbourne  Act  might  be  extended  to 
Scotland^  and  whether  the  Government 
weiM?  disposed  to  consider  the  request 
favourably  before  tlu'  next  meeting  of 
Parliament.  That  question^  at  all  events, 
shows  that  some  people  in  Scotland  are 
willing  to  have  the  advantages  of  the 
Ashbourne  Act  extended  to  them. 
Nevertheless,  looking  at  the  Divisions  on 
the  Ashbourne  Act  when  it  was  before 
the  House,  I  find  tliat  it  was  opposed  by 
the  hon.  Member  who  put  the  question. 
The  pnrclmse  scheme,  however,  is  only 
part  of  the  programme  of  the  present  Go- 
vernment. I  should  like  to  see  the  extension 
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of  Local  Goyemnieiit  to  Ireland  carried 
as  early  as  possible — say  next  Session. 
I  am,  and  many  Members  on  this  side  are, 
in  favour  of  the  abolition  of  the  Vice- 
royalty  and  of  the  system  of  government 
known  as  Dublin  Castle  rule.  If  Local 
Government  is  extended  to  Ireland  upon 
the  lines  upon  which  it  has  been  passed 
for  England  and  Scotland,  and  if  the 
Viceroyalty  is  abolished — though  I  should 
like  to  see  a  Koyal  Prince  residing  in 
Ireland  for  a  part  of  the  year — the 
Unionist  Party  may  safely  say  they  have 
carried  the  programme  for  the  support 
of  which  they  were  returned  to  this 
House.  It  is  in  the  expectation  that  these 
reforms  will  be  carried  out  that  I 
support  the  Second  Beading  of  the  Bill. 

(10.10.)  Dr.  FITZGERALD  (Long- 
ford,  S.)  :  The  last  speaker  said  that 
he  was  desirous  for  the  prosperity  of 
Ireland,  and  the  question  wjiich,  there- 
fore, presents  itself  to  this  House  and  to 
the  country  is  whether  that  object  is 
to  be  attained  by  the  methods  which 
are  recommended  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary,  or  by 
those  methods  which  are  recom- 
mended by  the  Bepresentatives  of 
the  Irish  people  in  this  House.  This 
brings  to  our  minds  on  this  side  of  the 
House  the  manner  in  which  our  country 
has  been  treated  by  hon.  Members 
opposite,  and  by  those  who  support  the 
Government.  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  said  that  this  was  a  theo- 
retical Land  Purchase  Bill.  I  am  not 
quite  sure  whether  the  learned  Attorney 
General  was  correct  in  so  describing  this 
measure,  because,  after  all,  when  we 
come  to  consider  it,  I  think  that,  should 
it  unfortunately  ever  become  law,  it  will 
be  discovered  to  be  a  practical  scheme 
for  the  bribery  of  a  certain  section  of 
the  landlord  class  in  Ireland,  and  1  am 
strongly  of  opinion  that  it  will  give  rise 
to  a  state  of  chaos  and  disorder  which 
will  produce  a  land  war  such  as  there 
has  never  been  before.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Central  Bir- 
mingham, whom  we  were  glad  to  hear 
speak  for  the  first  time  in  this  House  the 
other  night,  supported  this  measure  on 
the  strength  of  something  which  he  had 
heard  from  a  man  on  the  banks  of  a 
river  in  Ireland.  If  this  man  had  been 
Mr.  Coghill 


an  Irishman—  and  I  very  much  doubt 
that,  because  if  there  is  one  thing  in  the 
world  of  which  a  true  Irishman  is  promd, 
it  is  his  grammar  —  or  rather  your 
grammar — I  think  it  would  turn  out 
that  he  knew  little  more  about  the  subject 
than  you  do  yourselves.  Bat  even  if  be 
were  an  Irishman,  is  it  not  preposterous 
nonsense  for  the  hon.  Member  for  Cen- 
tral Birmingham  to  come  down  here 
and  support  a  measure  dealing  with 
£40,000,000  cf  the  taxpayers'  money, 
simply  on  the  strength  of  a  statement  by 
such  a  man.  Would  it  not  have  been 
far  more  sensible  for  the  hon.  Member 
to  take  the  advice  of  such  men  as  the 
hon.  Members  for  Cork  and  East  Mayo, 
who  may  be  presumed  to  understand 
what  really  their  countrymen  require. 
Again,  the  hon.  Member  for  Central  Bir- 
mingham told  us  that  the  prosperity  of 
the  tenant  farmers  of  Ulster  was  due  to 
their  superior  intelligence.  But,  Sir,  as 
a  Southerner,  I  repudiate  the  assertion 
with  indignation.  If  the  hon.  Member 
had  read  the  speeches  of  his  distinguished 
-father  in  the  year  1866,  he  would  have 
learned  that  the  prosperity  of  the  tenant 
farmers  of  Ulster  was  due  to  the  Ulster 
custom — that  it  was  due  to  a  combina- 
tion among  the  Ulster  tenants,  which 
the  Orange  landlords,  with  all  their 
adoration  of  King  William,  and  with 
all  their  hatred  of  the  Pope,  never  dared 
to  assail.  The  hon.  Member,  however, 
said  one  thing  as  to  which  I  am  in  entire 
agreement  with  him.  He  said  that  the 
Irish  tenant  was  the  honestest  man  in  the 
world,  and  that  he  would  be  likely  to 
pay  any  instalment  which  would  become 
due  from  him  under  the  provisions  cf 
this  Bill.  I  agree  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber as  to  the  honesty  of  my  fellow 
countrymen  ;  but  I  should  like  to  know 
what  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Armagh  has  to  say  about  that,  for  that 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  who  is  now 
at  home  picking  up  the  ammunition 
which  he  will  fire  o£E  in  this  House  in  a 
day  or  two,  only  three  weeks  since  de- 
clared in  this  House  that  he  never  saw 
an  Irishman  who  would  pay  anything  so 
long  as  he  could  find  anybody  else  to  pay 
it  for  him.  I  disagree  entirely  with  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh.  I  think  he  must  have  been 
dreaming  about  the  landlords  of  Ireland, 
because   I  never  saw  an  Irish  landlord 
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who  thought  of  paying  anjtking  so  long 
as  he  coald  get  the  Govemment,  or  the 
Board  of  Works,  or  the  taxpayers  to  pay 
it  for  him.  He  would  not  even  pay  hin 
tailor's  bill  if  he  could  put  it  on  the 
shoulders  of  other  people.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Central  Birmingham  also 
said  that   the  tenants  of  Ireland  would 

I  meet  the  demands  made  upon  them  under 
this  Bill,  l30caQse  those  demands  would 
be  the  result  of  a  free  and  open  bargain. 
But  I  venture  to  assert  that  the  seheme  of 
purchase  as  between  the  landlord  and 
the  tenant  does  not  represent  a  free 
bargain*  It  is  a  bargain  made  by  a  man 
with  a  pistol  at  his  head — a  double- 
barrelled  pistol,  one  barrel  of  which  is 
^ftharged  with  two  years  arrears^  and  the 
Other  tif  which  is  charged  with  notices  of 
eviction-made -easy.  In  my  opinion  no 
duty  rests  upi>n  a  jnsLn  to  discharge  a 
debt  so  contracted,  and  I  telieve  that, 
under  such  circumstances,  a  man  is  not 
likely  to  discharge  a  debt  thus  forced 
upon  him.  I  am  also  inclined  to  think 
that  a  few  years  hencje,  should  this  Bill 
pass,  the  tenants  who  have  purchased 
under  it  will  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
they  have  ptiid  a  great  deal  more  than 
they  ought  tf5  have  done.  It  should  t>e 
rememl>erefi  that  in  Ireland  the  rents 
are  alxmt  30  per  cent,  higher  than  those 
prevailing  in  England,  and  that,  in  tbe 
long  run,  they  must  sink  to  an  equal 
level  I  should  like  any  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  to  tell  me  to  what  extent  Free 
Tmde  in  cattle  in  this  country  will  be 
earned,  and  where  it  is  likely  to  stop. 
Agneulturists  in  Ireland  at  this  moment 
can  produce  nothing  which  would  pay 
the  cost  of  production.  Last  year  there 
were  imported  into  Scotland  from  Canada 
five-year  old  bullocks  at  the  ridiculously 
low  price  of  .£15,  a  price  for  which  the 
^K  Irish  farmer  could  not  produce  an  animal 
^f  of  even  only  one-and-a-half  years  old. 
"^  Again,  recently  there  have  been  imported 

Linto  Liverpool,  thousands  of  sheep,  coming 
from  a  country  where  they  are  only 
valued  for  their  wool,  and  they  have 
been  actually  imported  at  a  loss  of  10 
mv  cent*  Therefore,  I  want  to  know  to 
|rhat  extent  Free  Trade  can  go,  and 
when  1  am  informed  on  that  point  I 
shall  be  happy  to  tell  the  hon.  Member 
giving  me  the  information,  what  is  likely 
^  to   be  the  value  of  land  in  Ireland    10 

JK      years  hence.     There  is  one  provision  in 


the  Bill  which,  in  my  opinion,  is  alone 
sufficient  to  condemn  it,  and  that  is  the 
provision  by  whichit  is  sought  to  levy  atai 
throughthe  agency  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
and  the  Grand  Jury  upon  the  indu.strious 
people  of  the  community,  in  order  to 
make  up  any  deficiency  in  the  repayment 
of  the  principal  and  inti^rest.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Seeret^iry,  in 
proposing  this,  certainly  shows  that 
he  is  not  a  modem  statesman.  He 
attempted  to  govern  Ireland  by  means 
of  a  Coercion  Bill,  and,  failing  success 
with  that  measure,  he  introduced 
into  hia  system  the  ancient  Act  of 
Edward  II L  There,  again,  be  failed  in 
the  objects  which  he  sought  to  attain ; 
and  now  he  proposes  to  introduce  into 
this  Bill  the  ancient  and  antiquated 
prtivisiuns  which  cost  Charles  L  his  head, 
and  which,  if  the  Bill  is  carried,  will 
probably,  two  or  three  years  hence,  co.st 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman  liis  political 
head.  I  ventui*e  to  think  that  no 
(Toverument  will  be  able  to  enforce  a 
tax  snch  as  that  which  is  proposed.  It 
would  be  a  tax  on  the  industrious  for  the 
benefit  of  the  pour,  the  knave,  and  the 
drone.  It  will  enable  one  man  to  put 
his  head  over  the  fence  of  another  man  s 
field  and  stop  him  in  his  opemtions.  It 
will  enable  a  man  to  say  to  the  in- 
dustrious tenant,  "  You  have  got  up  in 
the  early  morning,  you  have  ploughed 
and  sown  ;  I  have  been  a  drone  ;  I  have 
gone  into  the  ]niblic  house  to  drink,  but 
I  am  a  wise  man  and  you  are  a  fool.  You 
have  sown,  biit  I  shall  reap.  You  will 
luive  to  pay  the  deficit  which  I  have 
created."  If  the  Government  attempted 
to  enforce  such  a  tax  as  tliat,  I  venture 
to  say  we  should  be  able  to  raise  such  an 
agitation,  and  create  sui^h  a  storm  of 
indignation,  that  even  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  North  Armagh 
would  not  Ije  able  to  withstand  it,  and  it 
wouhl  tfike  all  the  tro<jps  you  could 
possibly  put  into  the  field  in  the 
case  of  an  European  war  to 
enable  you  to  enforce  the  impost. 
Sir,  we  have  been  accused  of  fighting 
against  a  measure  which  is  to  make 
the  peasantry  of  Ireland  the  owners  of 
the  soil  of  Ireland,  No  such  thing. 
We  vote  against  this  measure  because  the 
tenantry  of  Ireland  will  not  bo  able  to 
take  advantage  of  it.  We  vote  against 
it  because  it  is  a  premium  upon  robbery, 
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a  tax  upoQ  mduBtry,  and  a  bribe  given 
to  a  certain  section  of  a  certain  class  who 
have  already  reaped  so  much,  through  the 
agency  of  their  rack  rents,  that  thej 
deserve  no  consideration  at  the  bands  of 
the  Bi-itish  or  Irish  taxpayer.  Bat,  above 
all  and  before  all,  we  vote  againut  the 
Bill  because,  not  being  oompnlaory,  it 
will  be  inoperative  and  inert.  It  will 
not  tonch  tlie  more  infamoas  of  your 
assocmtes,  such  aa  the  MarqnesB  of 
Clanricarde  ;  it  will  enable  him  still  to 
carry  on  his  war  of  extermination.  In 
a  word,  we  vote  against  it  because  it  will 
create  in  Ireland  a  perpetual  war,  and 
becatiS3  we  desire  to  live  in  peace,  in 
order  that  every  section  of  our  country, 
regardless  of  class  or  creed,  may  have 
an  opportunity  of  combining  to  make 
Ireland  what  we  intend  to  make  her,  a 
prosperous  and  free  nation. 

(lOJ.)  Kb,  HANBURY  (Preston)  : 
Sir,  I  am  free  to  confess  that,  uuHke  the 
great  majority  of  Members  who  sit  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  in  many  cases  of 
eviction  during  the  last  two  or  three 
years  it  seemed  to  me  that  though  the 
tenant  was  legally  wrong,  he  was  moi-ally 
right,  and  though  the  landloi*d  was  legally 
right,  he  was  morally  wrong.  That 
opinion  is  not  weakened  but  strength- 
ened, confirmed,  and  ratified  by  the  in- 
troduction of  this  Bill,  and  endeavouring, 
as  I  have  done,  to  look  at  this  Bill  with 
the  utmost  fairness,  and  without  any 
Party  bias,  I  confess  I  am  utterly  unable 
to  form  the  estimate  of  it  which  has 
been  stated  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  dow*n,  that  tliis  Bill  can 
be  called  in  any  sense  a  landlords'  Bill. 
Unfortunately  tliat  is  a  charge  which 
can  be  brought  against  some  Bills.  The 
Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  G, 
Tre^elyan)  was  essentially  a  landlords^ 
Bill.  It  was  brought  in  when  rents  were 
a  great  deal  higher  and  the  scale  of  com- 
pensation was  higher  than  that  which  is 
introduced  into  this  Bill.  The  power  ol 
compulsion  is  put  into  the  bands  cif  the 
tenants  in  this  Bill,  in  that  it  was  put 
into  the  hands  of  the  landlords.  And 
the  miim  reason  for  introducing  that  Bill 
for  the  benefit  of  the  landlord  was,  I 
think,  an  insult  to  the  Irish  people — it 
was  that  they  could  not  be  trusted  to 
l>r.  Fitzget'ald 


deal  honourably  with  thoir  landlords  if 
they  got  possession  of  their  country.  The 
position  with  regard  to  this  BiU  is  the 
very  reverse  of  all  that ;  the  rents  are 
lower  than  they  were  at  that  time, 
the  scale  of  compensation  is  lower,  and 
compulsion  is  in  the  hands  of  th( 
tenants,  and  not  in  the  hands  of  the 
landlords.  The  principal  argument 
against  the  Bill  is  that  sufficient 
security  is  not  taken  for  the  money 
advanced,  and  that  we  are  placing  too 
grt*at  reliance  on  the  honesty  of  the 
Irish  people.  How  anybody  can  consider 
this  a  landlords*  Bill,  I  fail  to  see- 
Take  the  case  of  a  man  paying  £100  a 
year  rent.  What  happens  1  Tlie  tenant 
buys  at  20  years'  purchase,  and  the 
landlord  gets  j£55  a  year,  w*here  he  was 
getting  J&IOO,  There  is  one  tendency, 
as  far  as  I  can  see,  on  the  gid 
of  the  landlord.  By  the  Insurani 
Fund  I  find  that  a  great  inducement 
offered  to  the  tenant  to  buy  at  20  years^ 
purchase  on  account  of  the  very  small 
sum  he  contributes  towards  the  Insurance 
Fund,  A  much  heavier  sum  is  paid  in 
the  case  of  purchase  at  13  or  14  years. 
There  is  one  other  provision 
which,  apparently,  tells  in  favour 
of  the  landlord,  and  that  is  adding 
two  years'  arrears  to  the  p<:iSBible  price. 
That,  after  all,  is  utterly  a  delusion.  The 
tenant,  after  all,  is  not  such  a  fool,  if  he 
had  to  pay  two  years  for  arrears,  as  not 
to  take  them  off  the  number  of  years* 
purohase  piid  to  the  landlord.  Another 
objection  to  this  Bill,  primd  facie^  seems 
to  me  a  very  fair  one.  It  is  said  : — "  It 
is  all  very  well  t^»  say  thtit  the  prici 
which  the  tenant  will  pay  in  future  will 
be  less  than  he  is  paying  at  the  present 
moment,  but  he  will  not  be  a  free  agent, 
liecause  he  will  lie  acting  under  coercion.** 
Tlie  hon.  Member  oppi^site  said  a  double- 
barrelled  pistol  would  be  presented  at 
his  head  ;  what  is  the  charge  in  each  of 
tlioae  barrels  ?  One  is  the  compulsion 
that  will  be  brought  to  bear  on  the 
landlord.  I  have  already  said  the 
compulsion  is  exactly  the  other  way. 
An  hon.  Member  opposite  quoted  an 
instance  which  exactly  proves  my 
cajic.  Take  the  case  of  a  tenant  whose 
landlord  is  perfectly  willing  to  sell  to 
him.  The  result  is  that  he  gets  his 
land  at  about  30  per  cent,  less  than  he 
had  it  at  before.     Or  take  the  case  of  a 
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^enant  whose  landlord  does  not  wish  to 
sell.  The  tenant  can  compel  him  to 
eell.  Becaase  this  Bill  is  an  ad- 
mission by  the  Government  that  the 
owners  of  land  in  Ireland  are  entitled  to 
hold  that  land  at  a  price  which  is  some- 
thing like  30  per  c«nt.  less  than  the 
price  at  which  they  at  present  hold  ii. 
it  is  all  veiy  well  to  say  that  only 
£30,000,000  is  involved,  but  as  that  sum 
is  repaid  it  will  be  continuously  used  in 
the  same  direction.  Therefore,  the  Bill  will 
have  univei'sal  application,  and  will  be 
compulsory.  If  the  present  price  is  a 
fair  one,  then  the  tenant  ought  to  be 
forced  to  pay  it.  But  if  it  ie  not  a  fair 
pricct  a^d  we  do  an  act  of  benevolence, 
then  we  ought  to  do  it,  not  at  the  cost  of 
the  landlonl,  but  at  the  cost  of  the 
national  purse.  If  this  reduction  ia 
mad©  for  the  public  convenience,  and  to 
Bave  trouble  in  Ireland,  then  it  is  a  very 
dangerous  coui*se  to  pursue,  for  a  bribe 
now  will  be  the  source  of  endless  ti*ouble. 
But  the  Government  would  never  have 
taken  this  course  had  they  not  made 
up  their  minds  that  this  30  per  cent, 
was  fair,  and  ought  to  be  carried  out 
universally.  As  to  the  argument  of 
coei^ion,  if  a  tenant  will  neither 
purehasc  nor  jmy  the  present  price,  then 
it  would  be  perfectly  right  to  apply 
coercion  to  liim.  Or  if  the  landlord 
should  prove  stubborn,  and  refuse  to 
come  to  terms,  then  the  nation  would 
never  tolemte  that  the  tennnt  should  not 
have  the  benefit  of  the  Act.  The  double- 
barrelled  weapon  which  the  bon.  Member 
has  mentioned,  therefore,  tells  against  his 
own  position.  No  doubt  there  is  a  great 
number  of  landloids  in  Ireland  who  have 
faithfully  tried  tti  do  their  duty,  and  1 
think  that,  \\\  some  respects,  these  men 
are  treated  harshly  by  the  BilL  !Many 
of  them  are  struggling  on  honourably,  in 
Bpite  of  the  difficulties  with  which  they 
have  to  contend,  and  I,  for  one,  will 
support  any  Amendment  in  Committ^je 
which  will  enable  these  landlords  to  be 
dealt  with  more  justly  than  they  are. 
But,  at  present,  it  is  useless  to  ignore  the 
fact  that  we  have  to  legislate  for  the 
general  body,  and  not  fur  the  few.  We 
cannot  legislate  for  white  blackbinis 
only,  and  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  the 
great  majority  of  the  class  are  black.  I 
own  it  would  be  tlioroughly  unjust,  even 
against  the  worst  landlords,  to  rake  up  a 
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history  which  shows  that  they  have  been 
always  loyal  themselves,  but  often  have 
been  the  uiuse  uf  disloyalty  in  othera. 
And  that  histor}'^  is  by  no  means  ancient 
history,  and  the  traditions  of  their  acts 
must  linger  long  among  the  peasantry. 
There  is  no  need  to  point  to  the  past.  I 
will  refer  only  to  the  present,  and  I  say 
b^iildly  that  a  man  like  Loi-d  Clanricarde, 
with  his  planter-like  insolence,  has 
sown  more  seed  of  disloyalty 
than  any  one  else  in  Ireland. 
The  difficulty  is,  that  while  you  have 
punished  the  tenants  you  bave  encour- 
aged and  made  yourselves  accomplices 
of  the  land lo I'd 8.  In  the  interests  of  the 
Union  this  Bill  will  do  a  vast  amount  of 
good,  if  it  will  only  get  rid  of  such  land- 
lords 08  I  bave  described. 

Mk.  DILLON  :  But  it  will  not  get  rtd 
of  them. 


Mb.  HANBUEY  :  I  hope  that  such 
Amendments  may  be  introduced  into 
the  Bill  in  Committee  as  will  make  that 
consummation  possible,  and  I  must  add 
that  if  we  do  not  deal  in  such  a  manner 
with  such  men  this  Bill  will  be 
absolutely  useless.  We  frequently 
hear  of  landlords  who  spend  a  vast  sum 
of  money  on  their  estates,  who  have  se 
an  admirable  example  to  other  land- 
lords, and  who  give  almost  everything 
to  their  tenants  excspt  what  the  tenants 
most  want,  namely,  their  personal  guid- 
ance and  sympathy  ;  but,  after  all,  I  ask 
what  is  the  use  of  a  garrison  whose  best 
men  are  never  at  their  p<:)st  ?  What 
confidence  can  we,  as  Unionists,  have  in 
a  garrison,  the  best,  and  strongest,  and 
the  richest  of  whom,  those  least  exposed 
to  danger — I  allude  t«  the  landlords  of 
Ulster — whom  we  find  deserting  their 
posts  at  the  very  first  opportunity, 
and  leaving  their  weaker  brethren,  for 
whom  the  boou  of  the  Ashbourne  Act 
was  primarily  intended,  in  the  lurch  ? 
Looking  at  al!  these  facta,  I  hope  that 
throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of 
Ireland  this  BiU  will  remove  the  ob- 
stacles to  kindly  feeling  towards  this 
country.     Even  in  Ulster,  if  w©  are  to 
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have  u  garrifion  at  all,  I  confess  I  should 
Icjok  more  to  those  energetic  raannfac 
turers  in  that  province  who  have  no  bad 
history  in  the  past,  and  whose   associa* 
tious  are  with  the  old  and  destroyed  in- 
dustries uf  Ireland,  tboir  own  factories 
being   the   remnant   of   the   day   when 
Ireland  did    not   depend  on  agricultnre 
alone — men    who,    even  at  the    present 
day,  supply  wliat  is  the  greatest   want 
of  Ireland,  manufacturing  industry,  and 
whose  interests  do   not  in  any  way  cla-sh 
with    those    who   are   dependent    upon 
them«      We     have  already     had    some 
very    remarkable    admissions   from   the 
Government^   but  we  have   also  liad  a 
remarkable  admission  from  an  individual 
who  is  almost  a  higher  authority  than 
the  Government  itself.     We  liave  had  a 
proposition  from   the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Parnell),  which,  for  lay  part, 
I  consider  to  be  most   useful,  when  ho 
suggested  that  this  Bill  should  not  apply 
to  tenants  paying  more  than  X50  rental. 
I  have  one  or  two  observations  to  make 
with  regard  to  that  auggeation.      In  the 
first  place,  I   think  the  security  for  the 
repayment  of  the  money  advanced  would 
be  vastly  increased  by  its  adoption  ;  and, 
in  the  second  place,  I  think  it  meets  the 
solitary  objection   whicli  I  entertained  to 
this  Bill      I   have  always  thought,  and 
have  never  seen   any  reason  to  alter  my 
opinion,  that    the   Irish    tenant    has    no 
right  to  different  treatment  on  the  part 
of  this  House  to  that  which  is  given   to 
the  Euglish  tenant,  unless  his  condition 
and  circumstances  are  shown  to  be  totally 
different    from    those    of    the    English 
tenant.       I    confess   I   do   not   see    how 
the  condition  of  the  richer  farmers  of 
Ireland  can  be  said  to  l>e  at  all  different 
from  that  of  the  richer  tenants  in  England; 
and  T  will  go  further,  and  add,  that  I  do  not 
see  how  the  position  of  a  goiid  many  of  the 
smaller   tenants   in    the    manufacturing 
districts  is   different    from   that  of   the 
smaller  tenants  hei*e.     Wliat  has  always 
struck  me  as  the  one  reason  for  making 
an  exception    in    favour    of   the    Irish 
tenant  is,  where  he   has  not  sufficient 
capital    to  embark    in   other   industries, 
where  those  industries  are  close  at  hand* 
Mr,  ilanbury 
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the  land  affording  him  his  5tde  uccupa* 
tion.  No  doubt  this  circtunstauce  htit 
weighed  heavily  with  the  condition  (if 
the  great  bulk  of  the  Irisli  tenants, 
especially  when  we  consider  the  enor- 
mous proportion  of  those  who  pay  lew 
than  £20  a  year  rental.  In  point  of 
fact,  more  than  one -half  of  them  pay  an 
average  of  only  £6  a  year,  and  in  thoaa 
cases  I  think  we  are  justified  in  turning 
the  tenants  into  owners,  because  their 
case  is  totally  different  from  anything  to 
be  met  with  in  this  country.  What  is 
their  position  !  In  the  first  place,  as  I 
have  said,  cultivation  of  the  land  is  the 
^nly  p>8sible  occupation  for  them.  If 
they  cannot  get  land  they  have  no  other 
means  nf  living,  and  that  ij3  a  very 
remarkable  positiim.  Again,  there  ia  a 
tremendous  amount  of  competition 
among  those  tenants  for  the  land  they 
occupy.  How  is  this  competition  fixed  f 
It  is  mainly  fixed  on  the  standard 
derived  from  the  cultivation  of  the 
potato — a  standard  smaller  than  that  of 
any  other  agricultural  c<irarounity  in  the 
world.  Upon  that  standard,  coupled 
with  the  fact  that  the  tenants  are  able 
to  get  their  rent  either  by  coming  aod 
working  at  harvest  time  in  England,  or 
frt>m  their  i-clatives  in  America,  every- 
thing is  fixed,  while  all  above  that  goes 
into  the  pockets  of  the  landlords.  We 
never  Imd  8o  low  a  standanl  in  England* 
^Vlien  we  are  told  we  are  iranHgrf ssing 
the  laws  of  political  economy  in  the  pro- 
jKisal  to  purchase  the  land  ft»r  thefie 
smaller  Irish  t-enants,  I  say  it  is  because 
competition  and  other  results  inimical 
to  the  tenant  are  found  in  Ireland  as 
they  have  never  been  known  in  Etigland. 
In  this  country  the  landlord  reengnises 
the  fact  that  duties  attiith  to 
pmperty  as  "well  as  landlord  rights. 
If  ever  we  come  to  such  a  state  of  things 
in  England  as  we  find  existing  in  regard 
to  the  smaller  tenants  in  Ireland  wo 
shall  be  justified  in  |]assing  for  England 
a  Bill  like  this,  but  at  present  no  such 
case  exists*  Therefore,  I  say  we  are  not 
breaking  the  laws  of  jxilitieal  economy 
by  purchasing  the  land  for  the  small  ten- 
ants. Indeed,  the  ordinary  laws  of  political 
economy  w^ere  never  intended  to  apply 
Uy  such  a  state  of  cireumsUmces.  In 
such  a  ca&e  but  one  result  follows,  and 
it  is  because  of  that  that  we  are  bound 
to  give  the  Irish  tenants  a  position    in 
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the  future  which  will  prevent  the 
jxiaaibility  of  the  recurrence  of  sucli  a 
state  of  tilings.  It  is  because  of  the 
competition  and  the  raising  of  his  I'ent 
that  the  Irish  tenant  does  not  get  the 
full  reward  of  his  labour.  It  is  said  that 
the  Irisliman  is  lazy  by  natui*e,  but  I 
ask  is  the  Irishman  lazy  here  1  I  have 
employed  several  of  them,  and  I  always 
found  them  to  work  just  as  well  as 
English  labourers.  We  know  that  all 
the  great  works  all  over  the  world  have, 
to  a  great  extent^  l>een  built  by  means 
of  Irish  lalxiur-  We  know  what  he  is 
as  a  soldier,  and  wo  appi^eciate  him.  as  an 
Irish  constable,  and  I  say  he  is  quite  as 
good  as  an  Englishman  or  a  Scotchman 
when  he  meets  with  his  proper  reward. 
It  18  because  I  hope  that  this  Bill  will 
tend  to  remove  some  of  the  difficulties 
he  labours  under  that  I  want  to  see  it 
applie^l  to  the  small  tenant.  It  is  said 
that,  to  a  Hrreat  extent,  ho  Jias  security 
for  his  liulding  already.  I  do  not  know 
how  far  that  may  be  the  cfise  in  Ulster, 
where  dual  ownership  has,  frctm  time 
immemorial,  been  the  custom,  but  in  the 
rest  of  Ireland  the  Government  admit 
the  dual  ownership  to  be  an  unworkable 
system.  Wherever  we  have  tinkered 
at  this  subject  we  have  only  made 
matters  worse.  We  made  it  far  worse 
for  the  tenants  when  we  introduced  the 
Bill  for  the  sale  of  encnmlwrtHi  estates. 
The  same  thing  happeneil  when  we  went 
further  and  gave  the  tenant  the  benefit 
of  his  own  improvements,  l>eeause  the 
Law  Courts  over-rult^d  ns,  and  the  tenant 
Ai^  not  get  the  full  Ix^nefit  intended, 
while  under  the  system  of  judicial  rents 
the  tenant  feels  that  there  is  great 
irtainty — at  any  mte  not  the 
inty  he  lias  a  right  to  expect,  in 
lOoking  for  a  reward  for  his  labour. 
Therefore,  the  Government  have,  at  last, 
decided  to  come  between  the  teiiaut  and 
the  landlord,  and  remove  the  difficulty 
by  making  the  t^enant  his  own  laudlord 
in  future.  We  are  told  that  we  are 
only  getting  rid  of  the  difficulty  for  the 
present,  and  will  create  a  new  and, 
perhaps,  a  worse  set  of  landlords  for  the 
future ;  but  when  the  tenant  is  cei'tain 
of  a  reward  for  his  labour,  and  there 
is  no  power  tending  directly,  or  indirectly, 
to  the  raising  of  his  rent,  I  am  convinced 
he  will  be  found  working  as  well  and  as 
hard   upon   his   farm   in   Ireland  as  he 
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works  elsewhere.  In  that  cose  I  am  sure 
he  will  not  be  anxious  to  sub-divide  his 
farm.  After  all,  how  has  sub-division 
been  brought  about?  It  has  been  brought 
about  by  the  action  of  the  hindlords  in 
the  J  last,  which  has  practically  forced 
them  into  sub-division.  What  has  been 
the  histoiy  of  this  question  ?  There  are 
no  less  than  six  ca-uses  which  have 
brought  about  the  sub-division  of  land 
in  Ireland.  In  the  first  place,  uj)  to 
1839  there  was  no  Poor  Law  in  Ireland, 
and  there  was  nothing  to  induce  a  land- 
lord to  prevent  any  needy  man 
fi*ora  settling  upon  his  land.  Then 
the  law  of  tithes,  only  i*emodied  40  or 
50  years  ago,  by  which  tithes  were  not 
leviable  upun  gmzing  ground,  made  it  to 
the  benefit  of  the  landlord  to  have  these 
small  holdings.  The  tenants  of  the 
small  holdings  were  able  to  live  on 
potatoes,  and,  therefore,  they  were  able 
to  pay  a  higher  rent  than  the  holdei*s  of 
richer  farms.  That,  again,  was  a  great 
inducement  to  the  landlords  to  have 
these  small  holdings.  But  the  greatest 
inducement  fur  a  landlord  to  increase 
the  number  of  tenants  on  his 
estate  is  that  he  increaaes  his  political 
influence.  With  regard  to  the  question 
of  security^  looking  to  the  immense  ad- 
vantage which  a  Bill  of  this  sort  will 
give  to  Ireland,  I  am  perfectly  willing  to 
run  some  risk.  If  it  is  successful,  even 
from  a  monetary  point  of  view,  the  gain 
will  be  enormous  to  this  country.  With 
the  exception  of  agrarian  crime,  Ireland 
is  singularly  free  from  criminal  offences, 
and  if,  by  doing  away  with  agrarian 
crime,  we  can  diminish  the  necessity  for 
a  force  of  30,000  military  and  12,000 
constabulaiy  in  Ireland,  the  gain,  from 
a  mere  monetary  point  of  view;  will 
be  veiy  considerable  indeed.  If, 
however,  the  security  is  considered 
insufficient,  I  think  there  are  directions 
in  which  it  can  be  increased.  At  the 
present  moment  the  landlord's  security  is 
tho  security  of  the  land,  and  I  cannot 
conceive  why  the  landlord  should  have 
more  security  for  the  jmyment  of 
his  interest  in  the  futni-e  tiian  he 
lias  htvd  for  the  payment  of  his  rent 
in  the  past,  and,  on  the  other 
hand,  in  the  c^se  of  a  general  refusal  to 
pay  wo  might  increase  the  Customs  dues 
upon  articles  imported  into  Ireland,  as 
suggested  by  Mr.  Arnold  Foster.     I  am 
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unwilling,  however,  to  believe  that  the 
Irish  tenants  are  knaves  or  the  English 
people  fools.  To  suppose  Irish  tenants 
will  repudiate  these  payments  is  a  libel 
on  their  honesty  and  an  insult  to 
ctimmon  sense,  Tlie  Irish  tenants  have 
loyally  paid  their  instalments  under  the 
Asbbuume  Acts,  under  Acts  which,  by 
the  way,  do  not  afford  the  security 
which  is  affoi-ded  by  this  Bill,  and,  there- 
fore, to  assume  that  in  f  utnre  they  will 
be  dishonest  seems  to  me  a  libel  upon 
the  whole  tenantry  of  Ireliind.  With 
regard  to  the  English  people,  though 
in  the  past  a  g^ood  many  of  them  have 
looked  with  strong  misgivings  upon  the 
evictions  that  have  taken  place,  in  the 
futnro  there  will  he  nothing  of  that  kind. 
Where  the  Irish  tenant  has  voluntarily 
entered  into  an  engagement  of  this  kind, 
and  where  the  whole  gain  is  on  his  side, 
English  people  will  feel  that  right  is  on 
their  side,  and  will  in  the  last  resort  use 
every  legitimate  means  to  recover  that 
money  which  is  fairly  their  own.  The 
Bill  is  a  fair  attempt  to  deal,  not  with 
the  political  grievances,  but  with  the 
material  grievances  of  the  Irish  tenant, 
and  we  on  this  side  of  the  House  think 
that,  by  removing  the  material  grievance, 
we  shall  go  a  long  way  towards  removing 
tlie  political  grievance.  In  addition  to 
that,  I  itw>k  upr^n  the  Bill  as  not  only 
lowering  the  tenant's  rent  to  a  very  con- 
siderable extent,  but  also  as  une  which 
for  tlie  first  time  entirely  and  thoroughly 
gives  to  the  tenant  that  which  he  has 
never  had  before,  namely,  the  certainty 
that  if  he  is  anhnnest  man  and  works  labo- 
riously and  industriously  on  his  farm,  he 
will  secure  the  advantage  of  his  labour. 
It  also  confers  a  great  bonn  upon  Ireland 
itself  at  large,  because  from  that  country, 
which  has  been  singularly  free  from 
ordinary  crime,  we  shall,  by  this  Bill, 
if  it  is  successful,  remove  that  which 
has  been  constantly  the  one  dark  blot 
upon  its  history,  the  ever  -  recurring 
curse  of  agrarian  crime. 


(IMO.)  Ms.T.  RO'COJS^NOR (Liver- 

pool,  Scotland  Division) :  Although  I 
cannot  agree  with  everything  that  has 
been  said  by  thehon.  Gentleman, it  is  only 
fair  to  say  that  we,  on  these  benches,  re- 
cognise the  extremely  kind  way  in  which 
he  has  spoken.  If  we  had  many  speeches 
Mr.  ffanbury 
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of  the  same  nature,  and  if  the  acts  of  the 
Government  in  Ireland  were  inspired 
by  the  same  spirit  as  ran  through  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  speech,  we  would 
approach  the  consideration  of  thia  BilU 
and  of  other  Acts  of  the  present  Adminis* 
tration,  in  a  very  difEerent  temjier  than 
we  do  at  present.  But  I  do  not  think 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  altogether 
correct  in  his  appreciation  of  the  results 
of  this  measure.  We  thank  liim  for  the 
very  candid  and  manly  confession  that 
whereas  a  number  of  landlords  in  Ireland 
may  have  been  legally  right  they  were 
morally  wrong  in  their  recent  proceed* 
itigs  against  their  tenants.  The  hoa. 
Gentleman  mentioned  the  Marquess  of 
Clanricarde,  and  said  that  this  Bill  will 
enable  us  to  get  rid  of  landlords  of  the  type 
of  the  Marquess  of  Clanricarde.  He  said, 
further,  that  the  proceedings  of  men  like 
the  Marquess  of  Clanricarde  are  the 
gi'eatest  peril  to  the  cause  of  the  Union 
of  which  he  is  an  advocate.  With  regard 
to  his  statement  as  to  the  Marquess  of 
Clanricarde,  I  would  remind  him  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
S^*cretary  has  sent  to  gaol  at  least  130 
persons  for  refusing  to  submit  to  Lord 
Clanricai-de's  exaction  of  legal  rights  but 
moi"al  wrongs.  The  hon.  Gentleman  is 
wrong  when  he  says  this  Bill  will  enable 
us  to  get  rid  of  men  like  the  Marquess 
of  Clanricarde.  There  is  no  compulaion 
in  the  Bill  by  which  such  landlords  can 
be  got  rid  of.  It  will  probably  not  be 
the  Marquess  of  Clanricarde  and  such 
landlords  who  will  be  got  rid  of,  but 
fairly  reasonable  absentees  with  comfort- 
able tenants.  Now,  I  am  surprised  that 
no  one  has  risen  from  the  Treasury 
Bench  to  answer  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham. 
Whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
the  patron  or  the  tool  of  the  Govern- 
ment, he  has  in  his  speech  this  evening 
made  the  most  dama^ng  criticism  that 
has  yet   been  heard    against    the    Bill. 
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The  right  hon.  GentlemaTi  3ftid  very 
properly  that  it  is  proposed  to  pledge  the 
securities  of  localities  in  Ireland  without 
conatituting  a  Local  Authority  or  liaving 
any  (jonsultation  with  the  locality,  Ar»dhe 
added  rightly  that  such  a  thing  would 
not  he  thought  of  in  the  case  of  any 
Englisli  city  ;  and  he  indicated  that  if 
Buch  preposterous  and  inequitable  pro- 
oeediiigs  wei*e  tried  in  Birmingliam,  for 
instance,  tliei-e  would  be  a  pretty  kettle 
of  fish.  I  can  promise  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  if  the  Government 
pledge  the  i*ates  and  securities  of  locali- 
ties in  Ireland  without  giving  the  Local 
Authorities  conti'ol  there  will  be  just  as 
great  a  kettle  of  fish  as  t  lie  re  would  be 
in  Birmingham.  Tlien  the  right  !mn, 
Gentleioaii  took  our  main  objection  ta 
the  proposals  of  the  Governmejit  out  of 
our  mouths  when  lie  said  that  there 
ought  to  be  an  Irish  authority  between 
the  individual  tenant  on  the  one  hand 
and  the  Imperial  Eichequer  on  the 
other.  That  is  tlie  basis  of  our  opposi- 
tion to  the  Bill,  We  say  that  nothing 
can  be  more  dangerous  than  to  bring 
the  Imperial  Exchequer  into  direct  ixda- 
tious  with  the  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
small  tenants  in  Ireland.  During  the 
recsent  Partick  election  I  asked  the  hon. 
Member  (Mi*.  Parker  Smith),  who  now 
sits  for  that  constituency,  a  question 
which  he  has  not  yet  answered,  whetlier 
it  would  be  better  in  Glasgow  to  lend 
money  to  the  small  shopkeepers  and  beer 
sellers,  or  to  lend  it  on  the  security  of 
the  funds  of  the  Coqwration  1  Her 
Majesty's  Government  seem  to  think  that 
it  is  better  to  lend  tlie  money  to  the  £i 
cottiers  and  the  small  tenants  of  Ireland 
than  to  an  Irish  Exchequer  or  an  Iriish 
Government  and  the  Irish  nation  at 
e.     Does  any  htm.  Gentleman  think 

it  it  would  be  safe  to  lend  money  to 
these  smtiU  tenants  ?  [Mr.  S^clair  :  I 
do.]  The  hon.  Gentleman,  who  is  an 
Irishman  by  birth,  i^presents  a  Scotch 
oonstituency,  owing,  perhaps,  to  equal 
ignaraaoe  uf  Scotch  and  Irish  affairs,  and 
I  ahould  say  -^  nfTafrs  in  general.     No 
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mtin  in  the  possession  of  his  senaei  would 
rather  have  100,000  J&4  c-ottiers  as  his 
debtors  than  a  National  Exchequer  and 
GoveiTiment,  and  if  any  mtut  wow  Id 
he  shows  sn  absolute  ignomnce 
of  the  ordinary  ti.ffairs  of  bfu. 
The  right  hon.  MemlxT  for  West  Bir- 
mingham said  thwe  ou!>fit  to  be  a  buffer 
of  the  Local  Authority"  between  the 
tenants  and  the  Imperial  Exchequer,  and 
he  depi-ecfited  in  the  strongest  manner 
bringing  the  Lnperial  l*]xchequer  into 
direct  rehitions  with  the  individual 
debtors.  Why  liave  m>t  the  Government 
told  the  House  what  answer  t)iey  have 
to  give  to  the  rn'ticisms  uf  the  right  hon, 
Gentleman?  Why  is  the  House  left 
without  *  Might  and  leading"  on  this 
point?  All  answer  must  lie  forthcnminir 
before  the  Delxite  closes.  The  Government 
say  that  they  have  a  Local  Government 
Bill  in  the  pigeon-holes  of  their  De|mrt* 
ment.  Are  the  Goveiiiment,  lUMire  they 
not,  going  to  accept  the  Amendment  nf 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham?  Is  this  Bill  to 
be  worked  by  a  Local  Rejii^esentative 
Authority,  or  by  the  hindtonis  sitting  on 
the  Gnind  Jui'y  ?  I  do  not  want  to  mako 
too  strong  a  charge  against  the  Govern- 
ment as  to  tlieir  relations  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham,  and  1  Bup]xise  they  know 
their  own  business  best ;  hut  I  say  that 
if  it  is  resix^ctinl  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  it  is  not  respectful  to  this 
House  that,  having  this  suggestion 
made  to  them  in  the  course  of  the 
Debate,  not  one  of  them  should  get  up 
to  give  an  emphatic  reply  on  the  question, 
aye  or  no.  I  hope  this  j.»oint  will  not  be 
allowed  to  drop,  and  that  every  h(»n. 
Member  who  fallows  mc  from  these 
benciies  will  r-epeat  the  question  until 
we  i*eoeive  an  answer,  Supposing  the 
Bill  is  passed  in  its  pi-esent  form— which 
would  not  be  the  case  if  I  liad  my  way, 
l)ecausL'  I  think  it  is  ii  thoroughly  bad 
Bill,  brought  in  liy  u  thoroughly  bad 
Government*  andbacktirl  by  a  thoroughly 
bad  House  of  Commons  ;  hut  if  it  is  not 
amendetl  in  the  direction  indicated  by 
the  right  hon.  Memlx^r  for  West  Bir- 
mingham, we  shall  find  that  the  Grand 
Juries  in  Ireland  will  be  asked  to  make 
a  rate  for  schools,  lunatic  asylums, 
medictd  reUef,  and  other  pui^poses.  Do 
the  Government  think  that  the  Grand 
3  N 
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Jury  will  make  the  rate,  or,  if  they  make 
it,  that  the  ratepayers  will  pay  it?  The 
^hief  Secretary  for  Ireland  is  living  in  a 
ol's  paradise  with  regard  to  this  ques- 
tion. Hon.  Members  point  to  the  regular 
payments  made  by  the  AsJibourne 
tenants.  But  I  iihould  like  to  ask  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Falkirk  District 
whether  those  tenants  were  not  Tfation- 
alists  befai*e  they  bought  their  lands, 
and  whether  he  thinks  they  have  become 
less  Nationalists  since  they  bought  their 
holdings  ? 

Mr,  SINCLAIR  (Falkirk,  kc)  :  Cer- 
tainly not. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  What  does 
the  Chief  Secretary  think  of  this  inter- 
ruption on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Member  1 
The  whole  basis  of  the  Government 
policy  is,  that  land  purchase  destroys 
Nationalism. 

(11.27.)  Mr.  SINCLAIR:  I  said 
on  a  former  oecasiom  that  while  I 
believe  the  creation  of  a  tenant  proprie* 
torship  under  the  Ashbourne  Acts  and 
under  this  Act  would  have  no  effect 
in  diminishing  the  desire  of  the  Irish 
tenant  who  became  a  proprietor  to  obtain 
legitimate  local  conti*ol  of  lc:>cal  affairs, 
yet  I  did  believe  tlxat  it  would  have  a 
great  effect  in  diminishing  that  which  is 
the  danger  of  Nationalist  pniceedintj^s — 
a  desire  to  become  a  separate  nation,  and 
distinct  frr»ra  the  British  Empire.  I  hold 
most  strongly  that  the  Irish  t^euantj 
whether  a  Nationalist  or  not,  when  he 
lias  entered  into  a  fair  bargain  desires  to 
keep  the  terms  of  that  bargain  as  an 
Irishman  and  not  as  a  Nationalist. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O^CONNOR:  I  think  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  has  scarcely  im- 
proved  liis  position  by  what  he  now  says, 
because  no  one  sitting  on  the  Irish 
Benches  is  in  favour  of  separation. 
According  to  the  views  of  the  Govern- 
ment, anyone  who  is  in  favour  of  a 
moderate  form  of  Home  Rule  is  a 
Separatist.  But  the  point  I  wish  to 
urge  is  this ;  that  those  tenants  who 
were  Nationahsts  before  they  became 
owQora  of  the  land  have  remaJi^ed 
Mr,  T,  1\  OConnoi' 


Nationalists  after  they  became  owners ; 
and,  therefore,  the  whole  basis  of  the 
tJnionist  policy  in  passing  such  a  Bill  as 
this  is  destroyed,  because  that  basis  is 
tlmt  the  ownership  of  land  converts  a 
Nationalist  into  what  is  called  a  Loyalist. 
The  Government  hold  that  the  whole 
political  question  in  Ireland  will  be 
removed  the  moment  the  agrarian  diffi- 
eulty  is  settled*  Well,  I  would  recom* 
mend  the  Chief  Seei^etiiry  to  piy  atten- 
tion tjo  the  statements  of  one  of  his 
supporters,  aud  to  convince  liimself  that 
even  after  he  has  passed  such  a  measure  as 
this  he  will  still  have  theNational  question 
to  deal  with.  Hon.  Gentlemen  think 
that  this  Bill  will  limit  the  ai'ea  of  dis- 
content. On  the  contrary,  it  will  widen 
the  area  of  possible  repudiation.  If  these 
tenants  buy  under  compulsion  from  the 
landlord,  backed  by  Removable  Magia* 
trates  and  by 'a  j^rpetual  Coercion  Law, 
there  is  no  sanctity  in  the  contract,  I 
will  go  further,  and  say  that  if  a  tenant 
who  has  entered  into  a  bargain  under 
this  Bill  with  his  eyes  open  c&fi,  by  a 
temporary  postponement  of  his  payments 
to  this  country,  aid  in  turning  the 
present  Government  out  of  ofBce,  he  will 
be  morally  justified  in  adopting  such  a 
course.  ^ries  of  **0h!'-  and  "Hear> 
hear  !"]  Hon.  Members  meet  that  state- 
ment with  cries  of  dissent*  That  they 
should  do  so  is  curious,  considering  that 
in  this  cx^untry  every  Nihihst  from 
Russia  can  find  a  most  enthusiastic  wel- 
come, even  though  dynamite  has  been 
employed  by  him  against  his  Sovereign 
with  the  object  of  securing  reforms.  The 
Chief  Secretary  smiles,  suggesting,  per- 
haps, that  I  have  advocated  the  use  of 
dynamite.     I  have  never  done  so. 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  made  no 
suggestion. 

Mr.T.  P.  O'CONNOR:  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  anything  to  say  he 
ought  to  take  his  hands  out  of  his 
pockets  and  stand  up.  After  all,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  an 
Irremovable  Magistrate  trying  an  Irish 
prisoner.  A  great  deal  has  been  said 
about  the  Ashbourne  tenants,  but  every- 
thing lias  not  been  said  about  them  yet. 
We  read  recently  in  the  Times  about  the 
boycotting  nf  a  railway  by  a  ceiiain  num- 
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ber  of  tenants,  and  among  those  who, 
according  to  the  veracious  Times, 
encouraged  this  boycotting  are  the  tenants 
of  an  Ashbourne  estate.  Then,  there  is 
the  Tenants'  Defence  Fund,  which 
amounts  now  to  £60,000.  To  this  Fund 
the  County  of  Cork  is  the  largest  contri- 
butor, and  in  that  county  the  largest 
subscription  but  one  has  come  from  a 
parish  where  stands  the  estate  of  Lord 
Shannon,  whose  tenants  are  buying  him 
out  under  the  Ashbourne  Act.  And  I 
am  told  there  is  a  case  of  precisely 
similar  character  in  Queen's  County. 
These  large  subscriptions,  it  would  appear, 
do  not  come  from  rack-rented  tenants, 
but  from  comfoi'table,  prosperous,  and 
"  loyalist "  tenants,  who  have  become 
owners  under  the  Ashbourne  Act.  Why, 
then,  this  delusion  about  the  tenure  of 
land  making  any  difference  in  the  Na- 
tionalist principles  of  Ireland  ?  It  is  a 
fallacy  which  by  this  time  should  have 
been  exploded  even  in  a  Unionist  mind 
as  imperyious  to  impressions  as  that  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Falkirk 
Burghs.  Why,  every  single  Land  Act 
passed  by  the  Imperial  Parliament  has 
immediately  resulted  in  an  enormous 
increase  of  streagth  to  the  Nationalist 
Party  ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  never  in  his  life  har- 
boured a  greater  mistake  than  he  does 
now,  if  he  believes  that  the  present  Pur- 
chase  Act  will  have  the  least  effect  in 
diminisliing  the  Nationalist  cause  in 
Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  has  told  us  that  the  present 
House  of  Commons  is  morally  incompe- 
tent to  pass  a  Land  Purchase  Bill  in- 
volving the  credit  of  the  State,  and  the 
statement  has  been  contradicted  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House.  But  I  could 
quote  speech  after  speech  made  by  hon. 
Members  opposite  at  the  time  of  the 
General  Election  in  which  land  purchase 
in  any  shape  involving  Imperial  credit 
in  any  form  was  condemned  and  repu- 
diated. Does  anyone  who  went  through 
the  General  Election  of  1886  foi^et  that? 
The  action  of  the  Government  and  of  the 
whole  Party  opposite  is  as  glaring  a 
piece  of  wholesale    mendacity  as   this 


country  ever  witnessed.  There  are  men 
opposite  whose  election  placards  can  be 
produced  calling  for  votes  on  the  cry  of 
"No  Coercion,"  and  "No  Land  Purchase," 
and  yet  these  men  have  voted  for  coer- 
cion, and  are  now  about  to  vote  for  land 
purchase.  Election  speeches,  it  would 
seem,  are  only  good  until  Parliament 
is  elected,  and  are  forgotten  the  moment 
Parliament  has  come  into  existence. 
This  Land  Purchase  Bill  is  on  a  level 
with  the  election  pledges  of  1886.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Peckham  (Mr.  Bau- 
mann),  in  his  election  address,  referred 
to  the  Land  Purchase  Bill  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  and  said  that  three  years  pre- 
viously the  right  hon.  Gentleman  put 
the  cost  of  buying  out  the  Irish  land- 
lords at  between  £300,000,000  and 
£400,000,000.  I  have  here  an  election 
placard  inscribed  "  Vote  for  Weymouth 
and  No  Coercion,"  and  another  on  which 
appears — 

**  Do  not  vote  for  Samuelson.  He  would 
increase  the  taxes  on  your  beer  and  bread  by 
giving  millions  of  English  money  to  buy  out 
the  Irish  landlords." 

Well,  the  Marquess  of  Bath,  the  father  of 
the  Gentleman  who  was  elected  on  this 
placard,  got  £225,000  under  the  Ash- 
bourne Act  for  his  Irish  estates.  I  re- 
turn to  the  hon.  Member  for  Peckham. 
Does  he  adhere  to  tho  estimate  I  have 
mentioned  of  the  amount  that  is  re- 
quired 1  [Mr.  Baumann  indicated  assent.] 
Well  then,  what  is  the  meaning  of  ofEer- 
ing  this  paltry  £40,000,000  ?  Let  them 
bring  in  a  Bill  for  £300,000,000  or 
£400,000,000.  Then  they  will  be  honest, 
and  then  they  will  cease  to  be  the  Tory 
Government.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Chester  (Mr.  Yerburgh)  also  at  the  time 
of  that  election  entered  into  a  calculation 
of  the  number  of  railway  lorries  it 
would  take  to  carry  the  gold  with  which 
Mr.  Gladstone  intended  to  buy  out  the 
Irish  landlords.  And  it  was  on  state- 
ments like  these — which  I  dare  not 
characterise,  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker,  unless 
you  should  call  me  to  order — that  the 
majority  of  this  .House  were  elected.  No 
House  of  Commons  ever  had  a  baser 
origin  than  the  present  one,  and  if  the 
Party  opposite  had  any  candour  in  their 
nature  they  would  rise  in  repentance 
and  apologise  to  the  constituencies,  and 
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especially  to  the  right  ihon 
man  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian. 
Compare  this  tinkering  and  botching 
measure  with  the  Bill  of  1886.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary has  spoken  of  the  net  rental,  and 
has  calculated  that  the  difference  between 
the  gross  and  net  rentals  is  8  per  cent. 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  That  is  not 
my  calculation.  In  order  to  make  my 
statement  clear  I  gave  two  illustrations. 
I  gave  one  in  which  the  difference  was 
7  per  cent.,  but  I  stated  that  that  was 
not  the  average  for  the  whole  of  Ireland. 
As  far  as  I  can  discover,  from  the  facts 
at  my  command,  the  average  difference 
all  over  Ireland  is  about  3  J  per  cent. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  I  am  very  glad 
to  hear  that  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man.    It   makes  my  case   a  good   deal 
stronger.        I    must    go    back  to  1886 
again.     I  apologise  to  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site.    I    am    sure    the    recollection    is 
painful  to  them.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
said  at  that  time,   and   they  have  been 
saying  ever  since — "  Talk  of  the  Liberal 
Government    being    the   friend   of   the 
Irish   tenant.       Why,    those    miserable 
hypocrites   actually   proposed  20    years' 
purchase  of   the    rentals  of   Irish  land, 
throwing  the  most  exorbitant  burden  on 
the  Irish  tenant.     If  you  want  to  find  the 
real  friend  of  the  Irish  tenant,  go  to  the 
Chief  Secretary,  who  only  asks  17  years." 
Yes,  17  years,  plus  two  years  of  arreai*s, 
and  plus  the  average  reduction  between 
the  gross  rental  and  the    net  rental.     I 
have  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
has  the  picking  of  the  Land  Commission, 
the  purchase  will  be  a  22  years'  purchase. 
I  am  glad  to  see  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  in  his  place.     He  seemed    to 
me  the  other  night  to  be  labouring  under 
an  extraordinary  want  of  the   power  of 
discrimination.     The  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  said  that  under  this  Bill 
there  would  be  State  relations  between 
the  Exchequer  on  the  one  side  and   the 
Mr.  T.  J\  OCmmor 
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Gentle-  tenant  on  the  other,  and  the  Cliancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  replied  that  under  the 
Bill  of  1886  there  was  also  a  State  autho- 
rity. But  does  he  not  see  that  there  is 
all  the  difference  between  the  relations 
of  the  tenant  with  a  State  friendly  to 
him  and  a  State  hostile  to  him  ?  In  the 
State  hostile  to  the  tenant,  you  have  a 
"a  pei'petual  Coercion  Act  in 


State  with 

its   hand,  and    you    have    nothing  but 
feelings   of      the      bitterest    and     most 
vehement  hostility.     Under  the  scheme 
of  1886  eveiy  penny  of  rent  would  have 
been   collected  by   an   Irish    policeman, 
armed   with   powers  by  an  Irish  Court, 
sent  by  an  Irish  Minister,  and  backed  by 
Irish  public  opinion.  Under  that  scheme, 
Irish    liberty   was   the   hostage  of  Irish 
honesty.    -The    tenant  who  did  not  pay 
would  be  imperilling  the  liberties  of  his 
own  nation,  and  he  would,  therefore,  be  a 
traitor  against   the  liberties  of  his   own 
country,  and  public  opinion  would  back 
the    authorities    in    bringing     him    t<» 
his     senses.     A     man     sent    to    prison 
under     that    Bill     would     have     l)een 
regarded      as      a      traitor      going     to 
prison    to    purge  his  contempt  ;  whilst 
under  this  Bill  he  would  be  looked  upon 
as   a   man   going  to   prison  to  help    in 
restoring    the    liberties   of  his  country. 
Unless  this  Bill  restores  peace  in  Ireland 
it  would  have  been  better  that  it  should 
not  have  been  brought  in  at  all.     How 
can  it  be  said  that  a  Bill  which,  to  put  it 
at  the  highest,  will  only  deal  with  one- 
fourth    of    the    tenancies,    can    restore 
peace  ?     The  measure  is  meant  to  serve 
for  the  year  that  must  elapse  between 
this   and   the    General   Election.       It  is 
meant  to  show  that  purchase  in  Ireland 
can  be  carried  out  for  a  small  sum,  and 
is,  therefore,  intended  to  throw  dust  in 
the  eyes  of  the  country.     We  shall  vote 
against  it  with  a  perfectly  light  heart. 
Our  people  can  afford  to  wait.     Land  is 
going  down    in  the  Irish  market  every 
day,  and  when  we  come  to  deal  with  it, 
it   will  not  be  at  17,   but  at   10  or  12 
years'  purchase.      We  oppose  this  Bill, 
therefore,  feeling  perfectly  secure  that  in 
no  way  shall  we  interfere  by  so  doing 
1  with  the  interests  of  the  people.     If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  doubts  that  we  are 
I  representing  the  feeb'ngs  of  the  people, 
I  invite  him  to  give  us  the  opportunity 
of  testiner  it.     We  oy>pose  the  Bill  vnfh  a 
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light  fjeart,  Ij^causc  it  wiU  not  be  a 
settlement  of  the  n^lations  between 
England  and  Ireland,  and  it  is  our  most 
anxious  desire  to  have  those  relations 
placed  on  a  eatisfiictory  and  tranquil 
footing*  The  Bill  will  ci'eate  discuntcnt. 
It  will  widen  the  ai*ea  of  disturbince, 
and,  instead  uf  making  eusy  the  relations 
between  England  and  Ireland,  it  will 
give  further  opportunitiea  for  misunder- 
standing. 

(11.53.)  Motion  made,  and  Question 
proposed,  "  That  the  Debate  I^  now 
jidjiiurned,*'— (il/r.  Haijes  Fisher,}  put, 
and  agreed  to. 

Debate  further  adjourned  till  To- 
morrow, at  Two  c»f  the  cloek. 

KEW  AND  PETERSHAM  VICARACiE 
BILL.— (No.  5529). 

O^D  READIJ^G.      [aDJOUBNBD  DEBATE.] 

I^Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
ebate  on  Question  [25th  April]  **That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time.** 

Question  again  proposed. 
Debate  resumed. 

(11.54.)  Me.  BILLWYN  (Swansea, 
Town)  :  I  think  some  explanation  should 
be  given  of  this  Bill.  It  appears  to 
be  a  scheme  made  by  the  Ecclesi- 
astical Commiasionera  for  dividing  the 
vicarage  into  two  parts.  I  tlo  nnt 
know  why  this  should  be  done,  and, 
I  think  we  ought  to  have  some  reason 
given  to  us.  The  vi callage  is  now  vested 
in  the  hands  of  King's  College,  Cam- 
bridge. I  do  not  think  it  is  com- 
petent for  the  House  now  to  go  into  the 
matter.  It  is  close  upon  12  o'clock, 
and  I  beg  to  move  the  atljournment  of 
the  Debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  Tliat  the  Debate  be  now  adjounied." — 
{Mr,  Dillwijn.) 

•(11.550  The  FIRST  LORD  of  teb 
TREASURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Stmnd, 
Westminster)  :  I  assure  my  lion.  Friend 
that  there  is  nothing  very  serious  in 
this  matter.  The  patronage  of  the  vicar- 
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age  18  in  tiie  Cmwii.  The  village  o 
Petersham  is  some  distance  from  Kew, 
and  it  is  desirable  that  tlie  two  vicai'ages 
should  Ix?  sepamted.  That  can  only  be 
done  by  an  Act  of  Parliament. 

Mb.  DILLIVYN  :  I  rise  ti.  order,  Sir. 
I  moved  the  mljoui-nment  i)i  the  Debate, 
and  the  right  hon.  Oentleraan  is  now 
discussing  the  Bill. 

Mr.  DEPinT  SPEAKER :  I  under- 
stood  that  tlie  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wished  for  an  explanation,  and  I  was, 
therefore^  willing  to  alloTv  him  tn  l'o 
on. 

*Me.  W.  H.  SMITH :  The  expknatiim 
is  so  simple  on  the  face  of  the  Bill  itsell\ 
tlmt  I  hope  the  hon.  Gentleman  will 
withdmw  his  opposintin.  It  is  a  matter 
tjf  the  very  smallest  importance. 

Mb.  DILL^n™  ;  We  are  always  k^hl 
til  at  those  ma.tters  are  of  the  smallest 
importance,  but  we  sometimes  find,  when 
they  liiive  btien  passed,  that  they  are  of 
the  greatest  impirtance.  I  must,  there- 
fore, persist  in  my  Motion. 

(11.57.)  Hou.se  cleared  for  Division, 
but  Motion  agreed  to  without  a  Divi- 
sion. 

Debate  further  adjourned  till  To- 
moiTOW,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

SOPPLY-REPORi:. 
Resolutions  [25th  April]  reported. 

1.  **  That  tt  sum,  not  exceeding  £400,000^  lie 
gran  ted  to  Her  MajpHty,  to  pay  off  and  ditjcbftrge 
Exeheq^aer  Bonds  (Cwpe  llailway)  that  will 
become  due  andpaynblti  during  the  year  endiog 
on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1891." 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

CIVIL    SERVICE    ESTIMATES,     1890-91. 

Class  V. 

2.  ^*  That  a  siiin,  not  exceeding  £17i640»  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  nom^ 
in  course  of  payment  dining  the  year  ending 
on  theSlfitdiiyof  March,  1891,  for  the  Expenses 
of  Various  Services  (other  than  Consular)  in 
conDectioQ  with  the  Suppression  of  the  Slave 
Trade,  and  the  Expenaei  iif  the  Liberated 
African  Department/' 

Sir  G,  CAilPBELL  (Kirkcaldy,  ifec.)  : 
A  discussion  arose  in  Cooumttee  upon 
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tilts  Vote  ou  a  very  iiuportrint  question  : 
contract  labour  ;  but  you»  Sir,  on  the 
Motion  ix^gardinj^  the  Steamship  Com- 
panies, ruled  the  discussion  out  of  order. 
Does  this  ruling  apply  to  the  whole 
Vote? 

Mb.  deputy  speaker  :  I  do  not 
think  I  ever  allowed  it.  It  is  quite  out 
of  order. 

Heaolution  ag^reed  to. 

SUPPLY— REPORT, 
Order  i*ead,  for  consideration  of  Post- 
poned Resolution  [1st  April], 

*'Thftt  A  ttiin,  Bot  exceeding  £33,99S,  he 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
n^CMHiry  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will 
come  in  course  of  paytnetit  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  Slst  da;  of  March,  I8dl,  for 
expenditure  in  retpect  or  Diplomatic  and  Coo* 
fular  Buildings,  and  for  the  maintenanoe  of 
certain  Cemeteries  Ahroad/* 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

SOLDIEBS'    AND     SAILOBS*    DISABILI 
TIES  REMOVAL  (No.  2)  BILL,«(No.  66.) 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

INTOXICATING    LIQUORS    (IRELAND) 
BILL.-(No.  70 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mb.  lea  (Londonderry,  S.) :  I  liave 
been  asked  to  defer  this  Bill  antU  some 
day  in  June,  and  I  propose  to  put  down 
the  Committee  for  the  25th  of  that 
month,  if  the  Houses  will  allow  the  Bill 
to  go  into  Committee  pro/ormd  now. 

Mb.  NOLAN  i  I  object. 

Bill  deferred  till  to-morrow, 

INTESTATES*  ESTATES  BILL.-{l^o-  ^9-) 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thuraday. 

RELIGIOUS    DISABILITIES    REMOVAL 
BILL  -(No.  2 ) 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn* 
Sir  G.  CampMl 


SUPERANNUATIONS    (OFFICERS    OF 
COUNTY  COUNCILS)  BILL.— (No,  134*> 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

•Mr.  NORRIS  (Tower  Hamlets,  lime- 
ouae)  :  I  hope  the  House  will  allow  this 
Bill  to  be  read  «  scci^nd  time,  and 
dificnsg  its  details  iu  Committee.  It  is 
not  a  **  Pension's  Bill "  as  generally 
understood,  but  it  is  one  to  enable  County 
Councils  to  provide  a  fund,  by  deductiona 
from  salaries  and  wages  of  officers  and 
aervantfl  in  their  employment,  and  to 
grant  superannuation.  Allowances, 
therefrom,  adding  from  their  own  funds 
such  contributions  as  may  be  nec^^saary. 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  homi 
Wilts,  Devises)  :  This  Bill,  so  far  as  tlie 
principle  goes,  is  one  the  Hoofle 
might  very  well  consider,  but,  as 
t)ie  bon.  Member  will  see,  be  proposoa 
to  caat  upon  County  Councils  certain 
obligatory  regulations  in  relerencso  to 
their  officei-s,  and  manifestly  I  think  we 
ought  not  to  decide  until  County 
Councils  have  had  an  opportunity  of 
GonBidering  the  proposal,  and  of  making 
some  repi-eaentation  upon  it.  So  far* 
although  the  question  lias  been,  more 
or  less,  before  the  County  Councils  of 
England  and  Wales,  only  three  have 
made  any  repre8entations  on  the  aufajeet. 
Under  these  eircumstanoes,  I  do  not 
think  we  ought  to  pass  the  Second 
Reading  until  the  Hubject  has  been  morc» 
fully  considered. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  13th 
May, 

MO T 10  N , 

SAVINGS   BAinCS  BIUm 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  CbaDc^or  of  the  Ex* 
chequer,  Hill  to  amend  the  Law  relati&g  tu 
SavLDgs  Banks,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Chatieellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  Mr. 
Jackson. 

Bill  presented,  aadread  first  time.  [Bill  240.] 

Houte  adjourned  at  a  qnart^r  after 
Twelve  o'clock. 
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HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Tuesday,  29th  April,  1890, 


SOUTH  INDIAN   RAILWAY  PURCHASE 
BILL,— (No.  69.) 
Head   3*    (acco  ding    to   order),   and 


COMMITTEE  OF  SELECTION  FOR 
STANDING  COMMITTEES. 

Report  from,  That  the  Committee 
have  added  the  Earl  of  Kimberley  to 
the  Standing  Committee  for  Bills  re- 
lating to  Law,  &c.,  for  the  consideration 
of  the  Industrial  Schools  Bill,  the  Re- 
formatory Schools  Bill,  and  the  Juvenile 
Offenders  Bill.  Read,  and  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  Table. 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Five 

o'clock,  to  Thursday  next,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OP    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  29th  April,  1890, 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 
QUESTIONS. 

THE  VOLUNTEER  REVIEW  AT 
FOLKESTONE. 

Sib  EDWARD  WATKIN  (Hythe)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Financial  Secretary  for 
War  if  he  has  informed  himself  of  the 
reasons  why  regular  troops  were  kept  in 
barracks,  and  not  allowed  to  take  part  in 
the  recent  operations  by  the  Volunteers 
at  and  near  Folkestone  ^ 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY  ros 
WAR  (Mr.  Bbodeick,  Surrey,  Guild- 
ford) :  I  think  I  cannot  do  better  than 
read  the  explanation  which  the  general 
officer  commanding  at  Dover  has  fur- 
nished.    He  says — 

''The  original  programme  that  the  Volun- 
teer marching  column  was  to  come  to  Dover  (in 
which  case  manceuvring  ground  for  them  and 
the  Dover  and  ShomclifiSs  garrisons  -would 
have  been  provided  by  the  town)  was  altered 
by  the  Volunteers  electing  to  go  to  Folkestone. 
The  officer   commanding   the  Volunteers  then 
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went  to  Folkestone  and  made  private  arrange- 
ments for  ground  for  his  force  to  manoeuvre  on 
on  Saturday  and  Easter  Monday,  lliis  pre- 
cluded the  presence  of  Kegulars,  the  ground 
found  by  Folkestone  being  only  for  the  small 
force  under  Uie  officer  commanding  Scots 
Guards,  and  this  was  clearly  understood  at  a 
previous  meeting  in  the  presence  of  His  Royal 
Highness  the  Commander-in-Chief.  As,  how- 
ever, Colonel  Hozier's  Volunteer  Artillery  were 
not  prepared  to  march  to  Folkestone  from 
Dover,  I  decided  on  placing  a  battery  of  Field 
Artillery  at  Colonel  Stracey's  disposal  to  take 
their  place,  and  sent  a  troop  of  Hussars  to 
assist  him  in  keeping  the  ground.'* 

THE  LATE  GENERAL  SIR  W.  JONES. 

Sir  EDWARD  WATKIN :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Financial  Secretary  for  War 
whether  he  has  further  inquired  as  to 
the  refusal  of  a  military  funeral  (as 
desired  by  that  distinguished  General) 
to  the  remains  of  General  Jones,  G.C.B., 
and  what  further  information  is  to  be 
imparted  to  the  House ;  and  if  the  state- 
ments in  the  Times  are  correct,  what 
apology  or  reparation  is  to  be  offered  to 
the  General's  friends  and  comrades  in 
arms?  I  also  wish  to  know  whether 
the  attention  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  been  directed  to  a  letter  from  Mrs. 
Griffiths,  a  sister  of  the  late  General 
Jones,  in  which  she  states  that  all  the 
arrangements  for  the  funeral  were  made 
on  the  understanding  that  it  was  to  be  a 
military  funeral,  and  that  the  counter- 
mand only  came  the  night  before  the 
funeral  was  to  take  place  ? 

Mb.  BRODRICK  :  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  has  already  explained  that 
the  Regulations  did  not  admit  of  a  mili- 
tary funeral  for  the  remains  of  the  late 
Sir  William  Jones,  and  if  the  inadvertent 
promise  of  one  by  the  Local  Authorities 
before  they  had  consulted  Headquarters 
has  been  the  cause  of  pain  or  annoyance 
to  the  family  of  the  deceased  officer,  I 
can  only  say  that  no  one  can  regret  it 
more  than  the  Staff  in  Dublin  and  those 
in  authority  at  the  War  Office. 

INDIA-EXPENDITURE  IN  GWALIOR. 
Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  whether  the  Secretary  of  State 
has  yet  received  any  information  from 
the  Govemm^t  of  India  respecting  the 
question  aa^ced  oir^th  April  of  last  year, 
respectinj/  the  number  of  highly-paid 
officials  in  Gwalior,  and  the  desire  of 
the  Regency  that  they  should  be  dis- 
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miBsed ;  whetber  he  is  aware  that  the  sum 
of  20  la<hfi  per  ancum  is  being  eJtpended 
on  the  maintenance  of  the  so-called 
Public  Works  Department  at  Gwalior  ; 
whether  all  bnildinga  and  main  and 
feeder  roads  of  any  value  have  been 
completed  ;  whether  there  has  been  any 
effe<5tive  audit  or  checking  of  thJB 
accounts  of  the  Department  during  the 
post  three  years,  when  nearly  a  crore  of 
rupees  has  been  expended ;  and  whether, 
in  regard  to  this  State,  the  Ruler  of 
which  is  still  a  minor,  the  Government 
of  India  will  use  its  influence  to  prevent 
the  continuance  of  this  expenditure. 

Thi  under  SKCRETARr  of  STATE 
FOB  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gorst,  Chatham): 
In  reply  tf>  the  first  question  of  tlie  hon. 
Member,  I  have  to  say  that  the  hon. 
Member  himself  asked  on  the  Bth  of 
April,  1889,  whether  the  Secretary 
of  State  was  aware  that  Mr-  Heuvay,  the 
Agent  of  the  Governor  General,  on  the 
5th  of  March  met  the  Maharajah  of 
Gwalior,  and,  in  deference  to  the  wishes 
of  His  Highness  and  of  the  Council  of 
Regency,  arranged  that  a  number  of  the 
highly-jiaid  foreign  officials  should  leave 
Gwalior.  The  Secretary  of  State  was 
informed  by  the  Gh>vernment  of  India  on 
the  28th  of  June,  1889,  that  there  was 
no  foundation  for  the  statement  made, 
and  that  during  Mr»  Henvay's  visit  to 
Gwalior  no  reference  was  made  by  the 
Maharajah,  by  the  Mahareni  Regent,  or 
any  of  the  members  of  the  Council  of 
R.^fency,  to  the  employment  of  highly- 
paid  foreign  officials.  The  answer  t<»  the 
second  paragraph  of  the  hon.  Member's 
question  is  in  the  affirmative.  The 
expenditure  on  public  works  is  about 
20  laks  per  annum.  The  answer  to  the 
third  question  is  in  the  negative.  All 
the  works  of  value  have  not  been  com- 
pleted.  The  answer  to  the  fourth  para- 
graph is  that  the  Secretary  of  State  has 
no  information  as  to  the  audit  of  the 
accounts  of  the  Gwalior  State.  The 
answer  to  the  fifth  paragraph  is  that  the 
Gnvernment  of  India  will  use  its  efforts 
in  the  State  of  Gwalior,  as  in  every 
other  Native  Stat^  in  India,  to  discourage 
expenditure  which  is  not  for  the  benefit 
of  the  people, 

THE  CRAWFORD  CA8E  AND  THE 

MAMLATDAR8. 
Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under    Secretary    of    State    for    India 
Mr,  Brarllauffh 


whether  the  Secretary  of  State  is  aware 
that,  in  addition  to  the  documents  given 
in  the  recent  Return,  East  India  (Craw- 
ford Case),  there  have  been  Notes, 
Memorials,  Opinions^  and  Repc»rte  to  the 
Btjmbay  Government  and  to  the  Grove m- 
ment  of  India  respectively,  from  various 
high  officials,  relating  to  the  pledge 
given  to  the  incriminated  Mamlatdara, 
to  induce  them  t(j  give  evidence ;  and,  if 
80,  whether  he  can  state  their  tenor  and 
effect ;  and  whether  he  will  lay  such 
further  documents  upon  the  Table  of 
this  House  ? 

Sir  J,  GORST  :  In  the  Papers  already 
presented  to  Parliament  the  Government 
of  India  gives  an  account  of  these 
Memorials,  their  tenor  and  e£fect  and 
its  reason  for  not  forwarding  them  to 
the  Secretary  of  State.  As  the  Secretaiy 
of  State  has  not  received  the  document^ 
he  cannot  lay  them  on  the  Table,  He 
considers  the  reasons  given  by  the 
Government  of  India  for  not  forwarding 
them  satisfactory. 

THE   CHIN-LU8HAI    EXPEDITION. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  I  wish  to  put 
a  question  to  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  of  which  I  have  given 
him  private  notice,  namely,  whether  the 
information  now  received  from  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  as  to  the  sickness 
enables  him  to  correct  the  answer  which 
he  gave  to  a  question  addressed  to  him 
on  the  24th  of  February,  that  the  ac- 
counts of  the  sickness  prevailing  in  the 
Expedition  had  been  greatly  exaggerated. 

Sir  J.  GORST :  No,  Sir  ]  I  am  not 
able  to  say  that  more  recent  information 
has  pi"oduced  in  the  mind  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  that  alteration  of  opinion 
which  the  hon.  Member  appears  to 
expect, 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH:  Does  not  the 
information  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  been  good  enough  to  furnish 
me  with,  show  that  in  the  months  of 
December.  January,  and  February  a  very 
large  number  of  British  officers  and 
British  troops  were  sick  I  Take,  for 
example,  the  2l8t  of  December,  when 
50  men  of  the  Scottish  Borderers  were 
sick  and  13  out  of  49  officers.  Under 
those  circumstances,  does  not  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  think  that  my  question 
fairly  represented  the  state  of  health  of 
the  troops  at  the  time  I  put  the  ques- 
tion ? 
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Sm  J,  G0R8T :  The  hon.  Member  is 
now  asking  me  for  ray  opinion  ;  but  I 
must  leave  that  subordinate  to  the 
opinion  of  fclie  Secretary  of  State, 

THE  BRISTOL  PILOTS. 
Mr.  LLEWELLTN  (Somerset,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
l^rade  whether  the  Bristol  Pilotage 
Authority  have  raised  any  objection  to 
tJie  application  made  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  by  the  Bristol  pilots  for  a  Provi- 
sional Order  under  **  The  Merchant  Ship- 
ping  Act  (Pilotage)  Act,  1889,'*  making 
provision  for  the  direct  representation  of 
the  pilots  on  the  Pilotage  Committee  of 
the  Authority ;  and,  if  so,  on  what 
grounds  ? 

*The  president  of  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Sir  M,  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
W,) :  The  Bristol  Pilotage  Authority,  to 
whom  the  general  application  of  the 
Bristol  pilots  for  a  Provisional  Order 
was,  in  pursuance  of  the  Act,  referred, 
have  replied  generally  that  the  applica^ 
tion  of  the  pilots  seems  to  point  tt>  the 
^constitution  of  a  new  Pilotage  Autliority, 
upon  which  the  pilots,  and,  if  it  seema 
expedient,  fihipowners  also  may  have 
dii'^ct  representation  ;  and  that  if  the 
Provisional  Order  to  exempt  vessels  from 
being  obliged  to  employ  pilots  in  a  part 
of  the  Bristol  pilotage  district  for  which 
;the  Cr»rporation  have  applied  becomes 
law,  thu  Corporation  would  not  object  to 
the  lisUtblishment  of  a  new  Pilota^ 
Authority,  provided  the  interests  of  the 
tsity  are  sufficiently  represented  thereon, 
mud  that  provision  is  made  for  the 
expenses  of  such  Authority  from  stime 
other  source  than  the  Borough  Fund, 
from  which  all  the  expenses  of  the 
present  Authority  are  paid.  The  Draft 
Provisional  Order  in  which  the  specific 
pi-opoeals  of  the  pilots  are  embodied  has, 
however,  l)een  only  very  recently 
received  from  them,  and  sufficient  time 
Itas  not  yet  elapsed  to  obtain  the  definite 
observations  or  objections  of  the  Pilotage 
Authority  thereton. 

P  THE  QUEEN'S  STUD. 

Mb.  JEFFREYS  (Hants,  Basingstoke): 

kl  beg  to  ask  the  Minister  of  Agriculture 
why  none  of  the  Queen *8  premiums 
stallions  have  lieen  allotted  to  District 
D,  which  comprises  the  10  impoilant 
counties  of  Berks,  Cornwall*  Devon, 
Dorset,  Hants,  Kent,  Somerset,  Surrey, 


Sussex,  and  Wilts  ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  Royal  Agricultural  Society  of 
EngUind  have  subsidised  the  above  dis- 
trict with  three  stallions  for  this  season 
only  ;  and  whether  he  will  undertake 
that  tlie  said  counties  shall  Imve  their 
fair  share  of  the  22  Queen^s  premiums 
stallions  next  year  ? 

The  PRESfOENT  or  thk  BOARD  of 
AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  Chaplin,  Lincoln- 
fihire,  Slea.foi'd) :  The  reason  why  none  of 
thestallions  which  won  the  Queen's  pre- 
miums have  been  allotted  to  District  D  is 
that  their  place  is  taken  this  year  by  tho 
wieners  of  the  prizes  given  by  the  Royal 
Agri  cul  tural  Soc  ie ty .  Twenty-two  Queen  *8 
premiums  are  annually  given  by  the 
Royal  Commission  on  Horse  Breeding, 
and  three  by  the  Royal  Agricultural 
Society,  the  two  bodies  working  in 
conjunction.  The  winners  of  the  prizes 
offered  by  the  Royal  AgricuHunil  Society 
are  located  for  the  season  in  the  district 
in  which  the  Society's  show  is  held, 
wkich  is  this  year  District  D.  Tbis 
arrangement  has  hitherto  been  found  to 
work  satisfeictorily.  Next  year  stallions 
which  have  won  the  Queen *s  premiums 
will  be  allotted  to  the  district  referred  to 
by  the  hon.  Member. 

H.M.S.   VICTORIA  AND  H.M.a 
TRAFALGAR 

Mr.  GOURLEr  (Sunderland) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether  it  is  true  that  Admiral  Hoskins, 
prior  to  taking  over  the  cc^mmund  in  the 
Mediterranean,  caused  alterations  to  be 
made  in  bis  own  private  cabins  of  H.MS. 
VietorUi^  at  an  extra  cost  of  £2,000,  and 
that  Lord  Walter  Kerr  has  had  similar 
alterations  made  on  board  the  Trafalgar, 
at  an  increased  cost  of  £4,000 ;  and 
whether^  if  true,  these  alterations  were 
sanctioned  by  the  Admiralty  ? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex, 
Ealing) :  The  statements  to  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  calls  my  attention  are 
both  untrue.  No  alterations  were  made 
in  the  admimrs  private  cabins  on  board 
the  Victoria ;  but  this  ship,  as  is  cus- 
tomary with  tlagships  of  a  high  freeboard, 
was  when  selected  to  carry  the  flag  of 
the  commander-in-chief  in  the  Mediter- 
ranean fitted  with  a  stern  walk,  at  a  cost 
of  £593,  No  altei*ations  have  been  made 
in  the  admiral's  cabin  on  lx>ai'd  the 
Tmfaigar  since  1887,  when  a  re-arrange- 
3  0  2 


1639  Gas  Companies — 


{COMMONS} 


Pravinanal  Orders.        1640 


ment  of  the  bulkheads  was  carried  out, 
while  the  ship  was  in  course  of  constmc- 
tion,  in  consequence  of  a  representation 
from  the  Admiral  Superintendent  of 
Portsmouth  Dockyard,  that  the  cabins  as 
desired  were  inadequate.  This  change 
entailed  but  little  cost.  It  has  been 
recently  found  that  in  the  case  of  all 
low-freeboard  ships,  such  as  the  Trafalgar, 
a  cabin  for  the  captain  and  admiral  is 
required  on  the  upper  deck  in  inmiediate 
proximity  to  the  bridge.  The  Trafalgar, 
therefore,  in  common  with  ships  of  her 
class,  has  been  so  fitted  at  a  cost  of  X69 
for  each  cabin. 

H.M.S.  ANSON. 

Me.  GOURLEY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether  he 
can  give  the  House  any  information 
relative  to  the  cause  of  the  carrying 
away  of  H.M.S.  Anson's  port  cable  when 
the  squadron  under  Bear  Admiral 
Tracey's  command  were  weighing  anchor 
in  Vigor  Bay  on  the  10th  instant ;  and 
if  he  can  state  the  size  of  the  cable,  and 
when  and  at  what  strain  it  was  tested 
prior  to  being  put  on  board  ;  and  how 
long  the  vessel  Was  detained  in  conse- 
quence of  the  accident  ? 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  Information 
has  been  received  at  the  Admiralty  as 
to  the  breaking  of  the  port  cable  of 
the  Anson,  when  anchoring  in  Vigo 
Bay,  on  April  10.  The  accident  appears 
to  have  been  due  to  a  failure  in  the 
action  of  the  compressor,  the  brake  of 
i^hich  set  itself  up  before  the  anchor 
reached  the  bottom,  the  sudden  jerk 
breaking  the  chain.  Inquiry  is  now 
being  made  into  the  circumstances.  The 
cable  in  question  was  2|  inches  thick,  and 
the  proof  strain  to  which  it  was  sub- 
jected before  delivery  by  the  contractors 
in  1885  was  101 J  tons.  The  cable  was 
surveyed  in  November,  1889,  and  was 
hen   reported    to    be   in   a   very   good 

mdition.  The  official  Report  of  the 
.ccident  does  not  state  whether  the 
movements  of  the  ship  were  delayed  in 
consequence. 

PORT  OF  CHUNGKING. 
Sir  RICHARD  TEMPLE  (Worcester, 
Evesham) :  1  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  he  can  confirm  the  correctness 
of  a  telegram  that  appeared  in  tlie  Times 
of  5th  April  relative  to  the  opening  of 
^4ord  G,  Hamilton 


the  Port  of  Chunking,  in  Western  Chinv 
to  British  trade,  and  whether  from  this- 
date  British  goods  will  be  admitted  into 
Chunking  free  of  all  further  taxation 
after  payment  of  the  one  Import  Duty  in 
Shanghai;  whether    the    sale    of    Mr. 
Little's  steamer  to  the  Chinese  Govern- 
ment had  been  effected  with  the  know- 
ledge   of    Her    Majesty's    Minister    in 
China;  and,  if  so,   whether  the  right, 
held  under  the  Chefoo  Convention,  of" 
British  steamers  to  run  to  the  Port  of 
Chungking,  has  been  waived  until  such 
time  as  the  Chinese  themselves  shall  run 
steamers  to  that  port ;  whether,  in  open- 
ing the  port,  arrangements  have   been 
made  for  the  setting  aside  of  a  piece  off 
ground   for  the   occupation   by   British 
residents,  as  has  been  done  in  Hankow 
and  other  places  ;  whether  the  Gk»vem- 
ment  has  retained  the  right  to  send  men- 
of-war   to  visit  the   port  from  time  to* 
time,  as  is  the  custom  in  the  other  Treaiy 
Ports  of  China  and  Japan  ;  and  whether 
he  can  give  the  House  any  information 
as  to  the  probability  of  British  merchants^ 
eventually     being    permitted     to      run. 
steamers  to  this  new  Treaty  Port  ? 
♦The  under  SECRETARY  of  STATE. 
FOE  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J.  Feb- 
GUSSON,    Manchester,   N.E.) :    Generally 
the    purport    of    the   telegram    in   the 
Times  of  April  5th  is  correct,  but  the 
Article  will  not  come  into  force  until  the- 
mtifications    have   been    exchanged    at 
Peking.  The  text  of  the  Article  is  on  its 
way  to  tliis  country,  and  will  be  published 
after   ratification.      The   answer   to   the 
second  paragraph  of  the  question  is  in 
the   affirmative.     It   is   not   possible  to- 
reply  to  the  remaining  paragraphs  of  the 
question  until  the  text  of  the  Article  has- 
been  examined  in  this  country. 

GAS  COMPANIES— PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS. 
Mr.  OCTAViaS  V.MORGAN  (Batter- 
sea)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  "l^ade,  in  the  event  of  it  being 
brought  to  the  knowledge  of  the  Board 
that  certain  members  of  Corporations  are 
directors  and  shareholders   in  Gras    Com- 
panies situate  within  the  jurisdiction  of 
such  Corporations,  whether,  in  pursuance 
of   the  powers    vested  in  the  Board  of 
Trade  under  the  Electric  Lighting  Acts 
to   dispense    with    the    consents  of   the 
Local  Authorities,  this  would  be  deemed" 
a    sufficient    reason    for    the   Board  to^ 
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.difipense  with  the  consents  of  such 
IxKsal  Authorities,  and  grant  Provisional 
Orders  to  other  undertakers,  who  might 
be  applying  for  Pi-ovisional  Oitlers  in 
4Jie   district  aSected? 

*SihM.  hicks  BEACH:  The  mere 
fact  timt  certain  members  of  Local 
-Authorities  are  sliainahoHers  in  Gas 
Gompanies  within  the  district  of  the 
liocal  Authority  would  not  of  itself  be 
deemed  a  smiiioient  reason  to  justify  the 
Board  of  Trade  in  dispensing  with  the 
tjonsent  of  sueli  Local  Authorities  to 
Provisional  Orders  appHed  for  by  private 
jpixjmoters.  If,  however,  it  could  be 
[jihown  that,  the  refusal  of  a  Local 
Authority  to  give  their  consent  is  due  to 
the  votes  of  any  members  who  were 
improperly  influenced  in  giving  those 
wotes,  by  their  pereonal  interest  in  local 
gas  undertakings,  I  Hhoukl  be  disposed 
to  consider  tho  expediency  of  directing 
an  inquiry  into  an  application  to  dis- 
8©  witli  fcliat  consent, 

ARlilENIA. 

Mr.  FRAI^CIS  STEVENSON  (Suffolk, 
Eye)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
f  StAite  for  Foreign  Aiftiirs  when  it  may 
be  expected  that  tlie  hitherto  unpublished 
Papers  relating  to  the  condition  of  things 
in  Armenia  from  1881  to  1889  will  be 
presented  to  Parliament  ?  •  *  *•  "^S 

-♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  I  must  ask  the 
iion.  Member  to  repeat  the  question  on 
Thursday* 

IMEETIXCrS  OF  POST  OFFICE 
KV  Floras. 
Sm  WILFRID  LAWSON  (Cumber 
land,  Cocker  mouth)  :  1  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  whetlier  he  is  aware 
that  the  tickets  for  a  **  social  gathering/' 
**  tea,"  "  concert  of  vocal  and  inBtrnmental 
music,"  and  addresses  by  GeiienU  Sir  C. 
Teesdale,  Coningsby  Dianteli,  itc,  on 
30th  April,  are  being  sold  at  the  B<jgnor 

■Post  Office ;  and,  if  so,  whetlier  this  is 
in  accordauee  ^ith  Post  Office  Rules  con- 
-cerning  political  matters  ? 

♦The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  {Mr. 
RaiKKS,    University   of   Cambridge) :  In 
J  reply  to  the  hon.  Baronet  I  Imve  to  state 
phat  time  has  not  admitted  of  my  mtiking 
'nqniry  ;    but  upon  the  question  itself    I 
aust   remark   that   it  contains  nothing 
show    that    the     social      gathering 
^ferred   to  has  any  politicjil  bearing,  or 
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that  tickets  for  it  might  not  be  sold 
within  a  post  office  without  any  breach 
of  rule.  I  should,  however,  have 
thought  the  hon.  Baronet  would  have 
been  the  last  person  in  the  House  to 
object  to  a  **  social  tea." 

Sib  W.  LAWSON :  By  some  inad- 
vertence  a  portion  of  the  question  has 
been  omitted.  It  stated  that  this  meet- 
ing was  held  in  connection  with  a  local 
habitation  of  the  Primi-ose  League, 

♦Mb.  RAIKES:  Those  words  do  not 
appear  in  the  question* 

IRISH  LIGHT  RAILWAYS. 
Mb.  MARUM  (Kilkenny.  N.) :  I  beg 

to  ask  the  Attorney  Geneml  for  Ireland 
whether  his  attention  liaa  l>eL*n  called  t*^ 
the  fact  thjit  many  Light  Railway 
Schemes  that  have  been  scheduled  or 
det.:lared  by  the  Privy  Council  to  be 
desirable  of  construction  have  been 
thrown  out  by  the  refusal  of  Grand 
Juriea  to  sanction  guarantees^  and  also 
that  many  other  proposed  lines  have 
been  postponed,  so  that  there  must  re- 
main a  considerable  portion  of  the  *'  free  *' 
grant  money  under  the  recent  Act  un- 
appropriated ;  whether,  in  view  and  in 
lieu  of  the  foregoing^  the  Government 
are  prepared  to  recommend  to  the  con- 
sidenition  i)f  the  Privy  Council  other 
proposed  meritorious  schemes,  especially 
the  pi-oposed  line  of  railway  in  reference 
to  the  "  Leinster  Coal  Field;'^  in  North 
Kilkenny,  as  to  which  a  Memorial  ha«  been 
long  since  duly  lodged  with  tJie  Clerk  of 
the  Privy  Council,  signed  by  over  2,000 
of  all  classes  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 
district  ]  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Rf^yal  Commission  on  Public  Works 
(L^land),  in  their  Report  dated  it! 
January,  1888,  specially  called  attention 
to  the  remarkable  absence  of  railway 
communication  in  regard  to  the  "  Leinster 
Coal  Field,"  the  sti-ata  of  which  contjiins 
a  hirge  deposit  of  anthracite  coal,  and 
whether  he  is  further  aware  that  the 
recent  Naval  ManoeuvTcs  have  impressed 
the  Authorities  of  the  Admiralty  with 
the  special  value  of  '*  smokeless  ^'  coal 
in  Naval  strategy ;  and  whether,  in  view 
of  the  abi:)ve,  the  Government  are 
prepared  to  aid  in  the  development  of 
the  home  supply  of  sueh  a  valuable  ad- 
junet  in  Imperial  Naval  defence  ? 

Tbe  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  roB 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden.  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  The  cases  of  such  i>f  the  lines 
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already  schednled  as  havt*  passed  the 
Grand  Juries  are  under  consideration, 
and  until  a  decision  is  arriyed  at  as  to 
these  lines  it  is  impossible  to  say  how 
much  of  the  money  granted  under  the 
Act  of  1889  will  he  required;  and  it 
would  there  foit?  be  premature  to  enter 
upon  the  consideration  of  any  schemes 
not  already  scheduled. 

TUBERCULOSIS. 
Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  (Leeds, 
Central)  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Agriculture  whether  he 
proposes  to  take  m\y  actitm  in  view  of 
the  facts  laid  before  him  by  a  deputation 
on  the  24th  instant  relative  to  the  disease 
of  tuberculosis  in  cattle  ? 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  :  Yes,  Sir  ;  I  stated  to 

the  deputation  that  the  first  thing,  in 
my  judgment,  to  be  done  was  to  obtain 
an  authoritative  opinion  as  to  how  fo.r 
and  at  what  stages  of  the  disease  meat 
derived  fn.ini  animals  suffering  from 
tuberculosis  wa^  unfit  for  and  dangerous 
as  hunmn  ft»od,  and  that  I  would  cjmsult 
with  vaj  right  hon.  Friend  and  my 
Colleaguea  without  delay  as  to  the  most 
satisfact-ory  means  of  obtaining  such  an 
opinion.  I  have  taken  an  early  oppor- 
tunity of  doing  so,  with  this  result : 
that  as  this  is  a  question  primarily 
affecting  the  public  health,  my  right  hon* 
Friend  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  proposes  to  institute  a  scien- 
tific inqniiy  into  the  question  without 
deby, 

THE  BALACLAVA  CHABGE  OF  TttE 

LIGHT  BRIGADE. 
Mr.  NORRIS  (Tower  Hamlets.  Lime- 
house)  :  I  heg  to  ask  the  Financial  Secre- 
tary for  War  whether  he  can  state  if  it 
is  a  fact,  as  reported,  that  moi*e  than  30 
men  who  took  part  in  the  Charge  of  the 
Light  Brigade  at  Balaclava  are  now  in 
ahsolute  want;  if  st),  whether  any  steps 
have  heen  or  wnll  be  taken  to  afford  tliem 
some  relief  ;  and  if  any  balance  remains 
out  of  the  Patriotic  Fund,  or  if  there  is 
any  other  fund  applicable  to  such  a 
purpose! 

Me,    BRODRICK:    I   must   ask   the 
hon.   Member    to    postpone    the     ques- 
tion   until    my   right   hon.    Friend    the 
Secretary  of  Stiite  can  he  present. 
Mr.  Madden 


THE  NEW  CODE. 
Sir  JOHN  COLOMB  (Tciwer  Hamletsi. 
Bow)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vic^  President 
of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Educa* 
tion  whether  Article  73  of  the  proposed 
Code  is  intended  to  be  reti'ospective  to. 
its  operations;  and,  if  not,  whether  he 
will  stjite  what  will  be  the  position^ 
under  that  Article*  of  t^^chers  who^ 
though  they  may  have  passed  tha 
examinations  for  their  certificates  under 
the  conditions  of  previous  Codes,  have 
not  received  a  course  of  training  in  a 
Training  College  ? 
♦The  VICE  PRESIDENT  or  thb 
COirNCIL  (Sir  W.  Haui  Dyke,  Kent, 
Dartford) :  The  object  of  the  distinction 
to  w^iich  my  hon.  Friend  refers  is  to 
encourage  t.eachei's  to  go  through  a 
course  of  training  in  a  Training  College. 
Representations  have,  however,  been 
made  to  me  that  the  Article,  as  it  standst 
will  injuriously  affect  the  position  of 
many  teachers  who  have  gained  valuable 
experient*e  by  actual  service^  and  I  am, 
tliei^fore,  inclined  to  limit  its  ojiem- 
tiiui  to  those  teachei's  who  \mis&  the  cer- 
tificate examinations  after  the  1st 
January »  189L 

IRELAND— EVICTIONS— DEATH  OF 
P.  CRAIG. 

Mb.   CRILLY   (Mayo,  N.)  :  I  beg  ta 
ask   the  Attorney  Genera!   for    Ireland' 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the   case   of  an   evicted  tenant    named 
Patrick   Craig»  of  Clotinaira,   Kilmovee, 
County   Mayo,  who   was  i-eleaaed    fri>m 
Caatlelmr  Gaol  on  the  30th  of  Decsember 
last,  after  enduring  an  imprisonment  of 
two    months  for  re-taking  pjssession  of 
his  old  home  subsequent  to  his  eviction  ; 
whether  he   is  aware  that  it  is    alleged 
thjit,  as  the  result  of  his  imprisonment^ 
Craig  WQS  oompelled  to  take  to  his  bed» 
and    that    he    died    there    after  much 
suffering  on    the    26th    of    Februaiy  j 
whether  he  would  say  if  Craig's  condition 
in  Caatlebar  Gaol  was  such  as  to  obtAin 
special   treatment  for  him  in   hospital  ; 
and  whether  he  will  inform  the   House 
what  Report  in  this  case  has  been  made^ 
to  him  by  the  prison  doctor? 

Mr.  madden  :  The  General  Prisona 
Board      report      that      Patidck      C 
when    in    Castle Imr    Prison     had 
treated     by    the     medical     officer 
s«jme      trilling      ailments,      which    di( 
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not  neeessitftte  His  pemovftl  to  the 
hospital,  as  his  Ctill,  a  boarded  one,  was 
comforttible,  well-aired,  and  warm.  On 
the  termination  of  bis  sentence  he  waa 
examined  in  the  usual  waj  by  the  actint^ 
medical  officer  and  found  to  be  in  projjer 
health  f>r  discharge.  The  inf«jrmatkin 
before  the  B^nird  does  not  lead  to  the 
conclusion  that  imprisoumont  hud  im- 
paired Patrick  Craig's  health* 

PLEUttO.PNEUMONIA. 

Mr.  peter  Mcdonald  (Siigo,  n.)  : 

I  beg  to  ask  the  Minister  fur  Agricul- 
ture whether  he  is  awai'€  that  during 
the  past  year  the  South  Dublin  Union 
was  called  upon  to  pay  £8,000  compensa- 
tion for  the  compmlauiy  slaughter  of 
cattle  suffering  from  pleuro-pneumonia  ; 
have  any  steps  been  taken  to  meet  the 
views  of  the  deputation  from  100 
Agricultiiral  Clubs  and  Societies  which 
waited  ui>Dn  him  early  in  February  to 
complain  of  similar  burdens  being  im- 
posed on  other  market  centres,  and 
dairy  and  grazing  districts,  with  the 
object  of  pressing  on  the  att-ention  of  the 
Government  the  desirability  of  making 
such  payment  from  the  Imperial  Exche- 
quer instead  of  the  local  rates;  and 
whether  he  has  had  submitted  to  him  a 
remedy  by  Mr.  Johnson,  of  Black  rock, 
Dublin,  for  effectually  stjimping  out  this 
disease  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  in  the  public 
interest  he  has  ctiiised  inquiry  to  be 
DMwie  into  the  nature  and  merits  of  such 
remedy,  and  afforded  its  author  an  oj- 
portunity  of  putting  it  to  a  test  ;  and,  if 
BO,  what  has  been  the  result  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  The  South  BubUn 
Union  was  not,  I  am  informed,  called 
npon  to  pay  £8,000  during  the  past  year 
as  compensation  for  the  conipiilsory 
slaughter  of  CJittle  suffering  from  pleuro- 
pneumonia.  The  amount  so  pjiid  in  th*it 
Union  during  the  post  year  was 
£384  15s,  Besides  this  sum,  £3,502 
was  livable  as  compensation  for  cattle  in 
iSouth  Dublin  Union  slaughtered  as 
being  in  contact  with  cattle  affect  _^d 
with  pleuro-pneumonia,  making  a  total 
of  £3,886  15s.  in  the  South  Dublin 
Union  in  the  past  year.  As  to  the  stejjs 
which  have  been  taken  to  meet  the 
views  of  the  deputation  from  100  AgrU 
cultural  Clubs  and  Societies,  which 
waited  up  m  me  in  February,  1  may 
remind  t!ij  hon*    Member   that  1    have 


introduced  a  Bill  which  I  have  reason  to 
believe  substjwitially  meets  the  views  of 
the  deputation.  The  Bill  haa  been 
already  read  a  second  time,  and  I  hope  I 
may  be  successful  shortly  in  passing  it 
through  its  remaining  stages  in  this 
House.  A  letter  Ims  been  submitted  to 
me  from  Mr,  Johnston,  of  Black  rock, 
Dublin,  stating  that  he  knew  of  a 
remedy  for  tlio  disease,  and  asking  that 
a  certi^in  number  of  diseased  animals 
should  be  pkced  at  his  disposal  for  ex- 
periment, and  offering  to  pliice  it  at  the 
services  of  the  B  >ard  of  Agriculture  fur 
a  stipulated  sum  if  successful  I  have 
carefully  considered  the  proposal  But 
we  eonstiintly  receive  applicjitions  of  this 
character,  and  with  no  eviiience  of  the 
value  of  the  remedy  before  t)iem  the 
Btmrd  have  not  thought  it  desirable  to 
accede  to  this  request. 

TJIli  PONSUNBY  ESTATE  EVICTIONS, 

Mr.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich) :  I  beg  t<i  ask  the  Financial 
Secretary  for  War  whether  he  is  aware 
that  during  the  recent  evictions  on  the 
P*»nsouby  Estate,  near  Youghal,  Surgeon 
Rjxymond,  of  the  Cameronians,  was  called 
in  by  the  sub- she  riff  to  certify  to  the 
fitness  or  unfitness  for  removal  of  an 
old  woman,  the  mother  of  a  tenant, 
although  a  certiiicate  of  a  duly  qualified 
medical  man  practising  in  Youghal  had 
been  previously  furnished  to  the  effect 
that  the  woman  was  not  fit  to  be  removed ; 
and  whether  an  Army  surgeon  accom- 
panying Her  Majesty's  troops  on  such 
duty  is  at  the  call  of  a  sheriff  or 
sub-sheriff  for  such  a  purpose  ? 

Mr.  BRODRICK:  :  The  medical  officer 
in  question  did,  at  the  request  of  the  sub- 
sheriff,  examine  a  woman  and  certified 
that  she  wa«  unfit  for  removal  An 
Army  surgeon  is  certainly  not  at  the 
call  of  a  civil  official,  if  compliance  would 
interfere  with  his  proper  duties ;  but 
otherwise  he  would  be  expec^ted  to  give 
his  professional  advice  or  opinion  if 
asked  to  do  so  in  a  case  of  illness. 

Mr.  BRUNNER:  Arising  out  of  the 
answer,  may  I  ask  whether  steps  will  be 
taken  to  minimise  the  employment  of 
our  gallant  soldiers  in  connection  with 
disagreeable  work  of  this  character? 

Mr.  BRODRICK  :  Yea,  Sir  ;  as  far  aa 
possible. 
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PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

Sib  W.  foster  (Derby,  Ilkeston) : 
May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  fix  a  day 
for  the  discussion  of  the  Allotments  Act 
(1887)  Amendment  BiU?  I  think  it 
would  be  greatly  for  the  advantage  of 
the  House  if  a  day  were  fixed,  and  that 
it  would  tend  to  shorten  the  Debate  ? 

•The  first  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  West- 
minster) :  I  hope  to  be  able  to  fix  the 
day  before  the  House  rises-  at  this 
Morning  or  Evening  Sitting.  At  all 
events,  I  will  do  so  before  the  close  of 
the  day. 

Sm  W.  LAWSON  :  Can  the  right  hon. 
(rentleman  say  when  the  Bill  in  refer- 
ence to  licences  will  be  before  the 
House? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  hope  that  the 
Bill  will  be  circulated  by  Thursday  next. 
If  not,  it  will  be  in  the  lukuds  of  Members 
by  Friday. 

MOTION. 


PHARMACY  ACT  (iBELAND)  (1875)  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 
On  Motion  of  &f  r.  Johnston,  Bill  to  amend 
**  The  Pharmacy  Act  (Ireland),  1875,"  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Johnston,  Mr.  Sexton, 
Sir  James  Corry,  Mr.  Thomas  Dickson,  Sir 
Edward  Harland,  Mr.  Webb,  and  Mr.  Macart- 
ney. 

}3ill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  241.] 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


KEW  AND  PETERSHAM  VICARAGE 
BILL.— :No.  229.) 

SECOND  BEADING.      [ADJOURNED   DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [25th  April],  "  That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thursday. 

PURCHASE  OF  LAND  AND  CONGESTED 
DISTRICTS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

(No.  199.) 
SECOND   READING.        [ADJOURNED  DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [21st  April],  "  Tliat  the  Bill  be 
now  read  a  second  time." 


And  which  Amendment  was  to  leaTe 
out  the  word  "  now,"  and,  at  the  end  of 
the  Question,  to  add  the  words  **  upon 
this  day  six  months."— (ifr.  PamM^ 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  the 
word  *  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Debate  resumed. 

•(2.55.)  Mr.  HAYES  FISHER  (Fnl- 
ham) :  The  only  ground  I  can  oon- 
ceive  for  the  prolongation  of  this 
debate  is  that  hon.  Members  opposite 
may  be  able  to  agree  upon  some 
intelligible  principle  of  action.  Some 
years  ago  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell)  became  committed  to 
a  policy  as  a  settlement  of  the  land 
question  in  Ireland,  but  I  have  not  yet 
heard  any  Member  of  the  Opposition  say 
that  he  is  satisfied  with  the  settlement  as 
created  l^  the  Land  Act  of  1881.  The 
nearest  approach  to  an  assertion  of  that 
kind  came  from  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Derby  (Sir  W.  Harwurt),  last  nighty 
when  he  told  us  that  he  did  not  think 
dual  ownership  was  at  all  a  necessary 
evil.  Neither  do  we  think  so,  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  laid  down  the  con- 
ditions under  which  alone  dual  ownership 
can  work  in  Ireland,  or  in  any  other 
country,  namely,  that  the  advantages 
can  only  be  brought  out  by  the  dual 
owners  dealing  fairly  by  each  other. 
The  right  hon.  Grentleman  went  on  to 
tell  the  House  that  that  Act  has  failed 
to  secure  peace  to  Ireland  and  to  bring 
contentment  in  its  train,  even  upon  such 
estates  as  those  of  Mr.  Olphert  and  Lord 
Lansdowne,  on  which  it  has  been  most 
recently  brought  into  operation.  We  have, 
therefore,  to  look  ahead,  and  we  say  that 
it  was  the  inevitable  consequence  of  the 
Act  of  1881,  that  during  a  certain  stated 
term  of  years  the  question  between  the 
two  partners  in  the  property  should  be 
re-opened.  But  in  certain  parts  of  Ire- 
land, where  there  is  not  that  fair  dealing 
between  the  two  partners,  to  which  re- 
ference was  made  earlier  in  the  debate, 
how  can  the  House  expect  any  definite 
settlement  of  the  question  ?  No  one  has 
risen  in  this  House  to  say  that  he  sees  in 
the  settlement  of  1881  anything  like  a 
permanent  agrarian  policy  of  this  country 
with  regard  to  Ireland ;  and,  therefore, 
we  are  justified  in  calling  in  some 
auxiliary  aid  to  settle  the  Irish  land 
question.  I  am  far  from  saying  that 
dual  ownership  has  not  worked  well  in 
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certain  parts  of  Ireland,  but  this  has 
been  mainly  in  those  parts  which  have 
not  been  disturbed  by  a^^rian  disputes 
between  landlord  and  tenant.  We  have, 
however,  to  look  to  other  pai"t8  of 
Ireland,  and  the  only  policy  which  has 
met  with  any  succese  in  the  somewhat 
more  disturbed  portions  of  the  country 
has  been  a  Land  Purchase  policy,  Tlxak 
is  the  policy  the  Government  are  trying 
to  carry  further  by  means  of  tliis  Bill. 
They  are  not  acting  without  experience 
on  their  side.  They  have  already  taken 
two  steps  towards  a  Land  Purchase  policy 
in  1885  and  1888,  by  the  passing  of  the 
Ashbourne  Acts.  Now  it  is  proposed  to 
take  a  big  stride  towards  the  same  end  ; 
and  the  experiment  of  1890  is  fully 
justified  by  the  experience  which  hns 
been  gained  from  the  passing  of  those 
Acts,  but  1  cannot  believe  that  any 
agrarian  scheme  can  be  a  good  scheme 
which  it  is  necessary,  year  after  year,  to 
doctor.  The  only  way  to  settle  the  Irish 
question  in  tlie  more  disturbed  portions 
of  the  country,  and  to  end  the  difficulties 
arising  from  the  dual  system  of  owner- 
ship established  by  the  Act  of  1881, 
is,  in  my  opinion,  to  extend  the  single 
ownership  system  begun  by  the  Acta 
of  1885  and    1888.     A  great  deal    has 

I  been  said  as  to  the  success   which    at- 
^fcended  the  system  of  Lend  Purchftse  fwin 
the  jKiintof  view  of  restoring  social  order, 
and  the  great  benefits  whicli   have  been 
secured  from  the  o{>eration  of  the  Acts 
in  certain  districts  ;  hut   I  do   not  think 
sufficient   hii^  been    heard    of  the  great 
u      results  which  have  been  derived  from  the 
Biact  thatthf?  tenants  have  been  induced  to 
^■•extract  the  extreme  value  from  the  land. 
By  restoring  single   ownership   in    land 

I  there  is  no  longer  a  conflict  of  interests. 
I  have  received  reports  from  persons  who 
have    gone   over   estates   on    wliich   the 
Asljbonme  Act  has  come  into  operation » 
which  show  that  the  tenants,   since  pur- 
chasing the  land,    have   mmie   improve- 
ments which  Imve  added  considembly  to 
the  value  of  the   !*ecuritj.      They  have 
kept  thtf  land  in  good  order,  have  made 
fences,  and  added  to  the  comfort  of  tlieb' 
homesteads.      Many   of  them  who  had 
^npt  cattle  before   now    have   them.     On 
HLoitI  Normanton's   eslate  in   Ttppemry, 
^■which  has  recently  been  pui*chased    by 
^pthe  tenatits,    there   is   great  prosj>erity. 
I      An  interesting  report  from    a   friend   of 
mine  sti^tes  tliat  according  tt>  the  parish 


priest  of  Emly,  milch  cows  have  increased 
by  250  in  that  dstirict. 

Mr.  E.BARRINGTON  (Kerry,  W.): 
Upon  w^hat  estate  1 

Me.  HAYES  FISHER :  Mainly  on  the 
estate  purchased  from  Lord  Nor  man  ton. 
And  I  think  it  will  he  found  that  the 
new  puitihasers  are  displaying  much  more 
intelligence,  and  taking  a  much  more 
active  interest  in  the  question  of  taxar 
tion.  That  is  a  result  which  w^ill 
greatly  facilitate  the  successful  operation 
of  a  Local  Government  Bilh  Men  who, 
in  1887,  had  no  cows  now  have  several, 
while  others  have  increased  their  stock 
gi*eatly.  From  reports  of  this  kind  we 
may  fairly  draw  two  deductions  ;  fii-st, 
that  the  manner  in  which  these  tenants 
are  cultivating  their  farms  ha*  added 
greatly  to  the  value  of  the  security 
upon  which  the  country  is  ad- 
vancing its  money.  Every  improve- 
ment made  is  an  improvement  of 
the  security,  so  that  in  numei*ous  in- 
stances the  security  will  be  much  larger 
than  when  the  money  was  advanced. 
The  second  deduction  is,  that,  when  we 
add  to  the  marketable  produce  of  a  dis- 
trict, or  of  Ireland  as  a  whole,  we  add  to 
the  general  prosperity  of  the  country. 
One  great  objection  to  the  manner  in 
which  these  advances  are  secured  w*a3 
stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork. 
He  said  that^  supposing  these  aristocratic 
tenant  fannera  made  default  in  their 
ptiyments,  the  State  would  rec^mp  itself 
by  taking  funds  and  taxation  which  were 
the  property  of  the  neighbourhood,  in- 
cluding many  not  interested  in  the 
advances*  But  if  it  can  be  shown  that 
the  purchase  system  has  largely  extended 
the  general  prosperity  of  the  district  and 
of  the  country  at  large,  then  we  have  a 
weighty  argument  for  saying  that,  as  the 
l^netit  has  been  shared  to  a  certain  ex* 
tent  by  the  people  of  Ii'claud  generally, 
so  the  i>enalty  ft»r  «lt-fMult  must  also  be 
shared.  With  regard  tn  the  default  in 
the  payments  to  be  made  by  the  tenants, 
it  won  d  be  either  aecidenta!,  ecunomic, 
or  wilful,  and  probibly  jxilitical.  If 
the  default  were  aecideiital,  arising  from 
agricultural  depression,  then  the  Insur- 
ance Fund  would  prt>haV)ly  meet  the  case. 
If  economic,  as  through  lieing  caused  l>y 
general  famine,  then  Gi^at  Britain,  fis  in 
1847,  would  put  her  hand  in  her  pocket 
and  come  to  the  relief  of  Ireland.  If  de- 
fault arose  from  any  other  cause  it  would 
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be  wilful  and  political,  and  this  countiy 
could  enforce  it**  guamntees,  I  do  not 
think  that  the  hon.  Member  for  tho 
Scotland  Division  of  Liverpool  (Mr.  T. 
P.  O'Connor)  has  made  a  worthy  contri- 
bution to  this  debate.  No  doubt,  a^  the 
responsiblo  editor  of  a  newspaper,  which 
referred  to  the  Bill  as  *'  The  Idiot  Bill  " 
before  it  had  been  seen,  we  could 
hardly  expect  from  the  hon.  Member 
criticism  which  would  be  worthy  t>f 
notice  at  any  length,  even  by  a  young 
Member  like  myself.  The  remark  I  will 
make  upon  the  hon.  Member's  speed i  is 
that  the  impoteney  of  its  criticism  wjis 
only  equalled  by  the  potency  of  its  lan- 
guage, and  the  single  striking  thing  about 
it  was  the  threatening  attitude  adopted 
towards  the  hon»  Member  for  the 
Falkirk  Burghs  (Mr.  W.  Sinckir). 
There  was^  however,  one  observation  of 
the  hon.  Member  with  regard  to  repudia- 
tion which  I  will  refer  to  for  a  moment. 
The  hon.  Menilx?r  actiuilly  declared  that 
he  thought  the  tenants  of  Ireland  would 
be  morally  justified  in  refusing  payment 
of  the  instalments  which  they  have  de* 
liberately  and  voluutariiy  undertaken  to 
pay,  if  by  so  doing  they  could  only  manage 
to  turn  out  the  Government.  That 
may  l)0  the  morality  of  tlie  »Stnj\  but  it 
IB  not  the  moi-ality  of  British  stat^eamen. 
What  would  be  the  situation  if  the  ret 
was  any  general  repudiation  ?  It  would 
be  limited  to  thtjse  over  whom  hon. 
Members  opposite  have  political  power, 
and  w*mld  not  exti-nd  to  the  farmers  of 
Ulster.  What,  in  that  case,  would  the 
British  taxpayer  sjiy  ?  I  am  sure  that  my 
own  constituents,  looking  to  the  fact  that 
these  men  have  received  30  per  cent  re- 
duction, and  that  they  have  availed  them- 
selves of  the  option  offered  them,  would 
say  to  those  responsible  for  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland,  *' Enforce  with  all  your 
might  and  power  every  guarantee  yon 
liave  taken  against  such  dishonest  men/' 
I  refuse,  however,  to  believe  that  the 
tenant*  of  Ireland,  even  under  the 
guidance  of  hon.  Members  opposite, 
would  ever  take  such  a  course  as  that. 
I  do  not  in  any  case  think  tlie  Govern- 
ment  need  have  an}*  serious  difficujty 
with  the  question,  as  the  favourable 
terms  on  which  the  ffirms  would  be 
offered  to  incoming  tenants  would  pro- 
duce a  healthy  competition  for  them. 
At  any  rate,  I  am  pre|mred  to  take  the 
risk  It  would,  liowever,  be  to  the 
Mr,  Uaye»  Fisher 


intei'ests  of  the  tenants  themselves,  for 
the  sake  of  their  own  pockets,  to  main- 
tain the  integrity  of  the  eontract.  Then 
it  is  said  that  it  would  be  impossible  to 
enforce  the  guarantees,  and  the  hon* 
Member  for  the  Scotland  Division  of 
Liverpool  stated  that,  although  a  Grand 
Jury  might  make  a  rate,  the  people 
would  never  pay  it.  I  have  in  my  own 
mind  instances  where  tajces  have  been 
violently  denounced^  and  yet  not  much 
difficulty  has  been  experienced  in  the 
collection  of  them,  I  would  ask  hon. 
Members  opposite  to  give  me  a  single 
instance  in  which  the  authorities  have 
been  unable  to  collect  a  tax. 

Mr.  E.  HARRINGTON  :  The  Police 
Tax  at  Limerick. 

Mb.  HAYES  FI8HKR  :  One  of  the  most 

inter€'sting  relics  in  my  possession  is  on© 
of  the  green  placards  posted  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  Mitohektown  calling  on 
the  people  on  no  acctjunt  to  pay  the  so- 
called  **  blood  tax,"  levied  in  consequence 
of  the  unhappy  occurrences  tlierc  a  few 
yefirs  ago.  That  ttix,  nevertheless,  was 
collected  without  any  very  great  diffi- 
culty, being  paid  sometimes  after  dark,, 
sometimes  under  divers  cloaks  and 
ctivers,  as  so  many  rates  and  taxes  in 
Ireland  are  paid.  Experience,  there- 
fore, would  lead  tis  to  believe  that  this- 
rate  also,  which  would  be  imposed  by 
the  Grand  Jury,  would  be  collected 
without  great  difficulty.  With  ref  e  rence  to 
the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlaiii)t 
I  think,  speaking  for  myself,  that  the 
experience  of  the  existing  Ashbourne 
Acts  proves  that  it  is  better  to  deal 
direct  with  the  tenants  than  with  the^ 
Local  Authority.  On  that  quest itm^ 
however,  I  will  keep  an  open  mind.  If 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  is  reckoned  by 
the  Opposition  as  being  against  the  Bill* 
1  claim  the  si>eech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  as  being  dis^ 
tinctly  in  its  favour. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  ;  Quita  tlie- 

contrary". 

Mr.  HAYKS  FISHER  :  There  wei^ 
some  valuable  comments  in  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  as  to  dealing  with  th» 
congested  districts,  and  tliis  Bill,  what- 
ever its  defects,  embodies  the  only  schemfr 
ever  put  forward  for  solving  that  great 
problem  in  a  practical  way. 
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Mb.  DILLON  :  My  plan  was  altogether 
on  different  lines. 

Mr.  HAYES  FLSHER :  TJie  Bill  o£  the 
Government  has  been  described  as  a  mea- 
sure to  bnyout  landlords,  bnt  it  may  moi*e 
truly  be  described  as  a  Bill  to  buy  in  ten- 
ants, and  it  is  impossible  to  sat  up  a 
peasant  proprietary  in  a  fair  and  honest 
way  without  buying  out  the  landlords. 
Hon.  Members  have  joined  in  a  genenil  de- 
nunciation  of  absentee  landloi*ds,  bnt 
is  the  8th  Commiindment  to  be  limited 
in  its  applicability,  and  not  to  apply  tti  ab- 
sentee landlords'?  If  not,  you  must 
deal  with  them  in  a  fair  manner. 
Then,  again,  the  complaint  is  that  this  is 
an  oppressive  Bill,  and  it  is  said  that  the 
tenants  will  be  coerced  into  buying  at 
extravagant  rates  ;  but  that  complaint 
was  corrected  by  other  speakers,  who  say 
that  it  will  be  compulsory  and  oppressive 
upon  the  landlords.  For  my  own  part, 
I  do  not  think  it  will  be  either  the  one 
or  the  other.  There  may  be  a  good  deal 
of  pressure  put  on  some  of  the  landlords 
to  sell,  but  it  is  a  pressure  which  ia  not 
altogether  unknown  in  England,  A  small 
landlord,  with  no  other  means  of  obtain- 
ing a  livelihood,  finds  himself  sand- 
wiched between  two  large  landlords  at 
a  time  when  agriculture  is  much 
depressed.  The  wealthy  landlords  make 
large  reductions  of  rent  to  their  tenants, 
but  he  cannot  afford  to  do  so.  If  he  is 
a  good  landlord,  taking  a  general 
interest  in  everything  that  goes  on  in 
the  locality,  he  will  be  able  to  stand  his 
ground  and  remain  there.  And  so  it 
will  he  in  Ireland.  If  a  good  landlord 
is  pressed  to  sell  he  will  say,  **  No,  I 
cannot  affiird  to  accept  yonr  price,**  and 
he  will  remain  there  for  generations  to 
come.  I  myself  can  have  very  little 
sympathy  with  tenants  who  desire  to 
force  Liudlords  to  sell  at  a  price  at  which 
they  cannot  afford  to  sell.  Nor,  can  a 
policy  of  this  kind  be  carried  out  with 
out  British  credit,  and  I  claim  that,  the 
object  being  a  great  national  object ^ — the 
settlement,  complete  or  partial,  of  the 
Irish  agrarian  problem — it  is  one  in 
which  it  is  perfectly  legitimate  to 
employ,  and  even  to  risk,  to  a  certain 
extent,  British  credit.  If  we  are  able 
to  settle  the  agrarian  problem,  we  shall 
have  gone  a  long  way  towards  the  settle- 
meat  of  the  great  Irish  question,  and  it 
is  because  I  believe  that  this  Bill  ia  the 
comer-stone  of  a  great  agrai-ian  policy 
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for  Ireland  that  I  heartily  support  it,, 
aud,  so  far  as  my  own  constituents  are- 
concerned,  I  am  only  too  glad  to  take* 
the  risk  incurred  in  the  adoption  of  it. 

(3.20.)  Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Noi^h- 
ampton) :  I  do  not  attach  much 
importance  to  the  eloquence  of  hon. 
Members  sitting  immediately  behind 
the  Treasury  Bench,  because  I 
find  that  they  are  utterly  want- 
ing in  independence.  No  matter  what 
a  Minister  priiposes,  they  rain  down 
blessings  on  his  head,  or  if  they 
do  criticise,  they  do  not  give  practical 
effect  to  their  criticisms  by  their  votes. 
I  oppose  this  Bill  because  1  am  against 
the  Imperial  credit  being  used,  in 
whatever  form  or  shape,  for  the  object 
aimed  at.  The  policy  adopted  in  the  last 
few  years  for  Ireland  has  been  a  policy 
of  kicks  and  ha'pence.  I  have  Ikjcu 
opposed  U}  the  kicks  ;  I  am  equally 
opposed  to  the  ha^pence.  The  ha*penoe 
are,  perhaps,  more  demoralising,  and 
would  more  lower  the  patriotic  fibre  of 
Irishmen  than  the  kicks.  I  do  not 
admit  that  all  the  industries  of  this 
country  should  incur  heavy  liabilities 
for  the  sake  of  one  industry  ;  still  less 
do  I  admit  that  all  the  industries  of  this 
country  should  incur  heavy  liabilities 
for  the  sake  of  jjersons  exercising  one 
particular  industry  in  one  particular 
part,  of  the  Empire.  We  are  told  that  we 
linve  grossly  ill-treated  Ireland  ;  that  we 
have  sacrificed  her  interests  for  our  own  ; 
and  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  has  pointed  out  that  by 
the  apportionment  of  the  National  Debt 
at  tlie  time  of  the  Union,  Ireland  was 
unfairly  dealt  with.  That  may  be  all 
very  true  ;  but  whether  this  measure  is 
injurious  to  Ireland,  or  not,  I  shall 
equally  vote  against  it,  on  the  ground 
that  if  the  Bill  becomes  law,  we  must  in- 
evitably become  the  owners  of  the  whole 
of  ihi\t  country.  Whether  regarded 
from  a  p>litical  or  from  a  financial  aspect 
it  must  prove  ruinous  to  Ireland,  because 
the  landlords,  having  got  the  price  of 
their  land  in  their  pockets,  would* 
immediately  come  to  England,  and  the 
result  would  be  that  we  should  set  up. 
a  great  system  of  absenteeism*  What 
would  be  the  consequence  if  the  whole 
of  the  rents  of  the  English  land  were- 
token  over  to  France  ?  Why,  the  people 
would  not  stand  it,  and  they  would  re- 
pudiate any  arrangement  which    led  i^v 
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«uch  a  consequence.  I  cannot  help 
til  inking  that  tuo  mucli  importance  has 
been  attached  to  the  scheme  that  has 
been  proposed  by  the  hon*   Member  for 

•  Cork,  because  it  was  evidently  only  put 
foi*ward  as  an  alternative  to  that  of  the 

'Oovemment,  Perhaps  if  it  were  a 
mere  matter  of  Hobson's  choice  between 
thu  schemes  of  the  Government  and  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  I  m.ight  pre- 
fer the  latter,  because  it  is  cheaper  and 
geema  to  be  of  a  more  &nal  character 
than  that  of  the  Government.  At  the 
same  time,  however,  I  am  bound  to 
«iy  that  I  object  entirely  to  both 
proposals.  The  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  is  to  subsidise  the  htndlordi?  by 

•  converting  the  6  per  cent,  interest  which 
they  now  pay  upon  their  mortgages  into  a 
2  j  per  cent,  interest  by  means  of  an 
Imperial  guarantee.  The  advances 
which  have  been  made  by  the  State  to 
the  English  landlords  have  been  ex- 
pended in  effecting  permanent  improve- 
ments in  the  land,  whereby  the  whole 
community  is  benefited,  whereas  the 
advances  that  are  to  be  made  to  the 
Iriah  landlords  under  this  Bill  would  be 
applied  to  wiping  out  second  mortgages, 
the  proceeds  of  which  have  already  been 
expended  and  wasted,  and  would  thus  be 
of  no  benefit  whatever  to  the  community 
at  large.  In  sucli  cii-cumstances  the  State 
would  nattLrally  fall  into  the  position  of 
the  second  mortgagees,  and  it  would  have 
to  pay  off  the  first  mortgagees  if  it 
wished   to   realise   its  i^ecurity   by  fore- 

' closing.  Theix?fore^  before  the  praposal 
of  the  hou.  Member  for  Cork  can  be 
accepted  it  would  have  to  }>e  mcxlified  in 
maTiy  respects,  and  even  then  it  wouki 
not  do  any  gi-eat  gcxid  to  the  [leople  of 
Ireland.  But  the  right  hon  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Bix-mingham  lias 
also  come  forwaivi  with  an  alternative 
flcheme  of  his  own.  The  right  hon. 
•Oentleman  appears  to  have  a  perfect 
mania  for  pro|K>unding  land  schemes, 
whether  he  happens  to  be  sitting  at  a 
Round  Table,  shinding  on  a  platform, 
writing  to  a  newspaper,  or  sjieaking  in 
tkis  Honse.  Tlie  right  hon.  Gentleman 
does  not  appear  to  Ix?  able  to  pass  three 
months  of  his  existence  witlnmt  putting 
ftirward  some  new  scheme  for  Land 
Pui-chase  in  Ireland.  The  riglit  hon. 
'Gentleman  is  a  sort  of  Solon  unattached 
— a  heaven-born  legislator— and  he  is 
.highly  indignant  when  anybody  else  has 
M}\  Lfihnu**h**.re 


the  effi'ontery  to  come  forward  with  anj 
other  wheme,  and  he  asks,  **  Why  &^ 
they  look  at  that  other  man's  scheme 
when  they  have  a  man  like  me  with  not 
only  one  but  a  dozen  schemes  ready  cut 
and  dried ?*'  I  hope  that  the  Govern* 
ment,  following  the  example  set  them  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  will  treat  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  schemes  with 
the  most  absolute  contempt.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  repi-esents  no 
one  but  himself,  I  should  like  to  know 
whether  the  followers  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Rossendale  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington)  approve  of  the  schemes  of 
the  right  hon,  Memlier  for  WeM 
Birmingham,  and  will  pursue  them  t/i 
their  logical  conclusion  by  voting  against 
the  Second  Reading  of  this  BiU.  But 
no,  those  hon.  Members  are  too  much 
afraid  of  the  result  of  a  General  Election 
ever  to  put  the  Government  into  a 
minority.  For  instance,  there  is  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ashton-nnder-Lyne  (Mr. 
Addison),  who  is  now  sitting  opposite 
and  who  was  only  ix? turned  by  a  castii 
vote.  I  lielieve  honestly  and  conscien 
tiously  that  we  should  have  won  the  last 
election  liad  it  not  been  for  the  Laj 
Purchase  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Membei^' 
for  Mid  Lothian-  Hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site used  that  Bill  for  their  own  pur- 
poses. The  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  s^iid  that  he  did  not  intend  to 
re-introduce  the  Bill*  but  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  mistrusted  him.  If  eyera 
Pi\rlitinieut  was  bound  by  a  direct  man- 
date from  the  people  it  is  this  Parha- 
ment,  the  mandiite  toeing  not  to  use  the 
Imperial  credit  for  Land  Purchase  in 
Lreliind.  If  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
have  clianged  their  minds,  ajs  they  have 
a  right  to  do,  the  honourable  course  is 
to  dissolve  the  present  Parliament,  and 
iisk  the  electors  to  absolve  them  from 
the  veto  which  they  imposed  upon  the; 
In  such  a  case  they  might,  with  some 
show  of  honesty  and  fairness,  come  for- 
ward with  a  prf^posal  of  tliis  kind.  But 
we  know  tlirtt  they  were  against  the 
Land  Piii-chnse  system  at  the  last  elec- 
tion, ami  I  have  seen  no  sort  vi  proof 
that  they  liave  chttuged  their  minda. 
The  argument**  of  the  Government  are 
nothing  but  pleas  in  mitigation  of 
their  inconsistency.  They  sity.  in  the 
first  place,  that  the  Bill  is  a  small  one, 
and  secondly,  that  the  risk  is  merely 
nominal   one.      Now,   the    Bill    is 
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ftmalL     If  wo  gmnt  these  £33,000,000 
nve  must  inevitably  become  the*   owners 
of  the  whole  of  Ireland,      I    cnn   under- 
Btand  hnn.   Members  opposite   l>eing  in 
favour    of    that,  but    I    cannot   ujider- 
Btand    how     any    human     being     can 
deny      that       this       is       the      neces- 
flary  consequence  of   the  present    Bdl, 
1  hope  every  elector  will  remember  that 
this  will   amount  to  3d.  on  the   Income 
Tax    from   every    person  who  pays    it. 
The  right  hon-  Gentleman    the  Member 
for    Birmingham   admitted   that   every 
fejupporter     of     the     Government     was 
pledged   against   giving   any  guarant-ee, 
but,  he  saitl,  the  risk  is  nominal.      But 
there  is  no  such  thing  as  a  nominal  risk 
when  you  have  put  your  name  to  a  bill, 
provided  you  are  solvent.      I  appeal  to 
every   solvent   Member  of  this  House — 
an   hon.  Friend    says    the    minority — 
whether  he  has  ever   been   a«ked   by  a 
friend  to  put  his  name  to  a  bill  with  the 
assurance  that  it  was  merely  a  nominal 
proceeding  nnd  has   not  had  to  pay  for 
doing  it  ?     I  know   that   has   invariiibly 
happened  in  my  own  case.      Let  us  look 
at  this  OS   a  business  transaction.      We 
buy    this    land,  and  upon    what  terms? 
We  must  remember  that  half  of  thi^  land 
of  Ireland    has    not    been  subjected   to 
reductions  of  i*ent  in  the  Land  Court. 
Reductions  have  been  mad©  amounting 
to  20  per   cent.,  but,  as  to  all  that  land 
which  has  not   been   dealt  with  in  the 
Land  Court,  we  should  have  to  buy  on  the 
actual  rents  without  reduction.    It  must 
also   be    jumembered    that    the    Chief 
Secretary  stated  that  lie  wou;d  only  take 
off  5  per  cent^ — ^it  appeared  fi*om   a  sub- 
sequent statement  that   it   ought   to  be 
3^     per     cent,      but     I     take     it     at 
5      per      cent.  —  for     the      cost      of 
management.       Now,     the     right   hon. 
Gentlema.n  the  Member  for  Mid  Ixitliian 
estimated,  in    1886,  that  for  bad  debts 
and  management,  there  should  be  allowed 
ft  difference  of  10  per  cent,  between   net 
and   gross  j    the   total,  therefore,  to  be 
deducted,  between  the  value  put  on  the 
estate  of  which  purchase  is  to  be  made, 
and  the  i-eal  value,  would  be  35  per  cent, 
in  regard  to  every  estate  not   brought 
into  the  Land  Court.     The  Chief  Secre- 
tary supposed  a  case  of  a  farm  bought  at 
a  rental  of  £i05  ;  he  takes  off  £5,  and 
the  price  would  be  £1,700,  or  17  years' 
purchase,  the  amount  of  the  rent  less 
the  landlord's  rates.     Now,  what  is  the 


real  case  1    If 
you  find    the 


you   take  off  35  per  cent, 
real  value   of   the   farm,. 
£1,005,  and  the  leal  and  bond  fide  rental 
£65  a  year.     But  you  have  to  do  more, 
because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
poses to  add  two  years'  arrears.  We,  there- 
fore, should  be  paying  £1,900  for  a  farm, 
the  value  of  which  we  ascertain  to  he 
£1,005.     But  when   I   say   a  value  of 
£1,005  I  should  like  to  know  who  would 
give  half  that  amount?     What   an    ad 
vertisement    it    would     make — **  To    be 
sold,  an  eligiiile  propert}^  in  Keny ;  the 
rent  is   now  £107,   but  deducting  the 
amount  which  will  probably  be  taken  off 
by  the  Land  Court,  £65  ;  the  tenant  has 
not  jmid  any  rent  for  the  last  two  years." 
The  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  spoken 
told  us  of  himself  and  his  constituents 
going  to  li-eland  to  take  farms,  but  he 
and  his  friends   must    be   mure   ffx^lisli 
than  I  take  them  t<i  be  if  they  take  farms 
under  such   conditions.     Can   anything 
be  more  monstrous   in  these  monstrous 
pn:>pt>Ralfi  than  the  suggestion  that  we 
pfiy    not   only   for   the   estates   but  for 
arrears  ?       Irish  landlords,   as    well    as 
English  landlords   and    English  traders, 
make  bad  debts,  but  here  is  a  pi-oposal  t 
pay  an  excessive  price,  and  also  to  pay 
in  full  for  the   bad   debts   incun^ed.     I 
confess  I  see  nothing  so  admiiTible  in  the 
Irish    landloitis    to  induce  me  to  make 
any  such  sacrifice.     Thi'ough  generations 
they   have  practised   heartless  exactions 
upon    the    Irish    tenantry.       Sw^ift    has 
described  how  the  very  vitality  of  the 
tenants  was  sacrificed  to  Irish  landlords. 
Lord  Clare,  in  1787,  showed    how   they 
exacted   excessive    rents,   and    what   do 
hoji.   Gentleman    opposite    say    to    the 
opinion  of  an  authority   they    will   not 
quest ion^ — their  Bible^ — the  Times^  which,, 
in    1852,    deckred  "  the   name  of   Irish 
landlm^      stinka     in     the     nostrils    of 
Christendom."     Yet  these  are  the  men 
on  whose  account  we  ai^  called  upon  to 
incur  this  enoimous  liability.     We  are 
to  buy  for  cash,  at  excessive  prices,  and 
how  do  we  sell  ?     We  sell  uptm  ci^edit ; 
that  is  the  first  thing  objectionable.     We 
take  an  estate  worth  £1,005  at  £1,900, 
and     then      we      sell      it     again      for 
an  annuity  over   45    years.    Everybody 
knows  that  the  price  of  land  may  fall. 
We  are  told   this  will  not  happen  ;  but 
who,  before  the  Ijist  10  years,  would  have 
predicted    the    fall    thei-e   actually    has 
been,  and  wlio  shall  say  there   may  not 
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be  another  heavy  fall  in  the  next  10 
j^ears  ?  There  may  be  \md  years,  and 
what  is  to  be  done  then  ?  But  even  if 
then?  are  not,  individual  farniere  uxay 
Ixave  l>ad  years  ;  they  may  Ixj  extravagant 
and  they  may  have  to  lie  evicted,  some 
of  them.  Does  anylxxiy  think  that  it 
^U  increjise  the  love  for  the  British 
^connection  if  evictions  are  carried  out  in 
tthe  name  of  the  State  instend  of  the 
landlord?  When  180,000  tenants  have 
to  pay  the  rentes  in  the  form  of  taxes  to 
an  alien  Government,  will  there  not  Ije  a 
Tery  considerable  temptation  not  to  pay  ? 
We  shall  have  to  become  t!ie  owners  of 
the  whole  of  Ireland,  and  if  there  should 
he  a  general  strike  against  the  payment 
of  rents,  how  are  we  to  enforce  payment? 
What  shall  we  do  with  the  land  if  we 
*evict  i  Where  are  you  to  find  the  men 
•to  take  the  land  1  Where  will  you  find 
^labourers  to  cultivate  it,  with  the  whole 
conntry  under  a  strike  against  rent  t 
Why,  the  Enghsh  Government  would 
'become  nothing  more  than  a  hug-e 
Smith -Barry  concern.  It  is  a  most 
remarkable  thing  that  this  transaction 
IS  to  tiike  place  witli  men  who  hon.  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  have  told  us^  again 
and  again,  are  not  fit  for  self-government, 
not  to  be  trusted  to  legislate  for  them- 
selves or  for  landlords.  But  why  this 
pohtical  incredulity  on  the  one  hand,  and 
this  financial  erednlity  on  the  other  ?  The 
Government  know  that  the  land  is  no 
security,  and,  therefore,  they  have  in- 
-serted  these  contingent  securities.  Now 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby  has 
treated  these  in  so  di-astie  a  fashion  that 
ihere  is  absolutely  nothing  left  of  them  j 
S8  an  existing  entity  they  have  dis- 
.appeared.  If  Ireland  is  to  be  deemed  an 
integral  part  of  the  British  Empire,  why, 
if  tlie  Kerry  faiToer  fails  to  pay^  should 
the  responsibility  fall  upon  the  Ulster 
farmer  and  the  Dublin  shopkeeper,  any 
moi^  than  upon  the  farmer  in  Kent  and 
shopkeeper  in  London  I  The  multiplica- 
tion of  securities  is  like  trying  to  give 
additional  value  to  a  bill  by  having  it 
signed  six  times  by  the  same  person  j  and 
in  ibis  cafie  it  is  tlie  forgery  of  the  same 
name  six  times  over.  These  contingent 
securities  are  illusory  and  unjust,  and 
they  m'e  mei*ely  put  in  to  hoodwink  the 
British  public,  and  make  them  believe 
that  the  risk  is  merely  nominal.  Cer- 
tainly the  securities  are  of  no  value,  be- 
cause they  are  not  pledged  with  the  c<m* 
M  7\  L  ah  o  urh  e  re 


sent  of  the  Irish  people.  Tlie  re  is  no 
such  thing  «43  taxation,  whether  Local  or 
Imperial,  without  the  consent  of  thoscy 
who  ai'^  to  be  taxed.  I  have  seen 
discussed  who  is  the  real  author  of  this' 
Bill,  whether  it  is  the  Chief  Secretary  or 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  but  I 
neverentertained  the  slightest  doubt  abont  ^ 
it  after  I  heard  the  speech  of  the  Chie 
Secretary.  There  is  a  sort  of  Egyptia 
Loan  Prospectus  flavour  about 
contingent  securitieSi  in  which  I  recognisis"^ 
the  **  fine  R4»man  liand  '*  of  the  ex- 
partner  in  the  firm  of  Friihling  and 
Goschen.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer is  an  excellent  financier,  and  lie 
knows  well  enough  that  not  by  the 
addition  of  any  number  of  rc^tten 
eg^^  can  you  make  a  go<:»d  ome- 
lette, and  that  it  is  no 
multiplying  rotten  securities  to  make 
sound  security-  But,  instead  of  coming 
here  to  try  and  hi  Hid  wink  ]XN>r  inn«x3ent , 
people  like  us,  let  him  go  with 
proposals  to  that  eminent  firm  I  have^ 
mentioned.  Let  him  ask  Messrs.  Friih- 
ling and  Gost^hen  if  they  will  guarantee 
this  loan  without  English  credit,  and  I 
know  Messrs  Friihling  and  Goiichen 
would  reply,  **  Go  to — —the  H<iuse  of 
Commons ;  do  not  come  hei"e  with  snch 
a  prupossxl."  With  regard  to  the 
congested  districts,  the  hon.  Membelj^ 
for  Miiyo  (Mr.  Dill<»n)  liiis  made  son 
cogent  remarks,  but  1  confess  that,  even 
for  the  congested  districts,  I  am  not  , 
disposed  to  use  Imperial  credit  un- 
necessarily, and  certainly  not  in  the 
mode  pi^oposed  by  the  Bill.  These 
districts  are  absolutely  valueless  from 
an  agricultural  p>int  of  view,  thf>ugh 
persons  live  there  because  it  is  tradi- 
tional to  live  there,  and  it  appears 
that  Irislimen  have  a  partiality  for  living 
where  their  forefathers  lived  Ixjfore,  and 
yet  we  are  to  buy  their  lands  at  residential 
value,  and  sell  them  at  the  supposed 
Ekgricultural  value,  taking  the  difference 
out  of  a  fund  that  belongs  as  much  to 
the  English  as  to  the  Irish  nation. 
Then,  I  want  to  know  what  you  mil  do 
in  regard  to  tenant  right  ?  We  are  to 
pull  down  the  houses  ;  how  are  we  to  pay 
the  people  1  Tliis  d^ies  not  come  out  a^ 
the  Church  Fmid  ;  this  cost  the  tax]i 
will  be  required  to  pay.  Every 
knows  we  have  unsanitaiy  rookeries  io 
London,  We  condemn  them,  but  we  do 
not    buy    them  up    at    habitable   house 
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prioe,  pull  down  the  rookeries^  and  erect 
new  buildings,  and  take  the  difference  out 
of  the  Public  Exchequer,  Tet  that  is 
what  we  are  called  upon  to  do  for  these 
mnflauitary  rookeries  in  Ireland.  This  is 
not  the  way  I  should  deal  with  Irish 
landed  property  of  this  sort.  The  ques- 
tion has  been  much  discussed  as  to  whom 
this  Bill  will  really  benefit.  At  first 
^ight  it  seems  as  if  the  tenant  would 
benefit^  but  though  the  immediate  result 
will  be  to  lower  his  rent,  yet  he  will  be 
bound  hand  and  foot  in  the  grasp  of  a 
machine^  and  will  have  to  pay  this  rentj 
or  instalments,  in  bad  times  as  well  as  in 
good.  It  would  be  far  better  for  him  to 
bide  his  time  until  the  Liberals  come 
into  office  and  bring  in  legislation  which 
will  be  still  more  favonrable  to  him.  The 
real  gainers  will  be  the  larger  landlords 
and  the  English  mortgagees.  The  extent 
to  which  the  large  landlords  have  availed 
Ihem^^lves  of  the  Ashbourne  Acts  is  an 
indication  of  tliis.  Members  of  the 
House  of  Lords  liavo  i*eceived  between 
them  £930,000  aud  the  City  Companies 
£450,000  under  those  Acts.  Large 
landlords  have  to  recognise  the  principle 
that  property  haa  its  obligations  as  well 
08  its  rights,  and  their  income  is  reduced 
by  the  contributions  which  decency  com- 
pels them  to  make  to  local  and 
charitable  funds.  It,  therefore,  pays  them 
very  well  to  sell  their  property  and  get 
rid  of  these  calls  upon  them.  The  small 
landlords,  however,  are  generally  mort- 
gaged to  the  full  extent  of  their  pro- 
perty, and  are  merely  squatters  on  a 
field  or  two  surrounding  their  house,  and 
which  they  term  their  demesne.  They 
are  not  turned  off,  because  it  is  nobody's 
Ijusiness  to  turn  them  off,  and  so  they  go 
on  ft*om  year  to  year.  For  Irish  land- 
lords a  sale  would  be  ruinous,  but  if  this 
Bill  is  passed  their  mortgagees  will 
'Compel  them  to  sell.  The  London 
Insurance  Companies  have  advanced  an 
immense  amount  of  money  on  Irish  land 
At  5  per  cent.,  and  they  have  hitherto 
not  pressed  for  foreclosure,  as  the  estates 
would  not  realise  the  full  amount  of 
«ioney  advanced  upon  them,  and  they  do 
not  like  it  to  appear  to  their  share  holders, 
from  the  balance-sheet,  that  tliey  have 
liad  to  write  off  a  certain  portion  of  their 
assets  as  bad  debts.  This  Bill  will  enable 
these  English  Insurance  Companies  to 
realise  the  money  they  have  advanced  at 
he  high  rate  of  5  per  pent,  interest.   The 


attitude  which  we  take  up  on  ^his  sub- 
ject  is  that  there  can  be  no  property  in 
extortionate  rents  ;  that  either  the  rents 
are  fair,  in  which  case  there  is  no 
necessity  to  reduce  the  rents,  or  they 
are  excessive,  in  which  case  there  is  no 
necessity  to  compensate  the  landlords. 
But  then  it  will  be  said  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
has  prejudiced  the  question  of  establish- 
ing the  principle  of  dual  ownership,  and 
single  ownership  is  better.  This  is 
nonsense,  aud  the  veiy  worst  of  nonsense 
— sentimental  nonsense.  Irishmen  have 
gained  considembly  by  dual  ownership* 
fixity  of  tenure,  compensation  for  im- 
provements ;  and  they  |iay  rents  which 
theoretically  are  fair  rents,  Irish  farmers 
are  much  better  off  than  English  farmers, 
and  why  should  the  latter  pledge  their 
credit  to  assist  the  Irish  farmers  to  whole 
ownership,  while  English  farmers  have 
not  even  the  advantag-es  of  half  owner- 
sbip  which  the  Irish  farmers  enjoy  ?  Why 
should  Imperial  credit  be  brought  in  tt* 
enable  tenants  to  buy  their  holdings  ? 
There  are  many  hon.  Members  who  are 
in  favour  of  letisehold  enfranchisement, 
but  no  one  proposes  to  carry  it  out  by 
providing  funds  by  means  of  Imperial 
ci'edit.  The  land  question  w»Juld  solve 
itself  if  the  principle  of  "  live  and 
thrive  "—that  rent  should  only  be  the 
surplus  left  after  the  tenant  lived  and 
I  throve — were  thoi-oughly  carried  out.  I 
would  warn  my  hon.  Fnends  from  Ire* 
land  against  accepting  this  scheme  or 
suggesting  any  other  which  would  in- 
volve Imperial  credit.  The  Government 
realise  that  the  people  are  coming  more 
and  more  to  underst^md  Home  Rule,  and 
their  object  in  forcing  this  Bill  on  Ireland 
is  to  strengthen  their  arguments  against 
Home  Rule  by  being  able  to  appeal  to 
the  English  people  not  to  give  up  the 
government  of  a  country  of  which  they 
are  practically  the  mortgagees,  I  appeal 
to  my  hon.  Friends  fi-om  Ireland  not  to 
renounce  their  birthright  for  a  mess  of 
pottage,  especially  as  the  mess  of  pottage 
will  go  not  to  the  tenants  but  to  the 
landloi-ds,  Irish  Membcirs  ought  to  mis- 
trust anything  offered  to  them  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Birmingham  or  the  Government ;  they 
ought  to  say  to  the  Government,  **  Wo 
claim  the  right  to  govern  ourselves,  but 
we  do  not  want  your  money. '^  If  they 
are  offered  any  species  of  Ljc^I   Govern- 
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ment  it  might  be  wise  to  accept  it,  but 
I  hope,  in  taking  it,  they  will  be 
frank  and  candid,  that  they  take  it 
not  as  a  final  settlement,  but  to  use 
as  a  means  for  obtaining  Home  Rule. 
It  may  be  a  useful  means  of  securing 
that  end,  the  County  Councils  constituting 
so  many  branches  of  the  National 
League  with  a  recognised  o£5cial  position. 
If  Irishmen  adopt  this  attitude  Home  Rule 
is  absolutely  certain.  The  English  Liberal 
Party  has  declared  itself  in  favour  of 
it,  and  I  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to 
show  any  one  single  reform  for  which 
that  Party  ever  declared  itself  that  in 
the  end  has  not  been  carried  ?  If  we  on 
this  side  of  the  House  intend  to  stand 
by  the  Irish,  I  submit  that  the  Irish  have 
no  right  and  no  claim  to  ask  us  to  incur 
a  species  of  liability  direct  or  indirect  in 
respect  of  the  relationships  between  land- 
lord and  tenant  in  Ireland.  The  sch  eme 
of  the  Bill  is  bad  ;  it  is  a  thoroughly 
treacherous  Bill ;  it  puts  forward  sham 
contingent  securities,  and  it  pretends 
that  it  only  involyes  the  expenditure  of  a 
sum  of  £33,000,000,  whereas  a  sum  of 
£165,000,000  is  involved.  But  even  if 
it  were  the  best  scheme  that  could  be 
devised  by  the  wit  of  man,  if  it  were  a 
final  settlement  of  the  Irish  question, 
I  should,  even  if  I  stood  alone  in  doing 
so,  oppose  it,  because  I  object  to  the  use 
of  Imperial  credit  for  such  a  purpose. 

♦(4.3.)  Sir  WALTER  B.  BART- 
TELOT  (Sussex,  N.W.) :  I  shall  not 
endeavour  to  treat  the  question,  which 
is  a  most  important  one,  in  the  same  way  as 
has  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down.  He  has  treated  it  as  if  he  believes 
that  the  first  and  only  object  which  the 
Government  of  the  country  has  is  to 
keep  itself  in  power  by  any  means.  I 
venture  to  say  that  the  one  object  the 
Government  have  in  view  in  dealing 
with  the  matter  is,  if  possible,  to  settle 
this  most  difficult  and  dangerous  question 
of  Land  Purchase,  as  it  now  exists  in 
Ireland.  The  difficulties  which  exist 
have  been  augmented  and  intensified  by 
the  very  hon.  Gentleman  with  whom  the 
hon.  Gentleman  acts,  and  by  what  they 
have  done  from  the  time  of  the  Act  of 
1870,  and  especially  since  the  Act  of 
1881.  I  myself  opposed  that  Act  at 
every  stage.  I  opposed  it  because  I 
saw  in  it  no  final  settlement  whatever, 
and  because  I  believed  that  under  it  the 
landlords  would  suffer  far  more  than 
.  Mr,  Labouchere 


they  deserved  to  suffer.  Will  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  deny  that  it  was  the 
opinion  of  the  Government  at  that  time 
that  the  Act  of  1881  would  be  a 
security  to  the  landlord,  and  that  the 
rent  that  was  left  to  them  when 
the  dual  ownership  was  in  full  play 
would  be  absolutely  secured  to  them? 
Has  that  been  the  case  ?  Was  not  the 
land  worth  something  like  27  years'* 
purchase  at  that  time?  What  is  it 
worth  now  ?  I  will  ask  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  all  sincerity  how  he  would  like, 
in  any  enterprise  with  which  he  is 
connected,  to  have  a  dual  ownership 
forced  upon  him  in  that  enterprise.  How 
would  he  like  to  have  his  profits  pulled 
down  by  others,  whose  sole  endeavour 
would  be  to  make  him  pay  as  much  as 
possible  to  their  account  ?  I  will  answer 
that  question  for  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
because  I  know  there  is  no  man  in  the 
House  who  would  be  less  liberal  to  those 
with  whom  he  has  to  deal  than  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  When  I  heard  the  hon. 
Gentleman  refer  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  I  thought  the  hon.Gentleman 
must  have  known  in  his  long  public  life 
that  when  a  statement  has  been  publicly 
refuted  and  done  with  it  is  usual  not  to 
refer  to  it,  and  I  think  the  course  taken  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  neither  generous 
nor  just.  The  hon.  Gentleman  talked  about 
the  landlord  selling  off  a  portion  of  his 
property.  I  will  put  it  to  any  hon. 
Member  sitting  below  the  Gangway,  if 
he  were  in  the  position  of  many  of  the 
landlords  with  large  mortgages  upon  their 
properties,  whether  he  would  not  like 
to  sell  off  a  certain  portion  of  it  in  order 
to  clear  off  some  of  the  encumbrances, 
and  thus  enable  him  to  live  in  respectable 
circumstances  and  with  the  honest 
wish  to  do  his  duty  to  those  living 
under  him  on  that  property  which 
he  had  inherited  and  which  had  been 
owned  by  his  family  for  generations — 
yes,  and  more  than  generations — for 
hundreds  of  years  many  of  these  estates 
have  been  in  the  possession  of  one 
family.  The  great  object  of  the  land- 
lords is  to  get  their  property  cleared  and 
be  able  to  live  upon  it.  The  question 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  was 
one  which  must  touch  the  heart  of  any 
one  who  knows  the  localities  and  dis- 
tricts referred  to.  I  have  known  these 
districts  for  many  years — perhaps  even 
better  tlian  many  hon.  Members  opposite. 
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I  saw  them  under  the  worst  circuniataiices 
which  it  was  possible  td  cuuceive — 
namely,  in  tlie  days  of  the  lirst  famine — 
when  I  was  on  duty  thei*e,  and  T  mid 
that  any  man  s  heart  must  be  made  of 
stone  if  it  did  not  bleed  at  what  wan  to 
be  seen  at  the  time,  in  the  district.  I 
appeal  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  Has 
anything  ever  been  done  from  that  day 
down  to  the  present  time  in  the  interests 
of  those  diatricts  ?  Both  Governments 
have  alike  neglected  that  wliich  they 
otxght  to  have  done,  and  have  never 
taken  account  of  these  districts  which 
have  made  all  the  disturbanoes  in 
Ireland.  Whenever  there  is  anything 
wrong  in  those  districts  where  men  are 
generally  nearly  at  the  verge  of  starva- 
tion — when  anything  of  that  kind  does 
occur,  a<?itatioii  always  springs  up  aod 
is  takea  advantage  of  for  the  worst 
purposes.  In  1846-7-8  the  disturbances 
were  very  great  ;  but  the  district  itself 
was  in  an  awful  condition,  and  no  one 
will  deny  that  the  English  people,  with 
great  generosity,  sent  over  largo  sums  of 
money  to  assist  the  people.  As  to  tlie 
present  Bill,  I  am  not  in  love  with  it,  but 
the  one  part  Hike  is  that  part  which  deals 
with  the  congested  districts,  and  it  is  on 
that  account  I  give  my  supi>ort  to  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  1  hope 
the  Bill  will  be  much  amended  in 
Committee.  I  want  to  see  it  made  a 
Bill  which  shall,  if  possible,  be  a  final 
measure  ;  and  if  it  is  not  to  be  a  tinal 
measure,  then  I  am  quite  sure  it  will  be 
a  mischievous  one.  If  it  does  not  settle 
the  question  I  know  we  shall  have  more 
agitation,  and  perhaps  worse  agitation 
tlian  we  have  had  before.  I  think  my 
right  hon.  Friend  also  in  charge  of 
the  Bill  knows  that  as  well  as  1  do  ;  and 
I  raiiat  say  that  knowing  and  feeling  that, 
and  knowing  my  right  hon.  Friend's 
anxiety  to  make  Ireland  prosperous,  con- 
tented, and  happy,  though  fome  niay 
deny  it,  I  hope  my  right  hon.  Friend 
will  accept  and  put  into  the  Bill  such 
amendment  as  he  may  think  will  be 
fouud  effective  to  make  it,  at  any  rate, 
ft  permanent  measure  so  far  as  human 
forethought  can  secure  that  end.  I 
admit  the  question  is  a  very  difficult  one, 
and  I  am  very  much  struck  with  the 
remarks  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mayo.  But  I  certainly  did  not  think 
he  waa  just  in  his  remarks  with  re- 
gard to  the  Undowu^ers  occupying  in  that 
VOL.  OCCXLIII.      [third  serifs,] 


part.  I  have  in  my  hand  a  Return  of 
an  estate  in  Mayo  ;  and  on  that 
estate,  ever  since  1884,  by  the  action  of 
the  Laod  League,  not  one  single  farthing 
of  rent  has  been  paid  to  the  landlord  np 
to  1887.  The  hon.  Member  for  Mayo 
and  his  friends  cheer  that  statement. 
But  this  is  a  good  landlord,  and  one  who 
is  anxious  to  do  his  duty.  Out  of  190 
tenants  no  less  than  186  were  under  £4 
valuation.  What  has  happened?  Not 
one  single  farthing  of  rent  has  been  paid 
during  the  timel  have  mentioned,  but  the 
landlord  has  had  to  pay  all  the  po<jr  rates, 
which  amounted  to  a  very  laxge  sum 
the  half  of  the  jxjor  rate  was  only  paid 
by  the  poor  tenants.  The  House  will 
nojdoubt be  astounded  to  hear  that  the  [joor 
rstea  amounted  to  over  lOs.  in  the  £1, 
and  ni4  one  fartliing  of  rent  puid.  Let 
hon.  Members  look  at  the  matter  in  any 
sense  tliey  like,  and  say  whether  they 
call  that  justice  as  between  man  and 
man.  Looking  at  the  whole  caae,  and 
at  the  way  in  which  the  poor  rates  are 
paid  by  many  landlords,  and  laow  pro- 
perty has  been  transferred  to  the  tenants, 
it  seems  only  fair  that  the  poor  rate 
should  bt^  transferred  to  the  t^^nants,  and 
a  projier  dtdnction  from  the  judicial 
rents,  Tliab  would  be  a  step  in  the  right 
direction,  and  it  would  quiet  a  great  num- 
ber of  i>eople  and  give  a  good  effect  to  the 
Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  recol- 
lect the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
f«>r  Bnulford,  when  the  last  Act  was 
l)eiMg  passed,  stating  what  a  good  thing 
it  would  be  if  the  tenant  could  only 
have  the  land  which  he  tilled.  He  gave 
an  instance  of  liow  he  had  been  to 
Ireland,  and  had  seen  where  that 
was  done  cottages  and  land  had  im- 
proved, and  the  people  were  happy  and 
contented  in  every  case.  And  now  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  going  to  vote 
against  the  Bill  which  is  to  settle  the 
whole  question,  and  give  the  tenants 
more  power  to  get  the  land  tlian  they 
have  had  in  any  previous  BilL  Looking 
at  the  way  in  which  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  once  dealt  with  the  question,  I 
do  not  think  there  ought  to  be  any  diffi- 
culty made  about  British  credit.  I 
know  perfectly  well  it  is  a  diflicult  ques- 
tion, and  an  unpopular  question  ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  when  aiiy  imprcivement 
is  to  take  place  in  Ire  land— when  Ireland 
is  to  continue  to  lielong  to  England,  as 
we  are  all  determined   it  shall — when 
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we  intend  thai  tlie  Union  sliall  be  kept,  i 
w«  ought  to  hti  prepared  ttj  nmke  some 
sacrifice  to  enable  Irdland  to  pkce  herself 
in  a  poeition  in  which  she  vv^U  be  peace- 
able, contented,  and  Imppy.  As  to  the 
pi*o|K»sal8  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork,  I  thought  at  firat  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  g:oing  to  be  liberal  to 
the  Irish  landowners,  who  are  run 
down  by  everyone  unfairly  and  un- 
justly. There  are  many  in  Ireland 
who  do  their  duty  as  well  as  those  who 
live  in  this  country,  and  those  who  do 
80  ought  to  be  maintttined  in  tlmt  posi- 
tion in  Ireland  wliich  they  previously 
held,  I  believe  many  of  these  are  a 
great  benefit  and  a  blessing  to  the  county. 
It  is  quite  evident  to  any  one  who  has 
heard  the  debate  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Ot»rk  consulted  neither  his  ColleaRTjes 
nor  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Ijothian  with  regard  to  his 
proposals.  He  evidently  thinks  that 
with  his  85  followers  he  is  master  of  the 
pas  it  ion,  and  that  he  can  dictate  terms, 
and  accordingly  he  expresses  himself  in 
the  way  he  has  done.  I  certainly  tried 
to  master  the  views  enumenited  by  the 
hnn.  Gentleman,  and  I  was  in  hopes  that 
th.!  landowners  wert*  to  have  some  small 
m^jdicum  of  money  t^i  pay  off  their  mort- 
gfiges*  I  hoped  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man wanted  these  niurtgages  to  dis- 
appear,  and  tliat  the  laud loi'd  would  then 
be  able  to  claim  what  little  would  be  left 
of  his  ow^n  pmperty.  But  I  was  dis- 
appointed to  hear  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man  proposed  a  renc  ruductitm  of  50  per 
c^Jiit  with  a  certain  modicum  to  be  pmd 
to  the  landlord.  I  had  hoped  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  really  anxious  to 
tjstiblish  the  landlord  firm  in  his  saddle 
in  Ireland,  But  that  is  contrary  to  any- 
thing he  has  ever  said  before  ;  indeed,  he 
and  his  Colleagues  have  wished  to  get  rid 
of  the  landlords.  Then  I  had  to  lix)k  t<i 
the  other  alternative,  which  was,  first, 
reducing  the  landlords*  rent  by  30  per 
c^ut,  after  the  judicial  rent  had  been 
tiKed,and  after  the  reduction  made  by  the 
Act  o!  1887;  and  then,  after  things  had 
gone  on  pleasantly  for  a  year  or  two,  there 
is  the  unpleasant  alternative  shadowed 
forth  by  the  hon.  Members  for  Maycj  and 
the  Scotland  Division  of  Liverpool  of  a  re- 
pudiation of  the  obligations  of  the 
peiple.  So  that  when  another  difficulty 
<iccurs  the  people  w^ill  again  say  to  the 
landlord,  **  Down  with  another  30  per 
Sir  Waller  IL  Barttdot 


cent:**  until  they  got  the  unfortunatol 
landlord  into  a  corner,  and  prairie  value] 
will  be  all  he  will  get  for  his  land.  The^ 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for* 
Mid  Lothian  thought  something  of  that 
kind  might  occur,  and  that  was  why  he 
was  anxious  to  pass  his  Liiud  Bill  of 
1886.  In  these  circumstanoes,  I  think, 
the  Chief  Secretary,  being  forewarned, 
ought  to  be  forearmed,  and  that  we 
should  not  have  added  to  his  Bill  the 
scheme  of  the  Member  for  Cork,  which 
is  open  to  the  objection  which  I  have 
stated,  and  which  I  think  would  prove 
prove  a  cruel  one  for  the  landlords.  As 
to  the  scheme  of  local  self-government 
referred  to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingliam^  that  requires  niost  careful 
consideration,  and  I  will  only  say  i 
that  if  that  scheme  is  passed  at  the 
present  moment — if  all  the  resources 
of  Ireland  are  plivced  in  the  liands  of 
the  County  Councils  of  Ireland — hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  with  perhaps  the 
best  intentions,  will  be  able  to  mani- 
pulate the  Criunty  Councils,  and  things 
will  w<irk  into  their  hands  certainly  very 
much  against  the  interests  of  the 
landowners,  and  even  |jerha|is  for  some 
of  the  tenants,  for  whom  they  profe 
to  act,  I  hope  nothing  will  be  done  in" 
that  matter  without  due  consideration  j 
bnt  I  am  sure  the  Cliief  Secretary  has 
done  his  duty  in  all  matters  pertaining 
to  Ireland  to  the  best  of  his  ability. 
We  liave  never  had  a  Secretaiy  for 
Ireland  who  bus  more  earnestly  carried 
out  his  difficult  and  dangen»u8  task,  and 
I  hoj>e  the  House  wiU  now  concur  with 
him  and  assist  him  in  taking  care  that 
the  J I  resent  measure  which  he  has 
introduced  shall  be  so  amended  and  car- 
ried that  it  will  be  of  use  and  benefit  to 
Ireland  for  many  generations,  and  that 
it  will  do  a  great  deal  in  the  immediate 
future  towards  making  that  country 
contented,  pn)«perous,  and  happy.  I 
believe  that  when  the  tenants  are  in 
such  a  frame  of  mind  their  great  desire 
is  to  be  let  alone  in  the  position  in  which 
God  has  placed  them.  I  shall,  on  these 
grounds,  support  this  Bill. 

♦(4.26.)      Mb.    PIERCE    MAHONY 
(Meath,   N.) :    The    hon.   Member   whoJ 
has  just  sat  down  seemed  Uy  regard  most^ 
philosophically  the  idea  that  the  British 
taxpayer     will      become      the      owiier 
of  the   land  in   Ireland,   and  I  should 
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have  thought  that  the  illustration 
he  him-wlf  citctd  of  a  landlord  having  to 
piy  the  poi^r  rate  of  10s.  in  the  £\  and 
irig  no  rent  for  years  would  Imve 
n  a  warning  to  him  not  to  be  too 
eager  to  emhark  in  such  a  speculation. 
What  excellent  security  would  the  estate 
in  question  affoi'd  !  What  an  admir- 
able property  for  the  Briti.sh  taxpayer  to 
lend  his  money  on  !  After  the  remjirk* 
able  speech  delivered  by  the  right  hon, 
Oentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham last  nijiJfht,  we  are  in  some- 
what of  a  difficulty  in  discuasing  this 
measure.  I  tliink,  however,  from  the 
reception  given  by  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  criticisms  of  that  sixjech  by  the 
Member  f<tr  Dover,  that  I  am  entitled 
now  t«»  pnxseed  on  the  assumption  that 
the  suggestions  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Btrminghiun  will  not  be 
accepted  by  the  Grovemment,  and  there- 
fore I  contend  that  this  measure  will 
take  Irish  fiecurity  without  the  consent 
of  the  Irish  people,  that  it  will  be  par- 
tial in  its  operation,  will  settle  nothing, 
and  increase  the  difficulties  of  the  situa- 
tion. Uj  great  objection  to  the  Bill  is 
that  you  will  commit  a  gross  injustice 
by  taking  Irish  securities  without  con- 
sulting the  Irish  people,  and  against  their 
expressed  wishes.  You  are  going  to  take 
f  i*om  them  for  a  period  of  five  years  a  sum 
(»f  £40,000  annually,  which  you  have  ad- 
mitted the  Irish  people  are  justly  entitled 
to.  Hon.  Members  opposite  are  very  fond 
of  telling  us  that  one  of  the  great  causes 
of  difficulty  in  Ireland  is  the  poverty  of 
the  people.  Yet  you  are  taking  from 
them  for  five  years  £40,000  to  which 
they  are  entitled.  That  is  the  generosity 
of  the  English  Government.  Then  you 
«kre  going  to  lock  up,  if  necessary,  year  by 
year  £200,000,  in  addition  to  which  they 
are  also  justly  entitled  You  have 
no  right  to  take  this  money  against 
their  wishes,  not  for  the  benefit  of  the 
many^  but  the  few.  As  regards  con- 
tingent tecurities,  you  talk  about 
your  resp<^>nflibilitie8  in  Ireland.  One  of 
your  great  objections  to  Home  Rule  is 
that  you  cannot  relieve  yourselves  of  the 
rc'sponaibility  of  governing  in  Ireland. 
Hmw  are  you  going,  by  these  continsfent 
^:icuritie.s,  to  accept  that  responsibility  1 
Either  these  contingent  securities  are 
n.^cessary  or  they  are  not.  If  they  are 
not,  you  have  no  business  to  put  them 
intii  the   Bill.     If  they   are,    then  you 


most  admit  that  there  is  a  possibility  of 
theii'  l^eing  used  \  and  if  they  are 
used  you  incur  the  responsibility 
of  leaving  Irish  children  uneducated 
and  Irish  lunatics  and  paupers 
without  support.  There  are  two 
abstilutely  necessary  conditions  to 
any  scheme  of  purchase.  One  is  that  it 
must  be  complete,  and  the  second  that  it 
must  be  equitable.  Both  are  wanting  in 
the  present  scheme.  Personally,  I  doubt 
whether  it  is  a  very  wise  course,  after 
having  found  that  one  body  of  land- 
lords has  done  great  injury  to  the  country, 
to  create  another  body  of  landlords  as  a 
remedy  for  the  evil.  However,  that  is  a 
minor  point,  and  one  which  may  be 
practically  met  by  very  large  con- 
trolling powers  over  those  landlords  who 
are  to  be  created.  But  as  regards  the 
completeness  of  the  Government's 
scheme,  I  say  it  cannot  be  complete* 
We  are  entitled  to  know  from  the 
Goverament  whether  they  intend  this 
scheme  to  lie  a  final  one,  or  whether 
they  intend  to  act  on  the  same  lines 
until  they  liave  Ixjught  i)ut  all  the  land- 
lords in  Ireland.  I  press  that  point. 
About  the  circulating  fund,  I  want 
to  dispose  of  that^to  get  it  out  of 
the  way.  We  are  told  that,  when  the 
£33,000,000  is  si>ent,  there  will  be  stiM 
money  available  for  the  purchase  of 
land^  because  the  repayments  will  be 
available  for  fresh  purchases,  Hon. 
Members  forget  that  the  repayment  takes 
place  to  a  very  small  amount  eve^y  year 
at  compound  interest,  and  that  it  is 
in  the  last  few  years  that  the  real 
repayments  take  place.  Imagine  the  im- 
possibly favourable  circumstance  of 
the  £33,000,000  being  eacpended  this 
year!  What  would  be  the  posi- 
tion as  regards  repayment  in  1900! 
A  small  fraction  over  £3,000,000 
w^ould  have  been  repaid,  with  the 
result  that  you  would  have  killed,  or  put 
into  a  stiitc  of  somnolence  for  a  very 
long  period,  the  goose  that  laid  the 
golden  egg.  This  circulating  fund  is 
worth  nothing  for  practical  purposes ; 
therefore,  all  you  have  at  the  present 
moment  is  £33,000,000  provided  by  this 
Bill  I  think  it  is  admitted  that  any 
pai't'ml  scheme  of  purchase  in  Ireland 
will  lead  to  grt?at  discontent  and  great 
difficulty,  I  liave  here  some  very  weighty 
remarks  maxie  by  a  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  whom  the  Government  have  very 
3  P  2 
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great  confidence.  In  fact,  they  credit 
him  with  a  depth  of  sagacity  as 
regards  Ireland  tlmt  tht?y  would 
hardly  attributa  to  any  other  Member 
of  the  Government.  I  mean  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who,  in  a  24 
hours*  visit  to  Ireland  at  the  beginning 
of  1886,  was  able  to  alter  the  whcile 
poUcy  of  Her  Majesty  *s  Govern- 
ment  towards  Ireland.  I  refer 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  leader  of  the  House  (Mr.  W.  H, 
Smith).  Now,  on  April  16th,  1886, 
when  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lotbian  offered  to 
provide  X50,000,000  to  buy  out  the 
Irish  landlordsi  the  right  lion.  Gentleman 
(Mr*  W.  H.  Smith)  spoke  as  follows  : — 

'*  By  what  meaiw  is  the  Chaocellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  distingoiah  one  application  from 
another.  The  purchase  mnst  be  complete  or  it 
cannot  be  carried  out  at  all.  If  you  leave 
portions  of  IrelJmd  undealt  with  by  the  Bill  you 
will  leave  an  interest  which  will  be  an  object  of 
attack,  for  everyone  knows  that  if  there  is 
anything^  unpopular  in  Ireland  with  the  dis* 
tressed  classes  it  is  that  which  ts  prosperous  and 
Buoceflsful.  I  doubt  very  much  the  wisdom  of 
introducing- this  apple  of  discord.** 

If  you  were  going  to  introduce  an  apple 
of  discord  by  proposing  to  give 
£50,000,000  for  land  purchase  in  1886, 
I  sbould  like  some  explanation  as  to  how 
the  smaller  sum  of  £33,000,000  to  be 
given  in  1890  is  going  to  escape  the 
de&cription  of  being  an  **  Apple  of  dis- 
cord." We  are  entitled  to  know  why 
the  Goremment  have  changed  their 
minds  upon  this  point.  If  I  am  told  that 
they  have  not  changed  their  miiids^  and 
that  they  intend  to  go  on  untU  they 
Jiave  completed  huid  purchase,  we 
are  entitled  to  ask  how  they 
intend  to  go  on.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary said  the  Bill  will  put  no 
burden  on  the  British  taxpayer, 
because  he  has  got,  in  the  securities 
which  are  to  be  taken  under  the  powers 
of  the  Bill,  the  exact  amount  which 
will  guarantee  the  repayment  of  the 
£33,000.000,  But  that  amount  will  not 
settle  the  question  of  land  purchase. 
What  are  you  going  to  do  after  it  is 
spent  1  When*  are  you  going  to  get  the 
rest  of  the  money!  There  is  no  Irish 
security  left  for  it ;  you  must  go  to  the 
British  taxpayer.  If  that  is  your  position, 
I  think  it  m  your  boundeii  duty  to  say  so 
now,  and  not  to  leave  the  difficulty  to 
some  future  Government.  The  right 
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hon.  Gentleman  knows  that  there 
great  difficulty  in  this  matter,  that 
will  lead  to  a  reduction  of  rent^  and  tha 
it  will  be  the  cause  of  agitation.  That  tj 
clear  frf>m  his  own  obeervHtions 
introducing  the  Bill.  He  said  tliat 
large  a  reduction  as  from  £107  to  £6j 
may,  and  will,  produce  considerable  difl 
cnltj'  on  adjoining  estates  where  purchase 
may  have  taken  place.  Therefore,  he 
proposes  that  for  the  space  of  five  years 
the  reduction  shall  not  be  quite  so  Large. 
What  is  to  happen  when  fchose  five 
years  are  over  ?  We  will  have  a 
state  of  things  which  will  produce- 
considerable  difficulty  on  adjoining 
est^i-tes.  Therefore,  by  his  own  con- 
fession the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  only 
legislating  for  a  period  of  live  years,  and 
after  that  five  years  there  will  be,  accord- 
ing tL»  his  own  showing,  difficulty  and 
danger  on  the  adjoining  estates.  Now> 
Sir,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
alluded  to  the  Bill  of  1886,  and  told  us 
we  ought  to  be  grateful  to  the  Unio 
Party  for  having  saved  the  tenants 
Ireland  from  having  a  great  burden ' 
thrown  on  their  shoulders,  Buit  the 
right  lion,  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Ix)thian  in  1886  made  a  distinction 
between  the  gross  and  net  rent,  and  thi 
landlonl  was  only  to  receive  20  year 
purchase  on  the  net  rent,  and  the  result 
of  that  would  have  been  that  where 
the  tenant  would  have  paid  £80  a  yea 
the  Irish  State  would  only  have  had  to* 
pay  to  the  British  State  £60  or  £64  a 
year  on  the  loan,  and  the  difference 
between  these  two  sums  would  have 
gone  to  the  direct  benefit  of  the  Irish 
taxpayer,  and  it  would  have  formed  an 
absolute  security  to  the  British  tiixp^er. 
Before  the  British  taxpayer  could  lose  a 
single  farthing  the  Irish  State  would 
have  been  able  to  give  the  Irish  tenant  a 
reduction  varying  from  36  to  40  per 
cent,  and  still  liave  been  able  to  pay 
the  whole  of  its  debt  to  the  British  State* 
But  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
seems  to  have  forgotten  the  further  pro- 
tection afforded  by  Clause  15  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman *8  (Mr.  Gladstone's) 
Bill  That  clause  directed  the  -Land 
Commissioners  to  take  into  account  the 
circumstances  of  every  holding,  and  not  to 
advance  20  years'  purchase  unless  they 
thought  there  was  security*  Before 
tliat  Act  came  into  operation,  the  Land 
Commissioners  would  have  realised  tho 
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fall  it!  prices  which  has  prevented  them 
giiring  20  yeai-s"  purclmae  under  the 
Ashhounie  Act.  We  are  told  that  the 
terms  of  purchase  are  comparatively 
unimportant,  because  tlie  whole  thing  is 
based  on  freedom  of  contract.  We  have 
Iheard  of  freedom  of  contract  until  we 
are  sick  Why,  if  freedom  of  contract 
existed  in  Ireland  the  Act  of  1881 
■was  of  groBs  robbery  and  injustice. 
An  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  tiays 
til  at  that  was  an  act  of  gross 
robbery.  If  that  is  so^  in  the  name 
of  common  sense  and  honesty  why 
<did  he  support  the  present  Govern- 
m^^nt  in  extending  the  principle  of  that 
Act ;  because  he  supported  the  exten- 
sion of  the  Act  of  18811  Talk  about 
freedom  of  contract !  Not  only  did 
freedom  uf  ci>ritnict  not  exist  in  the  pist, 
but  even  at  present  it  does  not  exist  in 
regard  to  land  purchase  in  Ireland.  I 
bave  here  the  Official  Returns  to 
November  30,  188D.  They  refer  only  to 
the  Land  Purchase  Department  uji  to  that 
date.  Thei-e  were  2,188  cases  in  which  the 
Commissioners  refused  to  sacction  the 
terms  which  the  landlord  and  tenant  had 
-come  to*  Wc  do  not  know  their  reasons 
in  all  these  casL*8 ;  but  we  do  know  their 
reasons  in  743  cases,  because  in  thrse 
cases  the  tenants  had  agreed  voluntarily 
by  freedom  of  cf>ntract  to  pay  to  the 
landlords  £362,790,  and  the  Ijand  Com- 
missioners refused  to  sanction  the  terms 
thus  voluntarily  arrived  at ;  but  they 
flubsequently  canctioned  them  on  an 
:altemtion  of  the  terms  from  £362,000 
to  £302,000.  These  were  all  ea«es 
of  small  tenancies,  taking  the  average. 
In  those  743  cases,  by  some  means 
■or  another,  the  landlords  had  been 
able  to  c<3mpel  the  tenants  to  agree 
to  pay  £60,000  more  for  the  farms 
than  they  were  worth — tih  !  but  it  means 
more  thtiii  tliat,  for  the  present  Attorney 
■General  fur  Ireland,  in  his  wish  to  prove 
the  largeness  of  the  security,  said — 

**  Everybody  knows  in  Ireluod  that  in  a 
Jar^e  number  of  caoeii  the  interest  of  the 
'tenant  ixceeded  the  interest  of  the  landlord." 

For  my  part,  I  am  satisfied  il  the  House 
^ill  iiccept  the  proposition  that  in  all 
<»6es  of  dual  ownei^ship  the  tenant  haa 
«  real  property  of  some  value.  As  it  is, 
when  the  Land  Commissioners  send  their 
valuers^  tbey  value  the  whole  property 
«fi  they  find  it,  including  the  tenant's 
improvements,  as  well  as  the  landlord's 


interest ;  therefore,  in  these  745  cases  the 
tenants  have  been  compelled  voluntarily 
to  agree  to  pay  for  the  landlords* 
property  £60,000  more  than  the 
landlords  and  tenant's  property  com- 
bined is  worth.  Is  not  that  evidence 
of  compulsion  ?  If  it  is  not  I  do  not 
know  what  would  be.  If  these  men  do 
not  }H\j,  or  cannot  pay,  do  yon  not  think 
the  feeling  of  the  rest  of  the  Irish  people 
would  be  with  them  1  Yet,  if  they  do 
not  pay,  what  is  the  next  tiling  1  Their 
interest  has  to  be  sold.  The  Report  of 
the  Irish  Land  Commiasion  for  the 
year  ending  August,  1887,  i-efers  to  the 
cases  of  tenants  who  purchased  under 
the  Church  Act,  and  who  had  a  sense 
of  wrong  upon  their  minds,  and  whom 
their  neighbours  beheved  to  have  been 
unfairly  treated.    This  is  what  they  stiy — 

**■  '1  here  ho-s  be^ii  eome  tnrrease  alHO  in 
arrears  due  by  tenant  purchH^erif,  und  here  we 
think  it  our  ddty  to  bring  under  the  notice  of 
your  Excellency  the  very  aignificant  fact  that 
in  cHRes  whf^re  we  have  been  obliged  to  take 
legHl  prooe-dinga  againftt  euoh  purchasers  we 
have  Wn  able,  in  hardly  a  single  instance,  to 
efFeut  a  i^iU  oi  a  parchaaer*a  intdrust  against  his 
will.  Ah  one  example  of  the  diflicultiea  we 
havo  to  rontf^nd  with,  we  mention  the  follow- 
ifig  case  ia  the  Coonty  of  Ijouth.  A  purchaser 
and  mortgagor  who  owed  12  half-yearly 
instaloiiitits  wan  evicted  from  his  farm  after 
all  atlemptH  at  compromitia  had  fuilttd.  The 
farm  was  then  set  up  for  sale  by  ua»  and  we 
were  obliged  lo  buy  it  in»  as  the  sale  was  boy- 
cotted, i  be  farm  still  remains  an  our  bands, 
though  it  is  a  very  dt^iruble  piece  of  land, 
close  to  the  town  of  Ardee,  and  in  addition  to 
heavy  costs  and  expeDses  whirh  we  have 
alreiidy  incurred  we  have  now  to  p)iy  a  care, 
taker  to  takt)  charge  of  the  propt:rty.  The 
certainty  that  we  have  felt  that  a  similar 
rei;ult  would  fulbw  whenever  we  endeavoured 
tc  effect  a  sale  of  Ian  da  of  which  we  had  dis- 
potist'Siied  the  purchaser  for  non-payment  of 
his  liabilities  has  seriously  embarrassed  us*** 

So  tliat  not  only  had  the  British  tax- 
payer to  lose  his  money  tidvanced  for 
buying  the  piiiperty,  Imt  he  had  to  pay 
a  ca It? taker  to  loctk  after  the  property* 
I  think  I  have  shown  that,  under  the 
existing  system,  there  are  cases  in  which 
pressure  is  brought  to  bear  on  the  tenants 
to  induce  them  tti  make  unfair  bargains 
in  the  purchase  of  their  improvements. 
When  the  Ashbourne  Act  was  being 
extended  two  years  ago  I  tried  to  get 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  accept  an  Amend- 
ment which  would  prevent  the  tenant 
having  to  buy  hits  own  improvements.  I 
was  then  told  that  it  was  impossible 
that    such    an  Amendment     could     be 
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worked  ;  but  now  the  right  hoiu  Clentle- 
man  has  put  a  clause  in  this  Bill  which 
shows  that  in  certain  caseB  what  1  pro- 
posed can  be  done.  He  will  deal  with 
casef^  in  which  thei*e  is  an  agreement 
between  landlord  and  tenant  that  the 
Land  CommiR^ionera  shall  fix  the  price, 
but  he  will  not  meet  the  cases 
in  wkich  no  agreement  is  come  to, 
nor  where  under  unjust  pressure  the 
tenant  is  induced  to  make  an 
unfair  bargain.  What  is  the  state  of 
things  now  ?  There  are  at  the  present 
moment  in  Ireland  about  18,000 
persons  who  were  formerly  tenants,  but 
are  so  no  longer,  and  are  merely  cjire- 
takers.  Does  the  House  realise  the 
position  of  these  men»  who  cannot  legally 
get  btvck  the  possession  of  their  farms 
except  they  ca,n  agree  with  their  land- 
lords ?  Are  they  in  a  position  to  make  a 
free  bargain  ?  Will  not  the  temptation 
to  make  an  unjust  bargain  be  too  great 
for  them  ?  You  say  we  cannot  blow  hot 
and  cold  at  the  same  time  by  sfiying  the 
terms  are  toi>  favtmrable  to  the  landlonl 
and  too  unfavourable  to  the  tenant :  hut 
I  say  tiiat  that  is  not  the  ease.  Thert» 
are  substantial  tenants  in  Ireland  wlio 
can  well  take  care  of  themselves ;  but 
there  are  numerous  small  tenants  who 
.are  not  in  that  position,  but  who  are 
encumbered  by  unjust  arrears  and  who 
are  not  able  to  take  care  of  themselves 
in  the  same  way.  When  you  say  that 
those  tenants  who  are  more  favourably 
circumstanced  than  others  would  not 
join  in  repudiation^  I  ask  are  you  sure  of 
that?  Have  you  read  the  historj'  of 
Tipperary,  where  men  have  gone  out  and 
left  property  amounting  to  thousands  of 
pc»unds  rather  than  pay  a  compara- 
tively small  sum  to  the  Member  for 
South  Hunts  which  would  help  him  in 
his  warfare  against  their  felhiw  tenants 
in  Cork.  I  may  add  that  I  served  on 
the  Commission  for  the  relief  of  distress 
in  the  congested  districts  of  Ireland- 
I  listened  with  great  interest  tt»  the 
remarks  oi  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  on  the  subject  of  the 
congested  districts.  The  hon.  Memlx^r 
speaks  on  this  subject  with  an  authority 
and  knowledge  that  I  cannot  pretend  to, 
and  he  has  the  oonfidence  of  the  poor 
people  of  the  congested  districts,  which 
the  Government  lack.  In  these  districts 
there  is  an  amount  of  distrust  and  sus- 
picion of  the  Goverjiment  that  is  not 
Mr,  Pieixc  Mahwiy 


equalled  in  any  other  part  of  Ireland 
owing  to  past  m^isgovemment.  Right 
hon.  Gentlemen  claim  our  consideration 
for  this  portion  of  the  Bill,  but  what  is 
it  going  to  do  for  the  con^^eated  districts  7 
They  could  not  do  anything  without 
funds,  and  the  Bill  did  not  pn)fe9S  to 
find  funds  for  carrying  out  public  works 
or  improvements  in  these  districts  except 
some  mei-ely  nominal  in  amount,  Th^ 
money  prt>vided  by  the  Chief  Secretary 
was  not  for  the  purpose  of  impniving  the 
districts,  but  for  the  purpose  of  prt>tect- 
ing  the  British  tfixpiyer,  and  that  money 
is  to  be  provided  from  a  purely  Irish 
source,  H  you  desire  to  do  anything  to 
promote  the  industrial  prosperity  of  these 
districts  you  must  devi:>te  your  attention 
mainly  to  the  iishing  industi^-,  and  you 
cannot  develop  the  fishing  on  the  West 
Coast  unless  you  build  several  good  and 
safe  harbmrs,  and  you  have  no  funds  ]»ro- 
vided  in  the  Bill  for  thatpurpose.  The  ^K*<>• 
pie  also  require  boats  of  considemble  size 
bat  theit^  are  no  funds  providi-d  for  that 
pui*pofie.  I  have  heard  it  said  that  the 
people  on  the  West  Coost  are  not  capiible 
of  using  large  boatfi»  but  thai  is  not  true. 
Before  the  famine  they  had  large  bt>ats. 
The  people  of  the  Island  of  Arran  had 
several  large  boats  which  they  used  with 
skill ;  but  during  the  years  of  terrible 
trial  and  distress,  these  l»oats  were  lost. 
If  they  could  lie  restored,  there  is  no 
doubt  that  the  fishing  industry  could 
again  l>e  prosecuted  successfully.  As  to 
migration,  hon.  Gentlemen  opptsit© 
scoff  and  sneer  at  the  idea  ;  but  do  they 
realise  the  peculiar  condition  of  many 
parts  of  Mayo  ?  I  know  a  district  8  or  10 
miles  from  the  town  of  Westport,  where 
the  people  are  living  on  patelies  i  f  re- 
claimed hogf  and  where,  a  few  3^ears  ago,, 
we  had  to  start  public  works  in  ordier 
to  save  the  populatit>n  from  starva- 
tion. Well,  in  spite  of  the  miserable 
condition  of  these  people,  there  was,  clo^e 
at  hand,  a  large  tract  of  land  of  infinitely 
lietter  quality  than  that  they  endeav» aired 
to  exist  upon  which  was  going  back  to  a 
state  of  nature  and  barrenness  for  w^ant 
of  tillage.  Surely  migration  ctmld  he 
effected  in  this  district  to  advantage ; 
and  thevi}  are  other  instances  of  a  like 
nature  I  could  mention  if  it  were  neces- 
soiy.  In  conclusion,  I  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  if  he  will  deign  to  listen  to  a 
t'cnuii'k  from  one  of  the  rank  and  tile  rf 
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the  Irish  Party;  to  answer  mt;  two 
questionn  at  some  later  stage  ;  fii*st,  what 
right  he  considers  tJie  Government  liave 
ie  a  matter  affecting  Ireland  alone  to  take 
Irish  taxation  for  a  benefit  of  a  aectioii 
of  the  jjeople  a^inst  the  declared  wish 
of  the  vant  majority  of  the  taxpayers  of 
Ireland ;  and,  secondly,  is  thig  intended 
t'l  be  the  final  settlement  of  the  land 
question  in  Ireland  ?  Is  this  Bill  the 
beginning  and  the  end,  or  is  there 
another  Bill  behind  it  ?  If  it  Is  not  a 
final  settlement,  thexii  having  taken  by 
forcL?  all  the  Irish  securities  to  provide 
for  this  Bill^  how  is  he  going  to  find  the 
money  for  the  final  settlement  without 
coming  to  the  British  taxpayer?  I  ask 
him  aB  a  matter  of  honoar  and  consis- 
tency to  make  that  clear  and  nnmistake- 
able  to  the  House,  and  to  say  whether  it 
is  intended  at  some  future  time  to  come 
directly  to  the  British  taxpayer  for 
further  powers,  and  not  to  try  and- 
shelter  himself  behind  the  sham  argut 
ment  that  this  Bill  does  not  really  rest 
on  British  security* 

♦(5.9.)  The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER 
OV  WORKjS  (Mr.  Plun&et,  Dublin 
University)  :  I  shall  only  ask  the  House 
to  give  me  its  indulgence  for  a 
short  time  whilst  I  endeavour  to 
explain,  in  a  very  general  way,  the 
reason  why  I  intend  t.o  ^ive  my 
hearty  support  to  this  measure  ;  and  in 
doing  so  I  shall  ask  the  leave  of  the 
House  to  speak,  not  so  much  as  a 
Member  of  the  Goviamment  to  which  I 
have  the  honour  to  belong,  but  rather 
as  an  Irishman  anxious  for  the  wel- 
fare of  my  countrymen,  and  as  a 
Representative  of  a  section  of  the 
community,  especially  in  the  South- 
West  of  Ireland,  who  have  not  much 
representation  otherwise  in  this  House, 
I  could  not  expect  the  House  to  listen 
to  me  were  I  to  pretend  to  examine  all 
the  objections  wliich  have  been  raised 
to  this  measure  ;  but  I  desire*  to  call 
attention  to  the  extraordinary  fact  tliat 
hardly  any  two  hon.  Members  on  theojv 
posite  side  of  the  House  have  based  their 
opposition  to  the  Bill  upon  the  same 
ground*  The  right  hon.  Member  for  the 
Bridge  ton  Division  of  Glasgow  (Sir 
G.  Trevelyan),  who  si^oke  first  on 
behalf  of  the  English  Opp«>8ition, 
aaid  tliat  he  should  be  in  favour 
of    any    measure     that    would     enable 


substantial    tenants   to    purchase    their 
holdings,    while    the    hon.   Member    for 
Cork,  who  spoke  first  on  behalf  of  tlie  Irish 
Opposition,   asserted    that    such    tenants 
are  well  able  to  take  earn  of  themselves, 
and  that    he  would  give  such   facilities 
only    to  the  smaller    occupiers.     Other 
hon.  Members   declare  that   the  tenants 
will  not  avail  themselves  of  the  uTiattrac- 
tive   terms   offered    by    the    Bill,    while 
others,  again,  asseit  that  there  vnll  be  a 
rush  to  participate  in    those    advantages, 
which  will  l>e    followed    by    general    re- 
pudiation  on   the  part  of    the    tenants* 
Then  it  is  also  snid  that    only  good  land* 
loixis    T^'ill    sell    their  estates  under  the 
pif^visiuns  of  the  Bill,  while,  hii  the  other 
hand,  it  is  complained  that  tlte  i^'o<xl  land- 
lords   will    have    no    chance    of    selling 
under  the    Government    proposal.     It  ia 
further  alleged  that    this  Bill  should    be 
resisted   because   it  is   an  insidious   at- 
tempt to  wean  the  Irish  people  from  their 
adhesion  to  Home  Rule  ;  while,   on   the 
other  hand,    it  is  with  equal  confidence 
boasted  that  the  more   indeix^ndent  you 
make  the  tenant  as  a  peasant  proprietcfr, 
the   more   admirable    u    Nationalist   he 
becomes.         Then      it      is      said      that 
£33,000,000   is   too    much    to   provide ; 
while,  on  the  other  hand,  it  is  insisted  that 
that   sum   is   not   hiiJf  enough.      These 
objections,    therefore,    are    inconsistent 
and  mutually  destructive  of  each  other. 
Yet  all  these  objectors  are,  or  have  been, 
ardent  advocates  of  some  scheme  of  hind 
purchase  for  Ireland.       jlgain,  the   hon. 
Member  for  Northampton    (Mr.  Labou- 
chereX  supptjrted  by   '*  patriotic  fibi^*  ■' — 
as  he  described  it — stiid  we   ought   not, 
under  any  circumstances,  to  make  any 
advance  upon  British  credit forthecreutiou 
of   a    pjasiint    proprietor;    and,     finally, 
what  struck  me  most  of  all  was  that  the 
pion.  Gentleman  who   has  just  sut  di^wu 
intimated  to  the  House  that  he  was  dis- 
posed very   much    to   doubt  whether   it 
would  be  a  good  thing  to  establish  peasant 
proprietors  in  Ireland^  because  that  would 
be  establishing  a  new  class  of  Irish  hind- 
lords.     Well,  I  am  under  the  impression 
that  the  hon.  Member  himself  is  either 
a  purchaser  or   a  seller  under  the  Ash- 
bourne Act* 

*Mr.  MAHONY  :  I  purt^hased  a  small 
farm  from  my  brother,  who  had  sold 
his  property  to  the  i^st  of  the  tenants 
in  a  certain  district,  and  as  I  hapi>eued 
to  hold  a  farm  I  also  purchased. 
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*Mr.  PL0NKET I  The  hon-  Member 
irnist  not  inuigine  I  am  charging  him 
with  any  offence  ;  but  it  strnck  me  as  a 
strange  thing  that  this  throwing  doubt 
on  the  general  policy  of  the  Act  slionld 
come  almost  aloae  from  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  has  himBL*lf  availed  of  the  pro- 
visions of  a  similar  measure. 

♦Mr,  MAHONY  :  Under  the  original 
Act  Ijefore  coercion, 

♦Mb,  PLUNKET  :  Tliere  have  besides 
K^en  two  or  three  suggestions  of  alterna- 
tive schemes  ;  but  it  oocmrrs  to  me,  as  I 
believe  it  will  to  many  outside  the  House, 
that  opposition  of  this  kind  is  not  of  a 
very  formidable  character.  There  in  eon- 
fusion  in  the  camp  and  conflict  within 
tha  ranks  of  our  assailants,  and  if  those 
wh  »  liave  put  forward  these  various  ob- 
jections and  different  schemes  should 
sujceed  in  all  getting  together  in  on© 
Lobby,  they  will  form  for  the  moment  a 
C50  igeriea  of  atoms  ;  but  it  does  not  follow 
that  their  attitude  and  conduct  will 
amount  to  a  solid,  ctmsistent,  or  stimmg 
opposition  to  the  measure  which  is  now 
before  the  Houne*  For  myself,  I  Rupp<irt 
this  Bill  beci^use  I  believe,  in  the  first 
place,  that  it  will  be  of  great  advantage 
t>  all  chissi^s  v{  the  Insh  people.  It  will 
*»♦*  80,  because,  as  far  as  it  goes,  it  will 
mirk  great  progress  in  the  diii^ctlon  of 
getting  rid  of  the  conflict  l^etween  laud- 
loids  and  tenants,  which  has  ever  been  such 
a  hindrance  to  the  prosperity  of  the  on© 
great  industry  of  Ireland.  It  will  release 
t  le  country  from  the  troublt*  and  shame 
that  have  b^jen  brought  upon  it  for  a  long 
tirne^  and  recently  in  an  acute  form,  b}^ 
the  conflicts  between  landlords  and 
tenants.  That  has  always  been,  as  all 
who  have  spoken  or  written  on  the 
history  of  Ii-eland  agi'ee,  the  one  great 
source  of  difficulty  and  danger  in 
Ireland*  But  if  that  source  of 
dtflicalty  and  danger  wfw  great  in 
former  times,  how  mucli  greater 
has  it  become  since  the  passing 
of  the  Land  Actof  l^tSl.  WhatL'ver  the 
m  'rits  or  demerits  of  that  Act  may  be, 
wliich  is  a  (juestion  I  will  not  enter  into 
at  this  moment,  the  Act  of  1881 
created  dual  ownership  in  two  persc^ns 
w'l »  must  have  oppt>site  interests  and 
objects.  Tlie  situation  was  summt'd  up 
in  a  single  phrase  by  Lord  Dufferin,  when 
he  said  that  the  Land  Actof  1881  was 
an  attempt  tf>  ]»ut  two  mm  into  one  bed 
nnder  one  bliuiket;  one  niMi  was  suro  ti 
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kick  away  nt  the  other  until  he  has 
succeeded  in  kicking  him  on  to 
the  door,  and  thus  securing  the 
whole  bed  and  blanket  to  himself. 
A  broader  ground  on  which  I 
myself  would  advocate  the  adoption  of 
the  Bill,  even  if  much  greater  risk  and 
difficulty  were  involved  in  it,  is  that  it 
will  help  to  modify  the  political  dea.fl* 
lock  in  which  we  are  fixed  fromj 
the  present  social  amdition  of  IrelandJ 
I  am  not  now  going  to  argue  fully 
matter  of  such  immediate  controversy/l 
as  the  effect  which  the  creation  of  a 
large  number  of  peasant  prt>prietor8  is 
likely  ti  have  on  the  Home  Rule 
movement.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr  Parnell)  says  that  he  is  confident 
that  the  Bill  will  strengthen  the  Home 
Rule  movement.  But  I  remember 
that  at  the  commencement  of  the  Lontj 
League  agitation  those  who  invented 
declared  that  they  bad  found  it  nee 
sary,  in  order  to  induce  the  Irish  people 
to  take  an  active  and  energetic  part  in 
it,  to  use  the  land  question  as  a  steam- 
engine  in  order  to  drag  along  the 
national  question.  It  has  occurred  to  me 
that  if  the  land  question  were  settled 
and  the  steam-engine  were  thus  un- 
hooked, the  speed  of  the  train  might 
slacken,  and  before  long  it  might  come 
to  a  standstill.  Setting  that  aside, 
however,  I  am  convinced  that  so  lor 
as  the  minds  of  tlio  Irish  people 
agitated  in  regard  to  a  great  predominant' 
interest  like  the  limd  question,  it  is 
impcsssible  to  carry  on  a  system  of  self- 
government,  at  all  events  of  representa- 
tive government  by  political  parties;  fof 
841  long  ns  this  question  is  open  it  is 
in  vain  to  appeal  to  the  tenant- fanners 
upon  any  other  subject  of  public  im- 
portance whatever.  The  Irish  people 
are  consolidated  by  that  question,  and 
progress  must  lie  retarded  for  all 
other  reforms  until  that  controversy 
is  eliminated  from  the  discussion 
of  public  affairs*  I  advocate  this 
measure  als^^t  in  the  interests  of  tlie 
tenant.  Whatever  may  be  said  by  those 
who  represent  them  in  this  House,  1 
believe  the  tenantry  of  Ireland  do  take  a 
most  keen  and  deep  interest  in  the  success 
of  Some  such  scheme  of  Land  Purchase* 
The  sseal  and  energy  with  which  tenants 
have  thrown  themselves  into  the  ex]jeri- 
mentfi  which  have  been  already  made  ii 
a  sufficient  confirmation  of  what  I  say. 
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The  master  paaaion  of  every  Irish  tenftnt 
is  the  absolute  possession  of  the  land  on 
which  he  waa  bom.  All  this  was  acknow- 
ledged by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the 
Bridge  ton  Division  when,  speaking  for 
the  Government  of  1884,  he  said — 
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'*  The  Govern  men  t  earnestly  believed  that 
th<^  Bocial  and  political  state  of  Ireland  waa 
*BUch  that  there  never  waa  a  country  in  the 
world  in  which  it  was  more  imnnrtant  that 
thutie  who  tilled  the  land  should  aUo  own  it." 

Oreat  success  hfls  attended  the  measures 
that  liave  been  already  passed  with  this 
purpose.  In  almost  every  instance  in 
which  tenants  have  been  made  owners 
there  has  been  seen  a  most  marked 
improvement  in  their  condition.  There 
have  been  si^s  of  contentment  and 
prosperity  in  their  homeSf  and  there  has 
been  peace  in  their  localitiefl.  And  now, 
Bit,  let  us  look  at  it  from  the  Irish 
landlords'  point  of  view,  Tlieir  position 
at  the  present  time  is  one  of  exti'eme 
'difliculty  and  danger.  For  many  years 
Abuse  has  been  heaped  upon  them — 
mark  you,  not  upon  the  bad  ones  only, 
but  upon  the  Irish  landlords  as  a  claHs, 
and  they  have  been  singled  out  and 
marked  down  for  destruction  as  a  class 
for  a  well-defined  political  purpose.  Of 
course  1  do  not  deny  that  there  have  been 
landlords  whose  conduct  I  should  bo  the 
last  to  defend,  but  they  have  always 
formed  a  small  minority  among  the 
landlords  of  Irelimd,  and  here  to- 
-day  I  claim  for  that  body,  as  a 
whole,  that  whenever  tlieir  conduct  has 
been  brought  under  the  review  of  any 
fair  and  impartial  tribunal  they  have 
passed  through  tlie  ordeal  scatheless. 
We  may  be  sure  that  we  have  heard  the 
worst  that  can  be  said.  Vigilant  eyes 
are  ever  on  the  watch.  Every  ermr, 
great  and  smalUhas  been  paraded  on  the 
political  sta^e  and  dragged  under  the 
limelight  of  public  opinion.  Their  cnn- 
•dnct  during  the  famine  time  has  l)eon  de- 
scribed as  that  of  ogres  and  monsters. 
It  has  somehow  or  itther  been  made  a 
■charge  against  the  landloixls  thnt  they 
were  responsible  for  that  aw^il  calamity 
when  fur  two  years  the  food  of  the 
pi?  jple  rotted  in  the  ground.  I  will 
not  defend  thetn  in  words  of  my 
•own.  Let  me  read  to  the  House 
what  was  said  of  them  in  Xew  Ireland 
by  Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan^  tlmn  whom  no 
-one  waa  better  able  to  speak  on  this 
flnbject  with  knowledge  and  nuthoHty— 


**  The  conduct  of  the  Irish  landlords  through- 
out the  famine  period  haa  bteu  variguwly 
described  and  has  been,  I  believe,  getierally 
condemned.  I  consider  the  cenfiure  viaited  on 
them  too  sweeping.  I  hold  it  to  he  in  aome 
respects  cruelly  unjust/' 

Then,  after  condemning  many  of  the 
landlords  individually,  and  es])ecially 
the  absentees,  and  referring  to  cases  of 
heartless  conduct  on  their  part  "here 
and  there,"  he  continues — 

*'  But  graotiag  all  that  has  to  be  entered  on 
the  dark  debtor  side,  the  overwhelming  balance 
18  the  other  way.  The  bulk  of  the  resident 
Irish  landlords  manfully  did  their  best  in  that 
dread  hour.  No  adequate  tribute  has  ever 
been  paid  to  the  memory  of  those  Irish  land- 
lords, and  they  were  men  of  ever?  party  and 
creed,  who  perished  martyrs  to  duty  in  that 
awful  time  ;  who  did  not  fiy  the  plague-reeking 
workhouse  or  fever*tainted  court.  Their 
names  would  make  a  goodly  roll  of  honour. 
If  they  did  too  little  compared  with  what  the 
landlord  c1iij»  in  Kngfland  would  have  done  in 
a  similar  caaot  it  waa  hecause  little  waa  in  their 
power.  The  famine  found  mont  of  the  refideat 
landed  gentry  of  Ireland  on  the  brink  of  ruin. 
They  were  heritors  of  estates  heavily  over- 
weighted with  the  debts  of  a  bygone  genera- 
tion. Broad  landa  and  lordly  mansions  were 
held  by  them  on  settlements  and  conditions  that 
allowed  Hmall  scope  for  the  exercise  of  indivi- 
dual liberality.  To  these  landlords  tbe  failure 
of  one  year's  rental  receipts  meant  mortgage, 
foreclosure,  and)hopeleBH  ruin.  Yet  cases  might 
be  named  by  the  score  in  which  such  men 
scorned  to  avert  by  pressure  on  thetr  suffering 
tenantry  the  fato  they  s<iw  impending  over 
themselves.    They  '  went  down  with  the  ship.*  *' 

This  is  the  impartial  summing  up  of  a 
man  who,  if  ever  there  was  one,  was  the 
tenant's  friend,  and  who»  from  per- 
sonal experience^  knew  well  the 
history  of  that  time.  F<ir  a  while  after 
the  famine  better  and  happier  fortunes 
came  upon  Ireland,'  and  prosperity 
seemed  determined  to  return  to  the 
country,  I  remember  that  all  claj-sefi 
were  full  of  brighrer  hopes  for  the 
fature.  The  relations  of  landloi-ds  and 
tenants  greatly  improved,  and  juat  before 
the  year  1879  the  number  of  evictions 
had  fallen  to  sometliing  like  one* 
fortieth  what  they  had  been  in  the 
famine  time,  1  will  nc»t  quota  the 
Reports  of  Commissions,  lest  I  should 
be  t<:tld  they  were,  more  or  less, 
landk)rds'  Commissions  ;  but  I  will 
quote  the  words  of  tlie  right  lion.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Ltithian  (Mr.  W.  K.  Gladstone), 
who,  in  intnjdueitjg  the  Land  Bill  of 
1881,  referred  to  the  RefKirtof  the  Bess- 
borough  Commission,  which  he  said  was, 
"certainly  not  deficient  in  popjlar 
BympathieK.''     He  also  said: — 
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*'  We  do  not  think  it  just  to  propoBe  legisla- 
tion  oa  thin  great  mutter  on  tlie  ground, 
wbether  express  or  imphnd,  of  great  misconduct 
on  the  part  of  the  limdlords  of  IreUnd.  Un  the 
oontr&ry^  &a  «  rule,  they  have  stood  their  trial, 
and  thej  have  been,  a«  a  rule,  acquitted." 

Again,  in  1886,  the  right  hon.  Gentltiinaii 
brought  in  hia  Land  Purchase  Bill,  and 
said  that  he  had  to  frame  au  indictment 
against  the  Insh  landlords,  but  he 
added- — 

*'  I  frntno  that  indictment  against  many  in  the 
pa«t»  but  agrdnst  fei^,  I  hope,  in  the  present/* 

It  was  upon  that  judgment  of  the  action 
of  the  Irish  landlords  of  this  generation 
tliat  the  right   hon.   Gentleman   framed 
those  t\vo  great  proponalg  he  made  for  the 
settlement  of   the    Ii'ish    land    question. 
But  ai^uing   this  Session   in  the  Deb  kte 
on    the    Parnell   Commission    the    right 
hon.    Gentleman   said  the   large    redno 
tdous  of   rent  liad  forced  to   his  mind  a 
difiBerent  conviction  and  conclusion ;  and 
jret  only  the  other   day  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Bridget* m 
Division  said  that  the   landlords  in    Ii-e- 
knd  had  no  right  to   complain    if   they 
had  had  their  rent«    cut  down,  because 
tht^  reductions  had  bt^'n  much  larger  in 
the  case  of  the  Knglish  landlords.     We 
may  be  told  that  the   English   landlords 
made     reductions    voluntarily,    whereas 
the  Irish  landlords  were  compelled  by 
Act  of  Parliament  to  reduce  their  rents. 
What  I  havr*  to   say   is,   that   from    the 
time  the  Land  League  was   institut-ed   it 
was  not  pejBsible  for  the   Irisli    landloixis 
to  make  reductions  in    a    friendly    spirit 
in  any  place  wheit^  the  Land  League  had 
the  power  to  prevent  them.     The  object 
of  the  Land  Leaguers  was  not   to  make 
the    landlord   system    tolemble,   bat    \^ 
make  it  intolerable,  in  order  that  it  might 
be     abolished.       Conciliation     between 
landlord  and  tenant  in  Ireland  was  made 
impoHsible.     The  door  was   shut   in    the 
face  of  [my  attempt  on   the    part   of  the 
landlord  to  come  to  terms  with  his  tenanted 
I  am  sorry  to  detain  the  House  so  long 
upon  this  subject,  hut  the  Irish  landlonis 
have    but   few   Representatives    in    this 
House,  and  as  they  have  been  so  rouorlily 
uaedin  recent  times,   it  is  not,  I  think, 
unfair   that    I    sliould  defend  them.     1 
am  glad  to  say  that  in  many    ptirts   of 
Ireland  it   was    not    in    the    ix)wer    of 
agitatt^rs  or  anyone  else  to  step  in    be- 
tween  landlord  and  tenant,  and   that  in 
those    pai-ts   of  the  country  there  have 
Mr.  Plunkti 


always  been,  and  there  still  continue  to 
be,  happy  and  friendly  relations  between 
landlord  and  tenant.     There  is  only  one- 
other  accusation   that   is  hurled  at    thfr 
heads  of  the  Irish  landlords  that  I  wnnt 
to  refer  to.     The  right  hon.  gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby,   who  has  lately 
made  himself  a  pastmaster  in  the  art  of 
denouncing  the  Irish  landlords,  says  that 
now  the  English  GarriBon  want  to  aban^ 
don  their  jxxiits  and  carry  off  the  plunder. 
Sir,   there    is    no    ground    or    founda- 
tion whatever  for  such  an  accusation,  and 
I   challenge  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ta 
produce  any  warrant  for  it.     The  grettt 
landlords  of  Ireland  who  have    been  ta 
the  p^isition  to  sell  their  estates  t<^  their 
tenants  have  not  left  the  country,  and 
they  have  declared  over  and  over  again, 
both    in    speeches    and    in    resolutions 
which  they  have  agreed  tJ  at  the  meet- 
ings  of  the  Association  that    repreaeati 
them,  that  their  desii*e   is  to  remain   in 
the  ctiuntry,  and  that  the  ground  upoti 
which  they  support  this  Bill  is,  as  stated 
by  Lf>rd  Waterford  the   other  day,   that 
although  there  is  much  in  the  Bill   'hat^ 
is    injurious    and   destructive    of    their 
interests,  they  regard  the  meaHure  as  a 
great  stntA^smanlike  measure  ft»r  the  im* 
provement  of  the  genend  condition   of 
the  country.     Tliey  desire  hi  live  in  their 
own  homes,  amongst  their  nwn    (leople, 
and  they  desire   to  Uve  on  mon*  happy 
and    friendly   terms   than   in    tin*    yjast^ 
While  they  i^cqgniae  the  injury-  which, 
in  many  instances,  this  Bill  must  wurlc, 
they    realise    the   despemte    ijosition   in 
which    they   have    been  placed.     Their 
projierty   litis  l»een   reduced  enormomsly 
in  its  value  to  them  by  a  reckless  agita- 
tion, and  rendered  absolutely  unsaleable 
by    the    agency    of    boycotting,    as    ihi? 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  h^ted  tha 
other   night,  and  they  are,  at  the  siime 
time,  threatened  by  the    Party  oppcsifce 
with  measures  for  further  reducijig  their 
rents — measures  which   the  stime   Party 
only   a  ftw  years   ago   declaimed    t<>   be 
unjust  and  indefensible  in  principle,  and 
which     will     almost     aimihilate     what 
remains     of     the     landlord's     projMTty. 
Tliey  have  been  accused,  on  tvlse  testi- 
mony,   cin     reckless    exaggeration    and 
monstrous    falsehood ;    they    have    been 
senti^nced   to  an    unjust    sentence,  and 
now  they  are    to    l>e    *'  left   for   execu- 
tion "  by  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite^ 
who  have  placed  them  in  this  position 
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of  difficulty  and  peril  by  the  Aofc  of 
1881  —  the  Act  by  which  those  right 
hon.  Geutlemen  promised  that  what 
property  remained  to  them  sliould  be 
absolutely  secured  to  them.  Speaking  in 
my  capa<:^ity  oi  an  Ii'ish  Member^  1  wu^ih  to 
say  I  cannot  hide  from  myself  the  fact 
that  some,  at  least,  of  the  landlords 
of  Ireland  may  be  exposed  to  consider- 
able injury  by  some  of  the  proriaions  of 
this  measure,  but  I  feel  very  oonfident 
that  if  Amendments  to  such  clauses  of 
the  Bill  should  be  pi-oposed  not  incon- 
sistent with  its  pz^inciplt'S — not  inconsis- 
tent with  wlmt  is  rl^ht  and  reasonable, 
this  House  will  listen  to  such  arguments 
fis  may  be  advanced  in  auppc>rt  of  them 
in  a  spirit  of  fairness  atid  justice  to  this 
unhappy  class  of  men.  There  is  only 
one  other  subject  on  which  I  wish  to 
make  an  nbservatiun,  and  it  is  the 
propijsals  with  regai-d  to  the  congested 
districts.  Thou£<h  I  listened  with  ad- 
miration, as  I  often  do^  to  the  eloquence— 
the  somewhat  volcanic  eloquence — of 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayes 
I  must  say  that  when  he  camo  to 
deal  witli  tliat  ^mrt  of  the  Bill 
which  affects  more  particularly  his  own 
constituents  and  those  parti  of  the 
country  which  lie  close  to  the  con- 
stituency he  represents,  I  heai*d  witli 
great  regret  the  tone  in  which  he  spoke. 
Whatever  you  may  tliink  of  the  relations 
of  landlord  and  tenant  in  other  parts  of 
Irolandf  however  much  you  nmy  be 
heated  by  Party  debate  and  Party  passion, 
\b  it  ni»t  worth  while  for  Irislimen  on 
both  sides  to  lay  aside  such  feelings  and 
prejudices  in  tbe  presence  of  the  pn>blem 
which  is  here  brought  before  us?  Tliis 
is  the  first  honest  and  great  attempt  that 
has  ever  been  made  tij  deal  with  this 
part,  the  saddest  pai-t,  of  the  Irish  social 
problem .  Whate  v  er  may  be  t h  e  pTOs^ye  r ity 
of  the  rest  of  Ireland,  there  is  always 
a  certain  amount  of  distiess,  if  not  exist- 
ing, at  all  events  hovering  over  the 
parts  of  tlie  countr}^  which  are  called  the 
congested  districts.  I  have  spent  a  great 
deal  of  my  life  in  some  portions  of  the 
congested  districts  of  the  West  of  Ireland. 
The  people  who  Uve  there  are,  in  t^ood 
seasons,  a  light-hearted  and  happy  people. 
They  live  in  wonderful  contentment, 
notwithstanding  the  hard  circumstances 
of  their  case  ;  but  whenever  a  time  of 
falls  upon  Ireland,  when  the 
are  unfavourable,  wlien  the  food 
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of  the  people  fails,  then  thei'©  comes  a 
cry  of  agony  and  great  distress  froca 
that  desolate  part  of  the  island*, 
there  comes  a  crj^  like  the  hollow 
hopeless  sound  of  the  waves  when 
they  break  upon  the  inliospitable  rocks, 
of  the  coast — a  wail  of  miseiy  and 
despair.  There  is  no  subject  in  the 
whole  range  of  Irish  social  and  prjlitical 
history  so  sad  and  so  difficult  to  deal  with 
as  the  question  of  these  congested 
districts.  The  Government  of  the 
present  day  have,  at  all  events^  en- 
deavoured to  face  this  state  of  things^ 
and  I  apj>eal  to  the  House  whether 
it  would  not  be  better  for  the  hotu 
Member  for  East  Mayo  Ui  apply  his 
great  ability  and  knt^w^ledge  of  the  case 
in  assisting  the  Government^  if  he  can, 
to  deal  with  this  awful  or  terrible 
difBculty*  mther  than  to  heap  contempt 
uptm  them  and  to  throw  every  possible 
obstacle  in  the  way  of  their  solving  the- 
problenu 

Mr.  DILLON  :  Tliat  is  exactly  what  I 
expressed  a  readiness  tti  do. 

♦Mr.  PLimKET  :  I  am  extremely 
glad  now  to  learn  that  I  misunder- 
stood the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  if  he 
will  really  go  into  this  business 
with  us  he  will  find  there  is  not 
a  Member  on  this  side  of  the  House 
who  is  not  as  eager  as  he  is  to  help  the 
Cfmgested  districts  in  their  difficulties. 
And  now,  befoi-e  I  sit  down,  I  venture 
to  congratulate  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chief  Secretary  on  the  duty  which 
has  fallen  to  him,  and  the  great  oppor- 
tunity, the  great  and  well-deserved  and 
well-earned  opportunit}%  which  he  has 
achieved  for  dealing  with  the  Irish  laud 
question.  Two  tasks  the  present  Go- 
vernment undertook  when  they  accepted 
office,  besides,  of  coui*se,  the  main  ten 
ance  of  tlie  legislative  union  between 
the  two  countries.  The  une  was  to 
restore  order  in  Ireland,  to  estabbsh  the 
sovereignty  of  the  law  of  the  Queen,. 
and  to  make  safe  and  sui'e  what  we  con- 
sidered was  then  wanting  in  many  ]>laces 

— i n d  i vid ual  1  i be rty ,  Bu 1 1 h e  sec  md  ta^k 
was  to  do  something  by  prnetical 
legislntinn  for  the  material  prosperity  of 
Ireland,  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chief  Secretary  has,  in  my  judgment, 
with  extraordinary  ability  and  coumge 
and  industry  achieved  almost  completely 
the  first  task  we  undertook  to  perform. 
Save    in  a   few  ant   isolated   parts   of^ 
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Ireland  where  the  wretched  knd  war 
18  still  waged,  peace,  order,  liberty  and 
respect  for  law  have  been  restored, 
restct^d  far  faster  than  I^thongh  I 
knciw  something  of  the  country  and  of 
itH    lu'story — believed    to    be    possible. 
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Bat  now  it  is,  I  am  snre^  a  great 
pleiisore  and  satisfewstion  to  kirn  to  turn 
fmm  that  task,  which,  however 
neeessary,  must  be  for  all  public  men 
a  painful  task,  and  standing  on  the 
firm  ground  which  he  Ims  won  by  the 
p  >licy  which  he  lias  hitherto  pursued, 
and  following  up  some  smaller  efforts 
which  he  made  last  year  and  the  ye^r 
before  to  advance  the  material  prosperity 
of  Ireland,  ti  propose  to  this  House  and 
this  country  and  to  the  Irish  people  a 
measure  for  improving  the  Land  Tenure 
of  Ireland,  a  measure  to  deal  with  the 
great  historic  difficulty,  that  which  has 
been  so  often  the  cause  of  the  min 
and  shame  of  Ireland  in  former  times,  a 
measure  to  give  tcythe  one  great  industry 
of  that  country  the  means  of  going 
hapialy  forwanl  on  a  j  rosperous  course. 
These  ends,  I  believe,  will  be  to  a  great 
extent  achieved  by  this  Bill  if  only  it  is 
accepted  and  can-ied  out  in  the  same 
spint  as  actuates  those  who  are  offering 
this  '*  enormous  boon,"  as  it  has  been 
truly  called,  to  the  people  of  mj  native 
land* 

*(ti.O.)  Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Brad^ 
ford.  Central):  I  think  1  reflect  the 
opinion  of  all  hon.  Meml>ers  when  I  say 
we  always  listen  with  pleasure  to 
speeches  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Plunket),  and  only  regret  t!iat  he 
does  not  more  often  speak  in  the  House 
uptxn  these  subjects,  with  which  he  is  so 
familiar.  I  listened  to  his  speech  just 
now  with  jieculiar  interest^  for  T  could 
not  but  re-call  the  day,  when,  not  so 
many  years  ago,  he  and  I  sat  on  the 
same  Committee  on  the  subject  of  Land 
Purchase  in  Ireland,  and  the  right  lion. 
-Gentleman  oocupied  a  very  different 
position  in  reference  to  this  subject  I 
have  no  desire  to  refer  to  what  tix>k 
place  on  that  occasion,  bat  I  confess  I 
was  curious  to  learn  by  what  frrocess  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  persunded 
himself  of  the  expediency  of  supixn'ting  a 
niet^ure  so  fur  in  advance  of  anything  he 
then  contemplated.  As  I  understand,  from 
•th  '  si>eecb  just  delivered,  the  right  lion, 
•Gentleraan  has  b^n^n  mainly  in  Hue  need 
♦by  the  passing  of  the  Land  Act  of  1881, 
Mr.  IHunket 


and  the  creation  of  dual  ownership  andef 
that  Act.     Now,   for   my   part,    I    bave 
been  influenced  in  a  contrary  direction 
by  that  Act.     It  has  always  appeared  to 
me  tlrnt,  since  the  passing  of  that  Act,  it 
has   become  less  important  than  before 
that    a   peasant   proprietary   should   be 
established  in  Ireland  on  a  very  Urge  scale 
by  means  of  advances  of  English  capita!. 
It  appears  to  me  that  the  Act  of  1881 
gave  to  the  Irish  tenants  an  enormous 
boon  by  ccmferring  security   of   tenure, 
judicial  rents,  and  complete  protection  for 
their  improvements.     It  has  been  said 
that  the  dual  ownership  created    under 
that  Act  is  a  false  and  dangerous  position, 
and  one  which  ought  to  be  got  rid  of. 
But  may  I  remind  the  House  that  dual 
ownership  is  not  an  unfamiliar  condition 
of   things-      It  exists  in  many  parte  of 
Europe,  and  it  exists  in  India,  and  even 
in  Ireland  it  was  not  created  by  the  Act 
of  188  L     It  practically  existed  in  a  part 
of  Ireland  before  the  Act  was  paased,  and 
was  known  iia  the  **  Ulster  custom^"  and 
the  Act  of  1881   only  had  the  effect   of 
giving  statutory  sanction  to  that  custom, 
aTid  of  extending  it  to  the  whole  of  Ire- 
land.    It  has  long  existed  in  the  North 
of   Ireland,   and   the   agricultural    pros- 
perity which  has   existed    there,  as   dis- 
tinguished from   the   other  parts  of  the 
island,  is  undoubtedly  due    tti   the   foot 
of  the  existence  of  dual  ownersliip  then;. 
Since  the  passing  of   tlie  Act  it  appears 
to  me  to  be  vastly  less   important  from 
an  economic  point  of  view  to  use   State 
capital  for  the   purpjse  of  creating  indi- 
vidual    ownership    ttf    tenant    farraeit 
on  a  very  large  scjile.       I  cannot  regard 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman    who  has  just 
spoken  as    the   Representative    of    the 
Irish  landlords.      They  have    their  Be- 
present  atives  from  the  North  of  Ireland, 
who,  so  far,  have   not   B{K)ken   a  single 
word  in  favour  of  the  Bill      The  right 
hon.    Member    for    West    Birmingham 
has    grossly   exaggerated    the    numhefS 
of  the  minority  in  Ireland,  and  there  is 
not  the  slightest  proof  that  any  consider- 
able pwportion  of  them  are  in  favour  of 
tht*   Bill.     It   is  well  known    there   is  a 
very   great  difference   of  oj  tin  ion,  even 
among  the  landloi*d  class,  with  regard  to 
the  propi>salK  of  the   Government,  many 
of    the    landlortls    thinking,    and     with 
good    reason,  timt    the  Bill,    if   pa^sed^ 
will      ultimately      bring      about      the 
extinction    of    their    class    in    Ireland. 
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At  all  events,  there  is  the  gravest 
difference's  of  opinion,  and   the  principal 

■oi'ga.n  of  tim  cUlss,  the  Dublin  Express^ 
18  a  vehement  opponent  of  this  Bill. 
Even  among  the  tenants  in  the  North  of 
Ireland,  a  very  sensible  section  of  the 
minority,  there  is  to  be  observed  a 
coiiBidemble  difference  of  opinion  as  to 
the  eipediency  of  the  measure,  and,  so 
far  as  I  know,  at  meeting  held  among 
Ulster  tenants,  the  conclusions  arrived 
at  are  that  the  Bill  is  unsatisfactory  as  it 
Btands,  and  can  only  he.  made  satisfactory 

■  to  their  interests  by  being  made  universal 
and  compulsory  in  its  application.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Fullaam  appears  to 
think  that  those  who  liave  advocated 
f  moderate  schemes  in  the  direction  of 
a  j>easant  proprietary  are  bound 
ort  the  present  Bill  in  all  its 
VLB  pi-oposals.  For  my  part,  I 
protest  against  that  doctrine.  I  have 
never  been  in  favour  of  the  total  abolition 
of  landlordism.  The  discussion  of  this 
Bill  has  been  complicated  and  em- 
barrassed by  the  number  of  alternative 
Iischemcs  which  have  been  suggested. 
Buggeafeions  have  been  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mayo,  and  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  hfis  proposed  a  scheme  limited  to 
tenants  below  £50  rental.  He  suggests 
that  their  rents  should  be  fined  down  to 
the  extent  of  50  per  cent,  by  means  of 
advances  to  their  landlords,  out  of  which 
their  mortgages  could  be  reduced.  The 
scheme  has  much  to  recommend  it 
in  preference  to  that  of  the  Government. 
It  has,  at  all  events,  the  great  advantage 
of  restricting  the  proposal  to  the  smaller 

I  tenants,  and  it  is  to  these  and  not  to  the 
larger  tenants  I  have  always  considered 
any  proposal  of  the  kind  should   be   ex- 
tended.    There  is  no   more   reason   for 
extending  that  boon  to  large  tenants    in 
Ireland     than     to   similar     tenants     in 
England.     Without   committing  myself 
to  the  details  of  the  scheme  of  the    hon. 
Member  for  Cork,   which  are   not   fully 
developed,  I  will  say  it  offera  some  very 
^  great  advantages.     It  has  the  element  of 
^kfinality.  It  would  not  leave  the  Grovern- 
^■ment  face  to  face  with  a  large   body   of 
small  debtors,  as   the  landlords  will   be 
^^ primarily  responsible,  and  would  collect 
^■the    interest   due.     The   scheme    would 
^■have    the  enormous   advant4ige    of    the 
assent  of  the  Ii-ish  Elepresentatives.  The 


scheme  has  been  put  forward  as  a  com- 
pulsory measure ;  it  would,  therefore, 
exhaust  the  whole  of  the  advance  which 
the  Government  think  it  safe  to  propose. 
I  will  only  say  that,  as  part  of  a  settle- 
ment of  the  Home  Kule  Question,  it  is 
eminently  worthy  of  consideration,  and 
every  way  preferable  to  the  scheme  of 
the  Government.  Then  we  have  had 
the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Birmingham.  In  his 
speech  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  practi* 
cally  admitted  all  the  many  objections 
which  have  been  urged  on  this  side  of 
the  House  to  the  measure  of  the  Govern- 
ment. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
pointed  out  the  danger  of  legislating 
without  the  consent  of  the  people  of 
Ireland,  and  has  merely  stated,  as  against 
that,  that  there  is  a  minority,  numbering 
2,000,000,  which  may  take  the  opposite 
vieTv,  But  there  are  no  indications 
whatever  that  that  minority  thinks 
differently  upon  the  Bill  from  the 
majority  of  the  Irish  tenants.  By  far 
the  most  important  part  of  the  right 
boo.  Gentleman's  speech  was  that  in 
which  he  stated  that  it  would  be  desirable 
to  give  popular  Ltjcal  Authorities  a  veto 
upon  transactions  under  the  Act,  The 
scheme  of  the  right  hon.  GentlemRn  is 
pi*actically  an  entirely  new  scheme,  quite 
inconsistent  with  the  scheme  of  the 
Government,  and  one  whicli,  in  my 
opinion,  has  many  advantages  over  that 
scheme,  but  it  would  inevitably  necessi- 
tate the  |>ostponement  of  a  scheme  of 
purchase  until  after  passing  a  Local 
Government  Act.  The  right  honl  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Birmingham  has 
said  that  he  hopes  to  press  this  schemo 
on  the  Government,  but  he  has  not  stated 
what  steps  he  proposes  to  take,  or  what 
the  effect  would  be  of  his  suggestion 
not  being  adopted.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  does  not  threaten  to  vote 
against  the  Sectmd  Reading,  which  is  the 
only  effective  way  of  bringing  pi^easui^e 
to  bear  upon  the  Government.  Nor 
have  we  had  any  intimation  as  to  what 
course  the  Government  propose  to  pur- 
sue with  regard  to  those  proposals.  I 
will,  under  these  circumstances,  we 
have  only  to  consider  the  Bill  before 
the  House,  devote  my  remarks  espe- 
cially to  the  question  of  whether  the 
Bill  is  likely  to  be  a  settlement 
of  the  question,  even  from  the  point  of 
view  of  those  who  propose  it.     If   the 
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measiire  is  Hkelj  to  be  a  fiiU  and  final 
•settlement  of  the  land  question  in 
Ireland,  as  the  Gtirernment  hope,  there 
might  be  much  to  recommend  it,  and  the 
use  of  English  credit  for  that  purpjse 
might  be  justifiable  and  advisable. 
But  it  is  my  confident  belief  that  the 
JJill  will  not  prove  to  be  a  final  settle- 
ment of  the  question,  but,  on  tlie  con- 
trary, will  raise  up  further  difficulty  and 
agitation,  and  must  inevitably  give  rise 
■to  a  demand  for  its  being  made  universal 
and  compulsory  throughout  the  whole 
of  Imland*  involving  an  advance  of 
£1 50,000,000  or  XI  60,000.000  before  this 
^question  can  be  settled  on  the  lines  of  the 
Bill  Let  me  jissume  that  tlie  measure 
has  all  the  success  hofjed  for  by  the 
*Chief  Secretaiy.  Assuming  that  within 
four  or  five  years  the  whole  of  the  sum 
allocated  under  the  Bill  is  applied  for  by 
tenant  purchasers,  wliat  will  the  result  be? 
We  shall  have  within  a  reasonable  period 
120,000  tenants  turned  into  owners 
under  the  operation  of  the  Act,  including 
those  who  already  own  their  land  under 
the  two  Ashbourne  Acts.  I  will  assume, 
also,  that  the  price  between  them  and 
their  landlords  is  that  which  has  been 
the  average  under  the  Ashbourne  Act^, 
of  which  I  believe  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  has  spoken  with 
:approval,  and  which  I  assume  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  supposes  will 
oontiuue  to  be  the  average  price. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  TRE- 
XiAN'D  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.)  :  The  right  hon.  Grentleman  muBt  not 
draw  any  such  inference.  I  merely 
liased  an  illustration  upjn  what  had 
-actually  taken  placet ;  I  have  no  ground 
for  assuming  that  the  average  value  of 
land  will  remain  the  same. 

♦Mr.  SHAW  LEFEYRE  :  I  will 
assume  that  it  wilt  remain  the  same,  and 
that  on  those  t^rma  the  Bill  will  not  he 
otherwise  than  successful.  At  any  rate 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  spoken 
without  disapproval  of  the  effect  of  the 
A9lilx>urnc  Acts,  and  I  am  justified  in 
SbSBuming  that  for  the  next  three  or  four 
years  the  average  will  remain  the  name. 
Of  this  I  am  quit^  certain,  that  if  this 
avenige  is  very  much  higher  there  will 
not  be  many  transactions  under  this  Bill, 
The  only  chanot*  of  many  transactions  is 
that  the  average  of  the  re*cent  pi,st  will 
be  maintained  in  the  future.  This 
averajre  price  hiii^  been  IS  years^  pur- 
Mr,  Shniti  Le/evre 


chase.  The  result  will  be  that  120,000 
tenants  will  be  tui^ned  into  owners  upon 
the  terms  that  their  avere^e  jmyment 
for  interest  will  be  28  per  cent,  less  than 
their  previous  rents,  spread  over  a  period 
of  49  years.  But  that  is  not  the  full 
measure  of  the  advantage,  for  of  these 
annual  pa^Tnents,  one-fourth  will  re- 
present rtf-payment  of  capital,  and,  there- 
fore, ought  not  to  be  taken  into  account 
in  a  eom|iarison  with  the  previous  rent. 
The  boon  to  the  teqimt  purchaser  will  be 
enormous,  and  can  he  at  once  realised  Iw 
thi!^  purchaser  selling  his  interests 
Speculators  in  Ireland  are  already  buying 
land  in  order  to  get  the  difference  in 
price,  A  case  has  come  under  my  notice 
where  a  man  lx>ught  the  tenant's  interest 
in  two  farms,  the  one  for  ^550  and  the 
other  for  £650.  He  then  agreed  with 
the  landlord  to  purchase  these  holdings 
under  the  Ashbourne  Act  at  19  years* 
purcliase,  and,  having  done  so,  he  sold 
the  holdings,  subject  to  tlie  reduced  pay- 
ments, for  £960  and  £1,220  respectively, 
making  use  of  the  Act  to  obtain  the 
value  of  the  State  advances,  although  he 
had  never  been  in  possession  and  occupa 
tion  of  either  farm.  Kow,  under  the  full 
operation  of  the  Act,  and  suppose  it 
comes  into  effect  in  the  manner  I  have 
suggested,  we  shall  have  two  classes 
of  (jccupiers,  one  class  deriving  the  Me 
enormous  benefits  under  this  Act 
who  are  converted  into  owners  in  fact, 
and  paying  instalments  much  less  than 
the  amount  of  their  previous  rent  ;  and 
then  there  will  be  a  larger  class  still 
under  the  obligation  to  pay  rent  for  ever. 
Of  the  whole  number  of  tenants,  three- 
fourths  will  Ix*  of  the  clans  under  the 
obligation  of  paying  rent  for  ever.  Now, 
I  ask,  is  it  ix)fi8ible  for  such  a  condition 
of  things  to  exist  ?  Is  it  possible  that 
there  can  be  two  classes  oi  occupiers 
in  Ireland  at  the  same  time,  one  paying 
rent  for  ever,  and  the  otlier  paying  a 
reduced  rent  for  a  limited  number  of 
years,  and  then  becoming  absolute  owner 
of  his  farm  ?  Such  a  condition  of  a&irs 
would  be  unstable,  and  the  three- fourtha 
of  the  tenants  who  will  not  benefit  by^ 
the  Bill  will  make  a  cUiim  to  be  brought 
within  the  terms  of  the  Act,  and  you  will 
be  unable  to  msist  their  demand  to  make 
the  Act  Ciiimpulsory  and  universal.  I 
have  always  realised  this  difficulty,  and 
when  I  was  Chairmjui  of  the  Committee 
on   the    Bright    Clauses*    which    sat  in 
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1878-79,  I  always  resisted  any  attempt 
'of  this  kind,  which  would  make  the 
terms  of  purchase  flo  fiavourable 
as  to  create  an  enormous  dif* 
ference  between  the  two  classes  of 
4xx:upier8t  The  clauses  in  the  Act  of 
1881  were  pnr|K)8elj  restricted  in  tliis 
-view,  and  fi'amed  so  as  to  avoid  turning 
tenants  into  owners  upon  the  terms  that 
they  would  pay  considerably  less  than 
their  previous  rent.  In  1885,  when 
Lord  Ashbourne's  Act  was  passed,  I 
liaised  the  same  objections  ;  and  again  in 
1888,  on  the  renewal  of  the  Act,  in 
:almost  the  same  words  as  1  have  used 
to-day.  In  the  Genera!  Election  of 
1885  I  took  the  same  line  with  reference 
ito  the  scheme  of  purchase  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian*  I  predicted  the  time  was  not 
W  distant  when  there  would  be  an 
agitation  on  the  |mrt  of  tho  tenants  left 
out  from  the  of>e rations  of  the  Act,  and 
I  pointed  out  in,  1 888,  that  the  difficulty 
was  already  arising,  and  that  compiirisonB 
■were  beiu|i;  made  between  tenants  who 
had  availed  themselves  of  the  Act  and 
those  of  their  neighbours  whose 
landlords  had  not  sold  under  the 
Act.  My  predictions  are  already  in 
•coursa  of  verification.  In  the  autumn 
of  last  year  an  important  deputation 
from  the  te mint-farmers  of  Ulster  waited 
•on  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  in 
DubMn,  with  reference  to  the  proposed 
Land  Bill,  and  insisted  that  no  scheme 
would  be  satisfactor}^  which  was  not  com- 
pulsory and  univei'sal  At  the  same 
time  they  pointed  out  that  the  contrasts 
being  set  up  between  the  two  classes  of 
tenants,  tlie  purchasing  tetiante  with  a 
reduced  rent  gradually  obtaining  owner- 
rship  and  those  less  fortunate  tenants 
•oontinumg  under  the  old  rents,  were 
creating  much  dissatisfaction,  discontent, 
and  agitation  throughout  the  country* 
But  I  have  still  another  witness  to  call 
in  support  of  this  view,  namely,  an  hon. 
Member  of  this  Honse  with  wliom  I  do 
not  often  happen  to  acrree  ojj  questions 
affecting  Irish  land.  The  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone,  in  an  interesting 
article  which  he  contributed  to  the 
J^inetAetith    Century^  in     October    last, 

sorted  thut  every  estate  sold  under  the 
Act  reudered  the  position  more  intoler- 
able in  his  own  constituency,  making 
discontented    those    tenants   who   were 

nable  to  reap  the  benefits  of  the  Act. 


That  is  exactly  my  cont>ention,  and  I  say 
the  result  will  be  to  produce  a  universal 
and  irresistible  movement  on  the  part 
of  the  tenants  throughout  Ireland  to 
make  the  terms  of  the  Act  compulsory 
thi-oughout  the  country.  Unless  this  is 
acceded  to  you  will  get  an  agitation 
for  a  further  reduction  of  judicial  rents. 
The  position  of  inequality  will  be  greatly 
aggravated  by  the  provision  in  the  Bill 
making  those  who  have  been  unable  to 
bec^^ime  owners  guarantees  for  the  pay- 
ment by  the  favoured  minority  of  their 
debts,  and  discontent  and  agitation  TviU 
necessarily  arise.  Not  only  w^ill  the 
tenants  not  benefited  by  the  Act  have 
to  guarantee  the  payments  of  th<3fle  who 
are  benefited,  but  for  five  years  they  will 
be  deprived  of  the  advantage  of  the 
£40  000  a  year  admitted  to  be  due  to  the 
ratepayers  of  Ireland.  I  believe  that  the 
more  this  principle  of  purchase  upon  the 
suggested  terms  is  extended  the  greater 
will  be  the  discontent  and  the  stronger 
willbL»come  the  demand  for  the* Act  to 
be  made  universal  and  compulsory,  It 
may  be  said  that  the  Bill  cont^^m plates 
an  ultimate  extension  by  providing  that 
the  capital  repaid  may  be  advanced  again  ; 
bat  this  would  mean  for  years  to  come 
no  more  than  £400,000  a  year,  which 
would  be  a  mere  fleabite  in  proportion 
to  the  number  who  ivill  demand  a  share. 
The  measure,  therefore,  cannot  be  a 
settlement  of  the  question.  It  must 
create  a  demand  for  its  being  made 
universal  and  compulsory  or  for  a 
reduction  of  rents,  I  believe  the  former 
to  be  the  more  likely  result,  and  in  this 
view  we  must  contemplate  an  ultimate 
advance,  not  of  £33,000,000,  but  of 
£150,000,000.  In  fact,  the  scheme  is 
open  to  precisely  the  same  objections 
which  were  raised  in  1886  to  the  scheme 
of  Mr.  Gladstone,  when  it  was  said,  in 
opposition  to  his  proposal  to  advance 
£50,000,000  to  kndlords  who  wished  to 
sell,  that  it  would  ultimately  involve 
£150,000,000.  I  always  thought  there 
was  much  force  in  the  objection,  and  I 
stated  at  that  time  that  I  could  not 
support  the  proposal  as  it  then  stood* 
Butrf  whatever  were  its  defects,  the  scheme 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  some 
great  merits  which  are  wanting  in  this 
Bill.  In  the  first  place,  it  was  pai-t  of  a 
great  scheme  for  settling  the  whole  of  the 
Irish  question.  It  had  also  the  hearty 
approval  of .  the    Irish    people   through 
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their  Eepresentatives,  aud  it  also  in- 
terposed between  the  Imperial  Govern- 
ment and  the  class  of  small  debtors  a 
repre  sen  tilt  ive  body  whose  interest  it 
would  be  to  collect  the  piiynients,  and 
thns  the  danger  of  bringing  the  State 
face  to  fju;e  with  a  multitude  of  small 
debtt>ra  would  be  avoided.  The  present 
scheme,  however,  has  none  of  these 
advantages.  It  is  not  part  of  a  great 
settlement  of  the  Irish  question ;  on  the 
oontraiy,  it  is  an  isolated  measure  which 
is  not  even  immediately  connected  with 
a  scheme  of  Lucal  Government  short  of 
Home  Rule.  It  is  avowedly  put  forward 
in  the  hupe  of  withdrawing  the  tenants 
from,  their  natural  leaders  and  inducing 
them  to  give  up  the  demand  for  Home 
Hule — a  most  vain  delusion.  It  is  an  idle 
dream.  It  leaves  the  State  in  direct 
relation  to  the  multitude  of  small 
debtors,  a  position  which  every  one  who 
has  looked  into  the  question  lias  ad- 
mitted to  be  one  of  great  danger.  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  in 
1883,  oil  a  Motion  for  the  extension  of 
land  purchase  on  the  basis  of  this  Bill, 
said  that  few  conditions  would  be  more 
dangerous  to  the  Government  than  that 
it  should  be  the  creditor  of  a  large  por- 
tion of  its  subjects  to  whom  it  might  be 
politically  opposed,  for  it  would  bo 
brought  face  to  face  with  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  tenants,  to  whom  the 
doctrine  of  the  repudiation  of  rent  is  t(X> 
familiar.  I  agree  with  the  noble  Lord 
that  it  is  a  position  of  the  greatest  jx)s- 
iible  danger,  and  therefore  I  am  opposed 
to  this  Bill.  But,  above  all,  I  think  a  far 
more  serious  objection  to  this  measure  is 
that  it  has. not  received,  and  will  not 
receivBt  the  support  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers. That  raises  btith  financial  and 
political  dangers.  If  the  Government 
have  not  the  assent  of  the  Irish  people  in 
the  first  instance  to  a  prop:>Ral  of  this 
kind  the  fact  will  always  bo  recorded 
against  them,  and  will  always  be  a 
»<3urce  of  financial  danger  and  difficulty. 
It  appears  to  me  that  the  political 
danger  is  even  greater,  for  it  is  wdiolly 
without  precedent  to  pass  a  remedial 
measure  against  the  will  of  the  majority 
of  the  Irish  people — with  the  single  ex- 
ception of  the  extension  of  Lord  Ash- 
Ixmrne's  Act.  Now,  however,  the  Go- 
vernment are  going  to  propose  a  remedial 
measure,  and  to  force  it  upon  Ireland 
against  the  wish  of  the  Irish  people. 
Mr,  Shaw  Lnfffvre 


That  I  conceive  to  be  a  dangerous  policy, 
and  one  wholly  unprecedented  in  the 
history  of  this  country. 

It  being  ten  minutes  to  Seven  of  tho 
clock,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Thursday. 

ALLOTMENTS  ACT  (1887)  AMENDMENT 

BILL.— (No.  U7.) 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

♦Mr.  W,  H.  SmTH  :  In  reference  to  « 

question  which  was  addressed  to  me  early 

in  the  Sitting,  I  wish  to  say  that  after  full 

consideration  it  has  been  decided  to  take 

this  Bill  on  Friday  at  2  o'clock. 

Committee    deferred   till    Friday,  at 
Two  of  the  clock. 


COMPANIES    (MJlMORANDUM    OF 

ASSOCIATIOK)  BILK- (No.  lU*) 

A  Clause  (Preference  sharea.) 

**  It  aball  be  lawful  for  any  Company  liy 
apeeiai  resolutioo,  if  authoriscKi  to  do  so  by  its' 
Articlos  aa  originally  frttmed«  or  &i  altered  by 
spect&l  rdfioluttoOf  and  wbetht^r  to  aathoriied 
by  its  Memorandum  of  Aasooiation  or  not,  to 
affix  any  preference  in  payment  of  dividend  or 
in  repayment  of  capital  to  any  of  ita  ah&rM,*' — 
{Mr.  Edmund  Rabetttton^) 

— bronght   up,   and  read  the    first  and 
second  time* 

Amendment  pnnposed,  at  the  end  of 
the  Clattse,  to  add  the  words — 

'^  But  such  special  reeointion  ahall  not  take 
effect  until  it  haa  been  confirmed  in  England 
and  Ireland  by  the  High  Conrt,  and  in  Scot- 
land by  the  Court  of  Session/'— (Jfr.  IFTkitk^,^ 

Question  proposed^  **That  those  words- 

be  there  added/' 

Amendment,  by  leaye,  withdrawn. 

Clause  added. 

Amendments  made* 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  ] 

NATIONAL    DEBT    (CONVERSION   AND- 
REDEMPTION  OPERATIONSJ. 

Copy  ordered— 

**  Of  Stat  ©men  t»  relating  to  the  completed 
operations  under  *  The  National  Debt  {Cottver- 
aion)    Act,    1888'    (51   and  62  Yic.  o.  2)>  and  ^ 
*  Thii   National   Debt  liedempUon  Act,  1889  "^  i 
(fi2  Vic.  c.  4)/'— (Jfr.  JaektoH,) 

Copy  presented,  accordingly;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed^ 
(No.  153.) 
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COAL,  IRONSTONE,  AND  OTHER  IkUNES 
(RATING). 

Return  ordered — 

•*  Showing  the  gross  eBiimated  rentBl  and 
rateable  value  of  the  neveral  Goal,  Ironstooe, 
and  other  Mines  in  eaoH  Poor  Law  Union  in 
KngUod  and  Walefi,  together  with  the  hasis 
or  mode  of  asseMtneDKin  continuiition  of  Parlia* 
mentary  Paper,  No,  467,  of  Seiaioa  1877." — 
{Air,  £urt,) 

"    SELECTION  (STANDING  COMMrTTEES). 

Sir  JOHH  MowRKAT  reported  from  the 
Committee  of  Selection  ;  That  they  ]vm\ 
discharged  Mr,  Henry  H.  Fowler  from 
the  Standing  Committee  on  Trade  (in- 
cluding Agriculture  and  Pishiag),  Ship- 
pinsTT  ^^d  Manufautures,  in  respect  of  the 
Bankruptcy  Bill,  and  had  appointed  in 
substitution  :  Mr.  Causton. 

■  Sir  John  Mowbray  further  rejiorted  : 
Tbat  they  had  added  to  the  Standing 
Committee  on  Trade  (including  Agri- 
culture and  Fishing)^  Shipping,  and 
Manufactures,  in  reB|}ect  of  the  Direc- 
tc»ra'  Liability  Bill,  the  following  fifteen 
Members,  namely :  Sir  Horace  Davey, 
Mr.  Dickwon,  Mr,  Hankey,  Colonel  Hill, 
Mr*  Kimber,  Mr.  LawBon,  Mr.  Mackintosli, 
Mr,  Neville,  Mr,  Quilter,  Sir  Albert 
RoUit,  Mr,  Roydeu,  Mr.  David  Thomas, 
Mr.  Warmiugtou,  Mr.  John  Wilson,  and 
Mr,  Powell- Williams. 


I 
I 

I 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS, 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled 
"An  Act  to  make  better  provision  for 
the  exercise  of  the  right  of  Presentrttioii 
to  Benefices  in  cases  where  the  Right  is 
now  exerciseable  by  Parishioner  or 
others  fijrming  a  numerous  class-**  [Pre- 
sentation to  Benefices  Bill  \_Lorcis,^ 

And^  also»  a  Bill,  intituled  "  Au  Act 
to  amend  the  existing  Statutory  Pro- 
visions r{faj.iectiug  the  Canoories,  Pre- 
bends, and  other  Ecclesiastictal  offices  of 
the  Cathedml  Chuitrh  of  Lichfield,'' 
[Lichfield  Cathednil  Bill  [Lorcb.] 


The   House   suspended  its  Sitting  at 
Seven  of  the  clock. 


The   House   resumed    its    Sitting    at 
Nine  of  the  clock. 

VOL.  CCCXLIII.     [mxm  series.] 
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LICENSING  LAW   AMEND5IENT   BILL. 
»(9,0.)     Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  (Pad- 
dington,  S.),  in  rising, 

"To  call  attention  to  the  Licensing^  Laws, 
and  to  ask  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  conaoli- 
datiog  and  amending  the  Law  of  Licensing," 

said  :  I  must  confess  my  regret  that  the 
fortunes  of  the  Ballot  were  unfavour- 
able, and  tliat  instead  of  submitting  a 
Seeoml  Readinjz  di^eiission  i\-\  the  House, 
H8  1  mij^ht  htive  d<ine  hud  I  l>een  more 
fortunate,  I  am  obliged  tu  laku  advan- 
tage of  a  Motion  asking  leave  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill  in  oi-der  tti  bring  on  a  dis- 
cussion which  must,  to  a  great  extent, 
lie  of  a  somewhat  indefinite  nature,  I 
8h<»uld  have  Ix^en  jL^hid,  if  possible,  to 
have  muved  a  R^uHnhitiun ;  hut  I  Iielieve 
tliat  it  has  been  ilecided  by  you.  Sir,  that  a 
Resohition  on  the  Licensing  Laws, 
while  a  Bill  dealing  with  them  is  on  the 
Oilier  Book  of  the  House  tif  Commons, 
would  not  be  in  oi'der.  The I'e fore,  I 
take  this  opportunity  of  cjilliug  tho 
attentirm  of  the  House  to  a  subject 
which  I  think  the  Houiefe  will  admit,  is  of 
the  gi-eiitest  |M)Ssible  importance.  The 
Licensing  Laws  of  tliits  conntry,  whether 
tliey  ought  to  be  amended  or  not,  are  a 
matter  which,  in  the  opinion  of  many  in 
this  Honse  and  of  multitudes  outside  it, 
take  a  first  and  foremost  place  in  public 
problems,  although  undoul>te<lly  they 
have  not  for  a  long  time  come  befom 
Parliament  in  a  comprehensive  form. 
This  is  a  question  which  for  years  jjiiat 
haa  atti"aeted  public  and  Purliamentaiy 
attention,  and  it  is  a  question  which  has 
been  examined  by  more  than  one  Parlia- 
mentary CtJmmittee.  But  the  House  is 
aware  that  the  examination  of  a  gi'eat 
question  by  a  Committee  by  no  means 
implies  that  the  question  wili  be  dealt 
with  by  Parliament.  Parliament  has 
got  into  the  bad  habit— appirently  the 
inveteiitte  habit — of  referring  great 
social  questions  to  Committees,  and  then 
of  imagining  that,  having  taken  that 
action,  it  has  dealt  with  them. 
It  reminds  me  of  a  gentleman  with 
whom  I  am  acquainted,  who  was  in  tlie 
habit  of  dealing  with  his  bills  in  a 
very  methodical  way.  He  docketed 
them,  arranged  them  in  alphabetical 
order,  tied  them  together  very  neatly, 
3  Q 
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and  then  pnt  them  away  in  a  dmwer, 
with  the  remark,  "  Thank  goodness  I 
I  have  done  the  civil  thing  hy  them/* 
So  Parliament,  with  its  Committees, 
thinks  it  has  done  a  civil  thing  to  great 
questions,  and  has  then  banished  them 
altogether  from  its  mind*  It  is 
diHicult  to  over-estimate  the  magnitude 
of  tlie  evils  which  arij«e  fn^m  tlie  exces- 
sive cousmnption  of  alc<^^>holi<;  lii^uoi's  by 
the  |)©ople*  Crime,  povertj%  and  misery  of 
every  kind  have  heeu  authoritatively 
and  directly  tniced  to  the  excessive  con- 
sumption of  alcohoL  I  do  not  iuterd  in 
these  matters  to  rely,  or  fifik  the  House 
to  rely,  on  anything  which  I  might 
adduce  as  my  personal  opinion.  I  must 
confess  that  I  am  a  somewhat  recent 
recruit  to  the  forces  which  have  been 
endeavouring  to  bring  this  question 
before  the  House,  and  I  have  no  claim 
whatever  to  take  up  the  position  of  an 
authority^  or  even  of  an  a|>08tle.  But  I 
would  venture  to  quote  to  the  House — 
though  that  is  generally  a  wearisome 
proceeding  —  extritcts,  some  of  them 
lengthy,  from  various  Reports  of  Com- 
mittees and  speeches  nuide  by  high 
authorities.  I  hope  the  House  will  l*ear 
with  me  if  I  Sinnewhat  excessively 
trespass  on  their  iitteiHioii)  l>e<.'ause  of 
the  great  importance  and  weight  of  the 
extracts  which  I  shall  read.  So  long 
i*go  as  the  year  1849  a  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Lonls,  uitder  the  Pi*esidency  of 
the  late  Lord  Harrowb}',  investigated 
the  evils  arising  fix>ra  an  excessive  indul- 
genoe  in  alcoholic  liquor  by  the  people  in 
consequence  of  the  inordinate  multiplica- 
tion of  the  establishments  for  the  sale  of 
liquor.  That  Committee  used  these 
remarkable  words — 

**It  waa  ftlready  sufficiently  notorioas  that 
dnitikennesfi  is  the  main  cause  of  criine.  dis- 
order, tind  dbtrt^es  in  England «  and  it  appears 
that  the  mulliplication  uf  houBeti  for  the  cou- 
siimptiun  of  iotoxicatin^  liquor^,  wliich  under 
the  Deer  Act  hfis  riaen  fnun  88,930  to  I23,3i'6, 
has  heen  thus  in  itaelf  an  evil  of  thn  first 
ittiignitude,  not  only  by  increasing  the  tempta- 
tioBi  to  tixoegs  which  nru  thus  preuentad  at  ev  ery 
step,  hut  by  driving  houaes^  even  those  under 
the  direct  control  of  the  magistrates,  la  well  as 
others  oriBrinally  respectable,  to  practices  'or 
the  purpose  of  attracting  oustom,  which  are 
degrading  to  their  own  character  and  most 
injurious  to  morality  and  order.  Coincident 
with  Ibis  inirease  in  the  facilities  for  intoxica- 
tion it  appearii  that  crime  has  increat^d  in  a 
frightful  nitio,  the  commitments  for  trial  in 
England  and  Wales  in  the  years  1848*49  being 
in  the  pr<jporlion  to  those  of  1830  3 1^  the  two 
Loi'd  R.  Churchill*^' 


first  years  after  the  enactment  of  the  Beer  Act* 
of  ld6  to  100 ;  and  that  is  not  a  mere  casiul 
Ci^Ticideace,  the  Committee  have  the  stronger 
reasons  to  belie vct  from  the  general  evidence 
submitted  to  them,  but  more  e^ptciaUy  from 
that  of  the  chiel  ooostablea  of  police  and  the 
chaplains  of  gaols,  who  have  the  hcjit  oppor- 
tunitiee«  the  one  of  watching  th«  eharactedr  of 
the  beersbops  and  of  those  who  inequent  them, 
the  other  of  tracing  the  causes  of  crime  and 
the  cJireer  of  criminals." 

I  must  point  out  that  that  ia  ni»  fanatical 
teetotal  pronouncjemerit,  hut  the  Rt?jxirt 
of  a  practical  Committee  of  Peers,  jire* 
sided  over  hy  a  noble  Lord  who,  in  hia 
own  day,  was  highly  respected  as  a 
practical  man.  I  come  to  a  more 
important  Committee  —  that  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  which  sat  in  1854, 
and  X  would  particularly  draw  attention 
to  the  oomiiosition  of  that  Committee. 
It  was  presided  oyer  by  the  hou.  Member 
for  Wolverhampton  (Mr,  Charles  Villiera)» 
and  it  contiiined,  amongst  others,  Mr, 
Low^e  (aftt?r wards  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer),  Sir  George  Grey  (afterwards 
Home  Secretary),  Sir  John  Pakington, 
Mr.  S<:»thercin  Estconrt,  and  others  of 
like  ability.  They  were  men  of  moden^ 
tion^  experience,  and  authority;  and 
what  langnag-e  do  they  use  on  the  sub- 
ject t     They  say — 

"  Your  Committee  do  not  feel  it  Decesaary  to 
follow  further  the  evidence  upon  the  connectjon 
betwt«en  intoxicating  drinks  and  crime.  Il 
has  directly  or  indirectly  been  the  subject  of 
inquiry  at  ditfereiit  times,  and  has  been  reported 
upttQ  by  numerous  Committees  of  yotir  honour- 
able  Uou»e.  «ho  boar  unvarying  testimony  to 
the  general  intempsriiooe  of  criminaU  and  th<» 
increase  and  the  diminution  of  crime  in  direct 
ratio  of  the  increased  or  diminished  ©on- 
flumptloD  of  intoxicating  drinks.  It  ia  ani- 
versally  admitted  that  the  great  majority  of 
criminals  are  intemperate,  and  that,  aa  mt^ht 
be  looked  fur  from  the  hours  at  which  their 
unlawful  pursuits  are  carried  on,  their  Idle  and 
lurking  habita,  their  neoeaaity  to  meet  their 
asaociates  without  being'  open  to  ftuspicion,  and 
their  rapid  alternations  of  abundance  and  ww&t, 
the  lowest  c1m«s  of  publichousea  and  beersbopH 
Are  their  most  frequent  haunts.  The  evidence 
already  referred  to  (and  which,  coming  from 
persons  of  such  ample  ejcperience.  i»  entitled  ta 
especial  weight)  goes  further  Hud  tenda  t«) 
establish  that  whatever  individual  propenaity 
there  may  be  to  crime  is  with  few  exeeptiosiii 
brought  into  activity  by  habits  of  intemperance, 
that  childrf'n  are  driven  forth  to  urime  to  foed 
an  appetite  lor  drink  which  beats  no  control 
and  knowt<  no  natural  affection,  and  that  even 
criminals  ct-ase  from  crime  if  tho^  oeaa«  to  be 
drunken,'* 

Thia  is  no  teetotal  sermon.  It  ia  tlie 
grave  pronnncement  of  a  Committee  of 
thia  House p  and  no  Committee  could  be 
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entitled   to  more   respect.    'I   had   the 

^eatest  difficulty  in  procuring  a  copy  of 

I       -the  JU'port  of  the  Couimittee,  and  the 

^^•one  1  obtained  was  au  old  copy  which 

^ff  .Ixjre  the  name  on  the  outaide  of  Gathorne 

Hardy— that  is  the  present  Lord  Cnin- 

brook — ^and  which  was  fully  annotated 

by    him    on    the    margin.      I    do    not 

Iniow    whether    the    Government    may 

.cOTisider  the  propriety  of  re- printing  that 

KieporL     Altboui^h  H  was  made  in  1854, 

an  euiirmnus  pirtion  of  it  bears  direetly 

Ion  what  we  have  to  deal  with  now.  1 
went  t»ver  U)  the  fcJast  End  of  London 
•one  night  tt7  observe,  as  far  as  I  could, 
ithe  practices  that  went  on  at  the  vai-ious 
•drinking  establisliments  in  that  jisirt.  I 
«aw  a  sight  which  I  did  not  know  how 
4o  aiieqnatcdy  describe  to  the  House  ; 
but  in  roa<:ling  this  Report  I  came  on  a 
Hftssage  whicli  practically  descril>es  what 
I  saw  that  night.  This  is  what  tlie  Com- 
fnittee  of  1854  state — 

^m  **  A  witneRs  -who  acted  a  a  temperance  mia- 
^FiKonsiry  in  Ht.  Giles's  Htatei  that  he  Utely 
TisiLed  the  whole  of  the  public  houses  ia  thtj 
14ew  Cut.  ...  In  one  house  he  coun led  50 
pere^jins  drinking  ;  they  WL^re  eerviag  as  fHfit  ha 
they  could.  Amon^  the  number  were  women 
with  ohildren  m  their  arraa.  Upon  one  butt 
th«?re  was  an  infant  laet  asleep^  and  ihe  father 
tiud  mother  were  druok  by  the  tsidtt,  AgiLinat 
be  Counter  w&a  a  little  child  fnat  asleep.  At 
ue  house  the  [police  were  obliged  to  dUtnd  with 
their  staves  to  prevent  thf!  people  from  pushing^ 
the  dMortt  in  as  the  publiuiu  aod  his  servants 
idrovt*  them  out  to  prevent  them  getting  more 
drink  and  to  enable  the  public  house  to  be 
used  at  the  time  prescribed  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ent." 


P! 


tically,  I  saw  tliat  sj^ht  with  my 
eyes  in  1889^  which  shows  how 
ittle  progreHS  hiis  Ijeun  made  in  spite  of 
all  these  weighty  pronouncements.  I 
SiiW  practically  the  same  st^ite  of  things, 
and  reliiti ve I y— considering  the  advance 
of  eivilisation — n  woi'sc  state  of  things 
than  existed  at  the  time  when  the  Com* 
itteo  repoited.  Then  there  was  a 
Committee  of  tlie  House  of  Lords  which 
repi»rted  in  the  year  1879,  and  which 
went  very  fnlly  into  the  qnestion  oi 
drunkenness.  But  I  think  I  have  qnotod 
nongh  authonties  to  mnder  it  beyond 
ispate  that  an  excessive  consumption  of 
alcoliohc  drink  by  tlio  people  and  exces- 
sive  crime  are  merely  cause  and  eli'ect. 
Now,  Sir,  I  pass  on  to  consider  what 
lias  lieen  the  coui'se  of  i^ecent  legis- 
lation. Very  little  has  been  done. 
The     present     Lord     Aberdare,     when 


Home  Secretory*  a^  Mr,  Bruce,  introdttced 
a  Bill  for  the  oompreheusive  I'eform  of 
the  Licensing  Laws,  which  1  greatly 
regret  to  say  led  to  no  result.  It  vraa 
produced  by  liim  in  a  speech  of  great 
power,  and  curiously  enough  it  was  re- 
ceived by  the  House  with  great  approval. 
Speeches  were  made  by  my  bun.  Friend 
the  Member  fur  Cocke rmouth  (Sir 
W*  Lawson),  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Essex  (Sir 
H.  Selwin  - Ibbetsou),  who  has  done 
me  the  honoui*  to  put  his  uame  on 
the  b^ck  of  tliis  Bill,  and  by  others,  all 
of  whom  approved  with  great  coi'diality  of 
the  Bill  produced  in  1871.  1  am  not 
old  enimgh  to  recollect,  and  1  have  not 
been  able  to  ascertain,  the  precise  causes 
which  led  to  the  precipitate  aliandonment 
of  that  Bill.  It  was  abandoned,  owing 
to  the  Party  feeling  of  the  time,  and 
considerable  unpopularity  accrued  tt>  the 
Government,  very  unjustly  I  think,  for 
having  introduced  the  Bill.  In 
1872  Mr.  Bnice  produced  a  much  smaller 
Bill,  which  practically  had  the  effect  of 
enacting  stricter  police  regulations  and 
earlier  hours  of  closing.  But  the  main 
questitpn,  namely,  what  was  admitted  to 
be  at  tlic  time,  as  I  think  it  will  be 
admitted  even  now,  the  greatly 
excessive  number  of  public  houses 
in  pniportion  ti>  the  number  of  people, 
waa  untouched  by  the  Bill  of  1872,  and 
has  remained  unttiuched.  Sir,  the  House 
will,  {>erhaps,  allow  me  ti>  quote  from  the 
speech  of  Mr.  Bruce,  who  was  one  of  the 
moat  distiuguished  Home  Secretaries 
this  House  has  known — a  man  of 
perfectly  cool,  calm,  and  moderate  cha- 
racter, with  a  very  clear  head, 
with  great  experience  of  business  of 
every  kind,  and  who,  when  he  made 
his  speech,  had  been  Home  Seci*etary  for 
nearly  tlireo  yeai's,  and  spoke  with 
all  the  autliority  and  knowledge  and 
experience  that  the  Home  Office  cunld 
give  him.  What  did  he  say  ?  Mr. 
Bruce  said-^ 

**That  tho  meaeure  he  wus  askiag  leave  to 
introdace  wna  oae  wbioh  bad  been  demanded  by 
the  geoeral  voice  of  the  country,  with  an  eam- 
e^toeas  and  iinanimity  to  which  he  recollects  d 
hardly  any  parallel.  The  question  was  one 
which  had  deeply  stirred  the  hearts  and 
feeliuga  ut'  all  classes  of  i^ociety^  Committeei 
of  both  Houaea  of  ParliameDt,  the  Church  in 
Convention,  MiniaterH  of  every  ReligiouB  De- 
nomination, Judges  and  Ma^strateacollectivelv 
aod  iodividually.  Boards  of  Health  and  Boarja 
of  GuHtdianSi  hud  all  united  in  proclaitxiin|p  and 
3  Q  2 
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impressing  upon  Parliament  the  fni^chfefa 
which  had  ariaen  from  the  existing  facilitidB  for 
the  purch&se  of  intoxi eating  liqaors.  Social 
and  sanitary  reformers,  who  spent  their  lives  in 
doing  good,  had  dt'clared  that  their  laboura  far 
the  moral  and  socml  improvement  of  th«^ir 
fellow  men  were  baffled  at  every  lum  by  *  he 
reoklussnesB  and  moral  degradation  which 
sprung  from  and  were  occasioned  by  the  liquor 
irafiic  They  told  us  how  our  priAond,  lunjiyc 
asylums,  and  worVhouaes  were  filled  with 
inmates  whose  career  had  originated  in  ih«ir 
pasaion  for  intoxicating  liquor.  The  back 
streets,  courts,  and  alleys  of  most  large  towns 
were  filled  with  a  squalid  and  dangerous 
population,  who  owed  their  degradation  to 
the  same  cause,  and  even  the  rural  districts 
were  not  free  from  the  curse.  Above  all,  the 
working  classes  of  this  country,  who  were 
the  most  sensitive  to  its  effects^  and  who  were 
affected  by  and  felt  most  the  consequences 
of  the  system  had,  with  united  voioe,  called 
upon  Parliament  to  deli  ver  them  from  tempta* 
tion." 

Mr,  Bruce  went  on  to  say — 

"That  he  would  not  pause  to  ask  whether 
druakeones4i  was,  or  was  not,  oq  the  iticrease, 
because  he  felt  satisfied  that  th*^  evil  wns  so 
great,  as  to  be  a  blot  upon  our  social  system 
and  a  disgrace  to  our  oivilisation/' 

Nt:»\v,  tliat  is  iieit  the  lion.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Carlisle,  but  the  Home  Secre- 
tary of  a  Liberal  Government,  and 
perhaps,  I  may  hi*  allowed  to  say,  with  all 
siticerity,  one  of  the  l:)est  Libeml  Govern- 
ments this  eonntiy  has  ever  seen. 
Surely^  sueh  a  pronouncement  on  the 
subject  is  of  immense  authority*  There 
m  nothing  rhetor iail  in  it  It  iis  the 
deliberate  statc^ment  of  the  opinions 
and  views  of  the  Secretary  of  State, 
Minister  of  the  Interior,  upon  the  ex- 
cessive facilities  for  the  consumption 
of  alcoholic  drinks  by  the  people, 
in  words  that  apply  almost  entirely  to 
the  state  of  things  at  the  present  day. 
Mr,  Bruce  made  five  propositions,  to 
which  he  expected  the  general  concur- 
thence  of  the  House,  and  for  which  he  ap- 
pirently  obtained  concurrence  that  night. 
His  first  pri>p<»sition  was  that  there  were 
far  more  licences  than  were  ix^[nired — the 
proportion  being  one  to  every  182  of  the 
papulation.  His  second  proposition  wa,s 
tliatthe  method  of  issuing  licences  was  un- 
satisfaetnryjthat  there  was  no  guidance  to 
the  Mfts^isti*ates  as  to  the  number  required^ 
and  that  tliey  had  no  resjionsibility  what- 
ever. Again,  that  proposition  is  as  true 
now  aa  it  was  then,  and  can  be  proved  i*i 
demonstration  by  the  Return  which  the 
Government  have  been  good  enough  to 
give  me,  showing  the  number  of  licensed 
Lord  R.  ChnrchiU 


establishments  in  various  Petty  Sessional 
Divisions,  in  proportaon  to  population* 
What  it  shows  is  this,  that  the  Ma^^- 
trates  act  without  the  slightest  system, 
method,  or  order,  that  licences  ar*?  issaed^ 
as  a  general  rule,  with  some  bright  ex- 
ceptions, in  a  purely  liaphasEai^  way» 
that  there  is  not  the  slii^htest  considera- 
tion by  modern  Licensing  Authorities,  or 
— I  do  not  say  it  is  so  now^-at  any  rate, 
there  has  not  l^een  in  recent  y^ars  th© 
slightest  consideration  as  to  how  many 
j>remise«  for  the  consumption  of  alcohoUo 
liquor  were  really  requin^d.  That  has 
been  a  consideration  totally  absent  from 
the  minds  of  the  Licensing  Authorities. 
The  third  propositicwi  made  by  Mr, 
Bruce  was  that  there  were  no  sufficient 
guarantees  for  the  orderly  management 
or  effective  supervision  of  public  houses. 
That  has  bt^en  dealt  with,  to  some  extent^ 
by  the  Bill  of  1872.  The  fourth  proposi- 
tion, which  still  exists,  in  spite  of  legis- 
lation^ is  thai  the  laws  against 
adulteration  are  insufficient  and  im- 
perfectly enfoi^ced.  That  is  true  at 
the  present  day,  as  it  was  true  then. 
The  quality  of  the  liquor  supplied,  cer- 
tainly as  regards  spirits  in  a  greater 
degree,  and  as  regards  beer  in  a  smaller 
degree,  is  often  of  a  most  inferior 
character,  and  often  most  villainoasly 
adulterated*  The  House  will  a^^ree^ 
that  the  adulteration  of  English  spirits 
by  German  spirits  is  most  alximinablc ; 
yet  such  spirits  are  served  out,  dram  after 
dnim,  by  hundreds  of  thousands  and 
by  millions  annually  to  poor  people, 
in  a  manner  snch  as  the  House  would 
hardly  credit.  I  do  believe  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  Her 
Majesty's  Qt>vernment  ought  to  take 
seriously  into  consideration  the  policy 
of  not  allowing  spirits  to  be  taken 
out  of  bond  until  they  have  been  at 
least  two  yeai-s  in  bond,  foi*  I  am  assured 
by  a  high  authority  thnt  if  that  could  be 
carried  out  an  enormous  importation  of 
German  spirits,  inferior  spirits,  poisonous 
spirits,  into  the  country  would  be  materi- 
ally curtailed,  and  the  spirits  which 
would  be  afterwai-ds  supplied  to  the 
classes  would  be  of  a  far  less 
poisonous  description.  The  fifth  pro- 
position was  that  the  hours  daring 
which  public  houses  were  allowed  to  ti 
kept  open  admitted  of  reduction.  That  was 
dealt  with,  to  some  extent,  in  the  Bill  of 
1872*     But  I  must  point  out  to  my  great 
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regi'et  that  Mr,  Bmce's  Bill  of  1872 
excited  atipopuUrity  at  the  time,  from 
fiom©  cause  or  other,  and  that  uti popu- 
larity was  naturally  taJcen  advantago  of 
by  political  opponents.  And  the  Govem- 
ment  of  1871,  which  came  into  office, 
passed  an  Act  which  seriously  impaired 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  1872.  I 
would  wish  tty  draw  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  a  very  important  matter  in 
connection  witli  this  subject.  Mr.  Bruce, 
in  his  Bill  of  1871,  laid  down  the  standard 
for  the  number  of  public  houses,  which, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Home  Secretary  and 
of  tbe  Government  of  that  day,  were  the 
maximum  which  was  requisite  for  the 
wants  of  the  people.  Mr.  Bruce  laid  down 

»4;hat  in  towns  of  under  1,500  popula- 
tion, one  public  house  waa  sufficient ;  in 
towns  of  under  3,000,  two  were  sufficient ; 
tinder  4^000,  three  ;  and  over  4,000,  he 
allowed  one  public  house  for  every  addi- 
4;ional  1,000.  In  the  country,  he  prescribed 
in  hia  Bill  that  where  tlie  p>pulatiou  was 
•under  900  one  public  house  was 
sufficient;  under  1,200,  two  ;  under  1,800, 
three ;  and  one  more  for  each  addi* 
tioiial    600      of     population.      1    attach 

■  importance  to  this  standard,  made  by  a 
reBp<infiiblB  Minister,  who  had  studied 
the  question  with  moi^^  cai*e  and  atten- 
tion than  had  ever  been  brought  to  bear 
upon  it,  perhaps,  by  any  Government. 
Wh^it  would  have  been  the  eifect  of  the 
Bill  if  it  had  been  passed  into  law  ?  The 
number  of  licensed  houses  in  London, 
which,  in  1872,  was,  roughly  .speak- 
ing, 10,000,  would  have  been 
reduced  in  10  yeai-s  Ur  3,000.  In 
England  and  Walas,  the  number,  ex- 
cepting the  Metroptjlis,  amouQte<l  to 
109.000,  and  tlmt  would  have  been 
reduceil  in  10  years  to  33,000.  The 
House  should  t>t^ar  in  mind  that  this 
standanl  was  not  seriously  attacked  by 
the  tmde.  I  have  a  pamphlet  attacking 
^he  principles  of  ct>m pen. nation  which  wei'e 
provided  by  the  10  years'  limit,  Bnt 
the  standaiTl  of  limitation  was  not  con- 
siderefl  by  the  trade  in  any  degree  unrea- 
'aonal>le,  and,  so  far  as  the  Parliamentary 
debate  shtjws,  it  Wiis  taken  to  b:^  as  fair 
and  equitable.  In  the  thiys  of  Mr, 
Bruce,  premises  for  the  c^msumption  of 
int<ixicating  liquors  numbered  one  to 
every  182  of  the  population.  In 
1854,  the  public  houses  and 
beer  houses  numbered  altogether 
1^1,413.     In    1861,    the    number    was 
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108,155,  or  one  to  every  185;  in 
1871,  the  number  was,  as  I  have  said, 
one  to  every  182 ;  in  1888,  the  number 
was  105,302,  or  one  to  aYery  283  of  the 
people.  But,  of  course,  it  must  be  Ixirne 
in  mind  that  the  population  since  18G1 
has  increased  by  48  percent.,  and,  there- 
fore, the  decrease  of  2  i>er  cent,  in  the 
number  of  public  houses  per  100  people 
ifi  relatively  laiger  than  appears  for  the 
figures  which  I  quote.  There  has  been 
a  decrease  in  the  number  of  imblic 
houses,  and  the  decrease,  taking  the 
population  into  account,  is  by  no  means 
to  he  ignored.  But  against  that  deci-eaee, 
I  must  set  off  thi-ee  very  impoi'tant 
fact/nu  In  the  first  place,  the  large 
increase  since  1861  in  the  number 
of  off-licences,  which  have  increased 
from  11»614  in  1861  to  28,649  in  1888, 
In  unotheryear  or  two  it  will  be  trebled. 
Another  point  to  which  I  wish  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  House  is  the 
recent  springing  into  existence  of 
a  very  large  number  of  clubs  amt^ng 
the  working  classes  —  clubs  which 
are  brought  into  existence  for  no  other 
purposes  than  the  illicit  and  illegal 
consumption  of  intoxicatitig  liquors. 
I  must  also  &et  off  against  the  de- 
crease in  the  number  of  ]>ublic  houses 
another  fact,  which  was  con  i  men  ted  on  by 
the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords  in 
1879,  namely,  that  a  vei-y  large  number 
of  licensed  premises  in  this  country  have 
made  very  great  increases  in  their  size 
and  iicconmiodation.  The  large  number 
of  what  are  called  gin  palaces,  which  now 
are  to  be  found  on  a  corapai-atively 
gigantic  scale  in  many  of  our  large  towns 
were  almost  unknown  in  the  days  when 
xMr.  Bruce  brought  in  his  Bill.  Now,  Sir, 
I  want  to  put  a  practical  question  to  the 
House,  Does  the  amount  of  drunken- 
ness in  the  country  depend  upon  the 
number  of  public  houses  ?  Tluit  is  a 
question  wliich  has  been  delmtA^d  very 
much  by  authorities  on  the  Licens- 
ing Laws,  My  own  oj>ini(Ui  is  that 
we  liave  at  ]>re8ent  hardly  any  ^ts 
before  us  that  will  enable  us  to  answer  it. 
Superficially  it  would  appearthatdrunken- 
noss  among  the  people  must  depend  to 
a  large  extent  upon  the  number  of 
houses  which  exist  for  providing 
alcoholic  liquor,  or,  in  fact,  upon  the 
pr*  (fusion  or  non- profusion  of  facilities 
that  exist  for  obtaining  liquor.  That 
view^  I  must  admit,  has  been  contested 
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by  pei'sons  of  high  authority,  but  the 
decrease  at  any  particular  time  has  been, 
relatively  to  the  jiopuJation,  so  small 
that  it  is  difficult  to  draw  any  eonola- 
sions  from  it.  Verj'  strong  evidence 
was  given  before  the  Committee  of 
1854  to  the  effect  that  a  re- 
duction of  public  houses  did  pro- 
duce a  reduction  in  the  consump- 
tion of  alcoholic  liquors,  and  it  is 
clear  that  the  Committee  to  a  large 
extent  agreed  witli  the  evidence.  The 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Loi^  took 
similar  evidence,  and  among  the  wit- 
nesses was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Chamberlain),  who,  in  his  evidence  on 
tliis  subject  before  the  Committee,  said — 

**The  enotinoDs  number  of  public  huuaes* 
which  ifl  clearly  ont  of  rtU  proportion  to  any- 
thing like  the  jHgitinmte  wanU  of  the  people » 
most  tend  to  iticreft^e  the  t«mptRtion.  \n  the 
fimt  place,  it  bns  its  effect  on  the  p(?iople  :  people 
oannot  ^m  thie  nuDibt^r  of  houtM^8  without 
being  more  tempted  than  they  would  with  a 
fewer  numhor.  I  do  not  attach  mnrh  impor* 
tance  to  that ;  but  I  aftwLh  grpat  importanou 
to  the  numb<»r  of  perHona  directly  interttHt*?d  io 
inoreiittiug  the  trade.  Th^re  are  1,^00  pi^oplH 
in  Birmingham  with  th*rir  familiea,  atd  all  Iho 
momberfi  of  tht  ir  little  circln  who  are  under  the 
neceSBity  of  mAking  u  livelihood  out  of  thi« 
trade.  If  tber©  were  only  half  the  numb«r 
they  woiild  do  lees  trade  ,*  ^>erhaps  not  in  pro- 
portion to  the  reduction  in  the  number  of 
personF,  but  el  ill  there  would  he  a  greater 
diminution.  Then  the  number  of  houses 
excites  cfimpetition.  Thone  men  living-  go  clone 
together  cannot  aJibrd  to  oflend  their  customers 
in  any  way,  and  any  demand  that  h  made  upon 
them  they  miiijt  meet,  not  merely  from  f^ar  of 
losing  the  immediate  custom,  which  they  are 
uuwillingr  to  lose,  but  from  fear  of  losini?  the 
whole  custom  of  the  m&n ;  and  there  is  no 
douHt  that  improper  practices,  8uch  a« 
gambling  and  puch  things,  are  allowed  to  go 
on  because  the  publican^  although  he  may  not 
approve  of  it,  does  not  hke  to  &tit  bis  face 
directly  against  it." 

Now,  Sir,  that  is  a  remarkable,  a  telling, 
and  an  important  statement  bearing  on 
this  question,  and  the  Committee  state 
that  the  majririty  of  the  witnesses  held 
the  opinion  that  the  nnmber  of  licensed 
Louses  had  a  direct  effect  on  intem^x^r* 
unce.  Tlie  qnestion  of  the  numlxT  of 
public  houses  in  pro]x>rtion  to  the 
jeoplc  is  one  to  which  I  attach 
enormous  importance.  I  noticed 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer (Mr.  GoBchcn),  who  above  all 
father  ChanceHors  of  the  Exchequer 
>i'onld  be  most  careful  in  the  expressions 
he  made  use  of  in  his  Budget  Speech,  the 
Lord  7?.  Churchill 


other  day   in   his    Finuneiul    Statemeni 
talked  of  **tke   enormous  multitude  of 
lieenees,    which    have   so    lai"geljr    con- 
tributed    to     the     drink     bill    of    the 
nation.''       I   take    it     that    tlie     great 
authorities      in      this     House,      repie* 
senting,    probably,   the  great    bulk    of 
opinion    in    this    House,    c<mcur    in   the 
view   thjit   the  number  of  public  houaea 
in  tlie  eountry  is  largely  in  excess  of  the 
wants   of  the  people.     But  I  go  further^ 
and  Siiy  that  the  le^iding  representatives 
oi    the    licensed    victuallers    are    by    no 
means  ilisp'sed   to  dihpute  that  opinion. 
I  cannot  ht'lp  sayinL''  that  my  experience 
of  the  trade,  whether  wholesitle  «»r  retail, 
is  that  the  must  representative,  the  most 
p>werful,    and     the    mrjst     experieiieed 
metnljers    uf    the    ti-ade    are    sincerely 
and  genuinely    desirous  of    considerablo 
refnrms  on  this  questi<in  of  the  Licensing 
Jjjiw.     They  ai"e   most  anxious  to  see  the 
trade   placed   on   a  sounds  sensible^  uud 
statesmaTilike    ftioting    which    may    be 
reasonably     expected       t<>     endure     for 
another   l*o  or  30  years.     Now,  if,  a^^  I 
hold,   tlie    number    of  public   houses   is 
largely    and    grossly     in    excess    of    the 
legitimate  wants  of  the  people,  what  di»e«. 
that  moan  ?     I  hold  that  it  brings  res* 
ponsibility   home   to   all   of  us    in    this 
House,   and  it    means    that    Parliament 
and  the  State,  by  allowing  such  a  con- 
dition of  things  to  exist,  force  upon   the 
people    the    consumption     of    alcoholic 
liquor,      which,     without      such     pres- 
sure,   would    not    be    consumed.     Th^ 
system      of       reckless       pii*fusion      in 
tlie  sale  of  alcoliolic  liquor,  and  the  fatal 
facility  of    recourse  to  the  public  hotiiies 
makes  it  extiemely  difficult   for  multi* 
tudes  of  |>ersons,  in  view  of  the  hard- 
ships  of   their  lives,  to   avoid  or  ix^sist 
intem|)enince.     I  should  like   to  crive  a 
curious     illustmtion    of      how     *'gre*t 
effects  from  little   causes   spnng,''   ujid 
how    the  State,  by  unreHective  action. 
ma}'  contribute  to  the  consumption    ol 
ak'dlmlic    liquor,      I    hRfii>eued    when    I 
was   at    tlie    Treasury    to    meditate    the 
alxilition  of  the   half-soveTfign.     I    was 
persuaded  that  the  luilf-soveivign  wiisan 
altogether  wicked  little  coin,  that  it  was 
expensive  to  maintain,  that  it  was  easily 
lost,  and  that   if  it  wei*e  abolished    we 
might   make  a  very  handsome  protit  on 
the  coiuttge  of  silver.     I  found  that  the 
half-sovereign   was    not    only  a  wicked 
little  coin,  liut  an  extremely   profligate 
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coin,  ttud  tliitt  it  was  largelj  reapmisibU* 
far  the  conaumptiou  of  alaiholic  liquor. 
I  ascertained  thiitj  ii.s  a  rule,  work- 
men's wages  are  paid  in  half'Sivereij^ns, 
and  tHey  resort  to  the  public  house  for 
change,  and,  naturally,  in  an  enormous 
p/oportion  of  cases,  a  considerable  portion 
of  the  hftlf-SDvereig-n  is  left  behind  in  the 
public  hous'c'.  Therefortf,  if  the  Chau- 
cjUor  of  the  Exciiequor  should  think  fit 
to  abolish  this  wicked,  profligate  little 
coin,  and  to  replace  it  by  silver,  he  will 
makj  a  profit  on  the  silver,  and,  I  think, 
apprjciably  injure  his  Excise  revenue. 
Bat  to  go  back  tci  the  pjint  I  was  on. 
We  know  tliat,  whether  for  the  purpose 
of  obtaining  change  or  drink  in  town  or 
country,  public  houses  meet  us  at  ever}- 
step,  inviting  and  almost  compelling  the 
entrance  of  passers  by^  and  I  hold  it  to 
be  certain  that  in  nine  cases  out  of  ten, 
if  the  public  house  were  not  there. 
the  people  would  not  miss  it, 
and  would  not  wish  to  have  re- 
course to  such  an  estabhahment. 
You  have  now  great  forces  at 
work  in  favour  of  temperance,  forces 
which  were  not  at  work  in  1854  when  the 
Committee  of  thatdayreportt'd,  lo  the  first 
place  you  have  your  education,  on  which 
you  spend  X4,000,000  a  year,  and  from 
which  ytm  expect  to  obtain  great  results 
in  the  moral  elevation  of  the  people.  In 
1854  State  education  had  but  very 
slender  operation.  Then  you  have  in  the 
present  day  what  you  did  not  have  in 
1854 — ^elaborate  facilities  for  the  pro- 
motion of  thrift.  You  have  also  a  force 
in  favour  of  temperance  which  the 
Committee  of  1 854  desired  to  see  estab* 
lished,  namely,  a  large  number  fif  parks 
and  gardens,  museums  and  libmries, 
maintained  at  the  public  expense, 
to  which  the  masses  are  invited 
to  resort,  and  do  restjrt,  in  preference  to 
the  public  houses.  You  have  all  these 
great  forces  working  in  favour  of  temper- 
ance, carried  oa^  no  doubt,  at  conaiilerable 
expense  either  to  the  State  or  to  Loejd 
Authorities,  and  yet  this  is  alisolutely 
certain— having  been  curiously  broutjht 
out  by  thtj  Committee  of  1879  —that  the 
consumption  of  alcohol  is  much  about  the 
same  <W3  it  was  30  or  40  years  ago.  Itlu^s 
hardly  decreased  at  alL  All  the  reports 
are  negative.  They  say  that  i>nibably 
the  oonsumption  of  alcohol  has  not 
increased,  and  that,  on  the  whole,  the 
state  of  thitigs  ia  probably  not  worse  tliau 


it  was  10  years  ago.  And  yet  it  clearly 
ought  to  be  much  better,  and  would  be 
had  we  earlier  dealt  with  these  Liceuf^ing 
Laws.  And  now  I  shouhi  like  to  draw 
tlie  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
numbers  of  arrests  for  drnnbenneBS  in 
England  and  Wales,  altiioiigh  the  arrests 
are  in  one  sense  veiy  mislu^uling,  fis  they 
do  not  show  the  amount  of  drinikennea&. 
In  the  three  years  ending  1887  there 
were  40,384  arrests  on  Sundays  and 
402,352  on  wet-kdays  :  and  in  th«  three 
years  ending  18S8  there  were  41,316 
arrests  on  Sundays  and  444,944  on 
week-days.  So  that  ahsolntely  the 
arrests  for  tli-utikenness  have  inci'eased. 
That  proves  as  clearly  as  possible 
what  I  shall,  I  hope,  ilrive  home, 
that  drunkenness  is  on  the  increase. 
The  tendency  of  the  police  is  to  in- 
terfere as  little  as  possible  with  a 
drunken  person,  unless  he  is  violently 
disorderly  and  a  nuisance  and  danger, 
and.  there  fore,  the  only  arrests  made  are  of 
persons  in  un  extreme  state  of  drunken- 
ness. I  have  it  on  authority  that,  in 
order  to  arrive  at  the  numl>t»r  of  per* 
sons  who  get  perfectly  drunk,  we  might 
safely  multiply  the  nutnl3€rof  arrests  by 
six,  which  would  give  for  three  years 
240,000  peraons  arrested  on  Sundays 
and  2J00.U00  on  week-days.  In 
addition,  if  we  want  to  realise 
the  consumption  of  alcohol  by  the 
people  we  must  argue  in  this  way.  If 
there  are  these  etiormous  numbers  of 
dninken  persons,  how  great  are  the 
numbers  of  those  who  liave  undoubtedly 
taken  a  great  deal  more  than  is  gcjo^l  for 
them,  anf)  a  grent  deal  moi'e  tlian  their 
scanty  ©arnint::B  would  justify  1  If  we 
speculate  cm  tignres  of  that  kind  we 
then  begin  lo  realise  tlje  gigantic  drink 
bill  ui  the  I'ountry  of  £130,000,000 
or  XI 40,000,000,  an  expenditure  on 
alcohol  estimated  at  £22  per  annum  for 
each  family  of  five  jjeraons ;  and  if  we 
only  think  of  the  enormous  number  of 
families  earning  between  them  less  tiirtn 
£100  a  year,  we  are  led,  if  there  is  any 
foundation  for  these  figures,  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  consumption  of  alcohfd  is 
a  matter  which  deserves  the  immediate 
consideration  of  Parliament.  I  deduce 
this  as  the  consequence  of  these  statics  ties, 
that  the  sjreat  temperance  f< trees  at 
work  have  Inid  no  effect  in  decreasiuEj 
d  run  ke  i  \  ness .  I  ha  ve  he  ard  f  o  rm  e  r  Gh  an  - 
cellors  i>f  the  Exchequer,  the  right  Ucm. 
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Member  for  Derby  (Sir  W.  Harcourt) 
and  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Kdin* 
burgh  (Mr,  Childei*s),  descant  on  the 
slackened  yield  upr>n  the  Estimabe  for 
beer  and  spirited  and  I  have  heaid  tht^m 
comfort  themselves  by  exprebsing  the 
«>pinion  that  the  diminished  consumption 
arose  from  the  temperance  movement, 
and  from  forces  operating  in  that  direc- 
tion, Bnt  the  recent  Bndget  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  abso- 
lutely dissipated  such  an  idea,  and 
jiroved  that  it  is  a  fallacy.  It  has 
opened  the  eyes  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  the  existence  of  an  evil 
of  the  magnitude  of  which  we  none  of 
us  had  any  conception.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  in  his  Budget 
speech,  which  I  will  describe  as  a  great 
tempeiunce  speech,  told  ns  that — 

'*  Nettrly  £2.600,000  out  of  a  siirplas  of 
£3,260,0'>0  Wf^re  due  to  an  absolutely  extraor- 
dinnry  circumstauw.  The  £2^600, "00  excels  of 
reveaue  of  which  I  have  Bpoken  havo  been  due 
U*  an  extroordiiiftr}'  rush  to  alcohol.  I  now 
wish  to  call  the  particular  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  thtt  fad  that  thv  increaad  in  the 
consumption  of  alcohol  in  the  past  y^ar  as 
compared  with  iti  pf«>di;ce«»or  has  augmented 
the  r'^cfiipts  fmm  alcoholic  beverages  by  a  sum 
exL'oeding  £1^800,000.  Let  me  remind  the 
Citnimittee  that  for  1 1  vearg  the  revenue  from 
tipirit«  had  be^n  declininjir,  and  for  two  years  it 
had  remained  stationary.  And.  speaking  of 
forecasting  a  revenue,  if  I  had  come  before 
thifi  House  and  said  I  belie vttd  there  would  be 
«n  increase  in  consumption  of  wlcoholie  bever- 
M^es  in  the  year  whioh  would  brinsf  in 
£1,800,000  more,  1  should  have  been  eonsiderfMi 
trither  a  lunatic  or  a  U heller  of  the  consuming 
dasaea  of  the  country.'* 

That  shows  that  the  doctrine  of  former 
Chancellors  of  the  Kxcheqner,  that  the 
8pi*ead  of  the  temperance?  movement  was 
checking  the  consumption  of  alcohol, 
was  nnfounded  and  mistaken.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchetjnor  said  to  the 
House  of  Commons  that— 

'*  The  net  receipts  on  all  consumable  articlecj 
except  spirits^  wine,  and  beeraclnally  fell  short 
of  my  Estimates  by,  in  round  numbers, 
£130.0(^0.  But  when  we  come  to  alcoholic 
drinks  I  fldmit  there  is  a  very  different  tale  to 
tell.  The  net  receipts  from  all  alcoholic  drinks 
umotinted  to  £29,'26o,000^  as  compared  with 
the  Estimate  of  £'27.430,000,  and  as  compared 
with  I  he  net  produce  of  £27,157,000  in  the 
year  before.  The  lievt  Duty  exceeded  my 
Kstimnte  by  £270,000,  forpign  spirit  8  by 
£421,000,  and  home  !<pintH  by  no  less  than 
£1,010,000;  and  the  duty  on  wine  exceeded 
the  Eiitimate  by  £120  000.  It  ia  on  drink,  and 
on  drink  alonn,  thnt  h»  regards  eonRumable 
articles  the  reveijuti  ^^itj^  under  eMimated  for 
the  JHut  yt^H.  And  the  Committee  will 
Li^  H,  Churdiill 


notioe  thiit  this  mflh  to  Mlcohol  baa 
been  univi^rMul  Some  havt*  rii^^ed  to  the 
beer  barrel,  other*  to  thp  npirit  bottle,  others  to 
the  decKnl^jr,  but  all  eWafS  ii^ern  to  have 
combined  in  t^tagting  the  prosperity  of  the 
country,  and  havp  largely  increitaed  the 
revenue.  I  call  the  tpecial  att**ntion  of 
the  Uoiue  of  Commons  to  thia  extraordinary 
circumstanoe — a  rircumt^tance  which  will  be 
deplored  by  almost  ev«ry  one,  for  many  reasooit 
and  which  places  upon  the  Gov^emment  and 
upon  the  House  an  increasing  liability  to  deal 
with  the  queation  of  the  conaumptioa  ol 
alcoholic  drinks.'* 

The  Honse  can  hardly  pass  by  with 
neglect  such  strong  language  from  to 
high  a  Minister  of  the  Grown^  and  one  ao 
well  entitled  to  speak  on  such  a  subject 
with  nnqnestioned  authority.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  goes  on  to 
say — 

**Tbe  ooDBnmption  of  rum  hai  increaaed  by 
12  per  cent.;  British  spirit*  by  7  per  cent.; 
brandy  by  nearly  6  per  cent.  ;  and  other  aortt 
of  epirita  by  nearly  5  per  cent.  I  cannot 
exaji^gerate  the  impression  which  these  fii^aro* 
make  upon  myeelf.  The  more  yon  look  into 
them  the  more  extraordinary  they  aeera  to  b«. 
I  have  wanted  to  ^how  what  this  additional 
comtumption  of  12  percent,  in  rum  mean^  if 
redneed  to  intelligible  proportiona,  I  under- 
stand that  rum  is  (^neratly  asked  for  in  pablio* 
houses  by  the  half  •quartern  or  the  half  ^i^ll, 
either  of  thi>»e  term»  meaning  about  one-eighth 
of  a  pint.  The  ret:iiler  is  allowed  by  Act  of 
Parliament  to  mix  water  as  long  as  the  spirit  i« 
not  reduced  below  26  degreefi  under  proof.  Ttie 
price  asked  for  a  half  gill  of  rum  is  2^.  or  34.; 
thus  the  whole  of  th^  rum  consumed  in  th4 
United  Kingdom,  if  supposed  to  hare  be«D 
drunk  in  these  drama,  in  the  year  1SS8  waa 
24ii,00O,000  of  drams,  and  that  enor<Qt»ua 
amount  has  been  increased  by  30,000.000 
drams  during  the  course  of  the  past  finaowlal 
year,  I  hope  the  Committee  will  consider  that 
this  ifl  a  matter  which  we  ought  to  look  fully 
in  the  face.  We  ought  to  undentaad,  not 
only  what  12  per  cent,  means,  bill, 
when  you  go  into  detail^  how  it  works  out.  U  it 
an  extraordinary  historical  fact  that  in  the  year 
1875-76,  which  was  the  greatest  drinking  3*ear 
on  record,  there  was  preeisely  the  same  rush  in 
predsely  the  same  proportions  of  these  different 
classes  of  spiritii.  and  at  that  time,  too,  th«s 
consumers  of  wine  followed  generally  in  the 
wake  of  the  cunskimera  of  spirits  and  beer;  and 
BO  it  appears  that^  notwithstanding  all  our 
hopes,  increased  prosperity  means,  not  an 
increased  consumption  of  all  the  other  greaft 
articles,  but  has  unfortunately  meant,  and  do6S 
mean,  a  great  increase  in  the  consumption  of 
alcoholic  liquors.  I  havB  now  t-xplained  how 
we  have  a  surplus  of  £3,200,000,  of  which 
£1,800,000  i«  accounted  for  by  the  increase  in 
altiobolic  bevenitjes*  Let  me  now  dt&cen^l  from 
these  ettipHodous  and  sensational  figures  to  the 
more  ordinary  figures  of  the  Budget/' 

That  extraordinary  speech,  csoming  on 
the  top  of  every  other  authority 
which    I     liaye    quoted    in     this    year 
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1890,  when  we  thought  that  we  were 
^tting  so  temperate,  and  that  the  habits 
and  momlB  of  the  people  were  imprf>vHng, 
«how8  that  if  we  were,  aa  undoubtedly 
we  woi'e  30  years  ago,  a  drunken  people, 
-that  adjective  can  be  applied  to  us 
(now*  I  think  the  House  will  admit  that 
nothing  can  be  more  serious  than  the 
ifocts  and  figures  to  which  I  have 
ventured  to  direct  its  attention.  For 
that  reason  I  welcome  the  intention  of 
ihe  Gk>verament  with  respect  to  a  BUI 
which  they  i)rojiose  to  introduce 
dealing  with  the  question  of  licensing. 
I  understand  that  Bill  is  directed  to 
prohibiting  the  granting  of  new  licences, 
and  I  hail  such  a  measure  as  tin  indispen- 
sable preliminary  to  any  reform  of  the 
Licensing  Laws.  But  such  a  measure  as 
that  touches  but  a  very  small  ^xirt  of  the 
-evil  it  is  sought  tfj  remedy.  If  it  is  the 
■duty  of  the  Government  to  deal  with 
this  question,  that  duty  they  will  reiulily 
:admit  is  not  even  approximately  dis- 
charged^-even  if  they  are  successful,  as 
i  hope  they  will  be--by  bringing  forward 
such  a  Bill  I  have,  I  fear,  somewhat 
rashly  attempted  a  more  ambitions 
measure,  which  I  will  explain  to  the 
House,  The  Bill  I  ask  leave  to 
introduce  is  as  wide  in  its  scope  as 
ilie  Bill  of  Mr.  Bruce  in  1871.  It 
Attempts  to  amend,  simplify,  and  con- 
solidate the  law  on  thia  subject.  1  may 
say  in  my  defence,  if  I  am  regainied  as 
presumptuous,  that  I  have  been  for 
weeks  past  in  communication  with  many 
^authorities  on  thin  lict^nsing"  question.  I 
have  had  the  advantiige  of  the  freest 
und  frankest  communication  with  the 
reprosentatives  of  the  trade,  and  have  re- 
ceived from  them  everj'  jx>ssible  assist- 
ance. I  have  also  had  the  great  advan- 
tage of  coramunic!ation  with  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Cockermouth 
^Sir  W.  Lawson)  ;  and  I  ghidly  acknow- 
ledge that  if  any  good  should  result  from 
the  action  I  invite  the  Hou.se  to  take  the 
hon.  Member  will  have  mainly  contri- 
buted to  it.  I  have  also  been  in  eominuni- 
isationwith  various  Tem|jerant?e  Asscxria- 
tions,  uotiibly  that  most  excellent  insti- 
tution the  Church  of  England  Temjier- 
ance  Society.  I  have  studied  many 
Bine  Books  ;  I  have  wadetj  through  many 
speeches  ;  I  have  read  many  jiamphlets; 
I  have  endeavoured  to  the  best  of  my 
ability,  bef«>re  venturing  to  subject  a 
project    t«>    the    House     of     Commons, 


to  master  the  whole  of  the  subject 
Tlie  main  principle  of  the  Bill  is 
popular  control  over  the  issue  of 
Ucencea.  That  is  a  principle  which 
has  been  accepted,  I  think  I  may 
say,  by  both  sides  of  the  House,  al- 
though it  is  carried  to  a  different  extent 
by  some  persons  tlian  by  others.  Though 
the  Returns  which  I  have  obtained 
do  and  mu.^t  be  taken  by  all  j>er8on6,  to 
condemn  the  results  r>f  magisterial  dis- 
cretion, I  do  not  wish  to  be  understood 
in  any  way  to  blame  the  magistrates^ 
who,  T  believe,  have  done  their  duty  as 
well  as  they  could.  Nothing  like  cor 
ruption,  or  a  trace  of  it,  has  influenced 
them  in  the  discharge  of  their  duty  ;  but 
from  one  cause  or  another  it  must  be 
admitted  that  the  magistrates  have  not 
been  able  or  willing  todecrenae  the  num* 
lier  of  licences.  I  do  not  irai^ne  for  a 
moment  that  the  giving  oyer  of  the  issue 
of  licences  to  popular  control  is  going  to 
make  the  people  of  England  sober  in  a 
year  or  two.  There  is  an  expression 
much  made  use  of  in  former  days  by 
those  who  opp<]aed  Licensing  Law  reform, 
that  **  You  can't  mtike  people  sober  by 
Act  of  Parliament."  You  cannot — it  is 
quite  true — but  I  t-ell  you  what  you  can 
do.  You  can  give  the  people  by  Act 
of  Parliament  powers  to  make  them- 
selves sober.  My  belief  is  that  the 
whole  instincts  of  tlie  people  are  really 
on  the  side  of  sobriety  if  they  have  the 
power  to  get  their  own  way ;  and  the 
blame  for  the  drunkenness  that  exists 
cannot  be  laid  on  the  people,  because  they 
have  not  had  even  the  f^hadow  of  power 
i>ver  the  issue  of  licences.  The  popular 
Representative  BtxHcs  which  I  propose  in 
my  Bill  to  control  the  issue  of  licences 
are  the  Municipal  Councils  in  the  boroughs 
and  the  County  Councils  in  the  conn 
ties.  I  know  it  has  l>cen  urged  that  it 
wnuld  1k!  l:©tter  ,to  give  the  jx)wer  to 
bo<lies  elected  solely  for  this  purpose  ; 
but  after  long  constdei'ation  of  the  p<-»int 
I  have  come  tfJ  the  conclusion  tluvt^  on 
the  whole,  the  arguments  are  in  favour 
of  entrusting  the  power  to  the  existing 
Councils.  In  the  first  place,  they  am 
bodies  of  gi-eat  weight  and  authority ; 
they  are  less  liabh^  to  he  swayed  cither 
ill  one  way  by  trade  interests  or  in  the 
other  by  tempertinee  fanaticism  than  a 
Ixniy  which  had  solely  to  deal  with 
licences  ;  they  will  on  the  whole,  I  think, 
be  moderate,  and  will  not  be  inclined   to 
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go  ahead  of  public  opmioii  ;  tliej  will  be 
found  to  be  composed  of  pin^lxiblj  the 
best  and  the  moat  experienced  men  in 
the  ltx:u,lity,  men  accustomed  to  matters 
of  local  govemraeut ;  and  lastly  — 
recognising  the  extreme  importance  of 
dealing  witli  this  qacBtiou  mther  by  a 
consensus  of  Parties  tlmn  by  a  conflict  of 
Parties — I  think  it  mil  be  found  that 
this  proposal  will  enojunter  the  least 
oppL»aition  either  in  this  H<»use  or  in  the 
other.  There  is  also  this  to  bo  said  in 
its  faTour,  tliat  the  establishment  of  a 
sepaiute  body  for  licensing  pur- 
pi38es  would  meaTi  additional  elect i<»ns. 
The  recurrence  of  elections  of  public 
Local  Bodies  is  already  quite  fre* 
quent  enough,  and  if  we  increase  the 
number  wo  shall  run  some  risk  of 
W<)&iying  and  nauseating  the  public,  w  ho 
would  cease  to  take  an  interest  in  them; 
and  without  public  intei*©st  these  bodies 
would  bec4^»me  useless  and  impotent.  I 
proceed  in  a  simple,  and  what  may  be 
called  a  rough  and  i-eady  fashion — in  my 
Bill  to  direct  the  Councils  to  di^'ide 
the  areas  under  their  authority  iiitt> 
Licensing  Districts,  and  to  divide  them- 
selves in  til  as  many  Committees  as  there 
are  Licensing  Districts,  each  Committee 
to  l»e  the  Licensing  Authority  for  the 
district.  But  I  gu  eveii  further  in  apply- 
ing the  principle  of  popular  control. 
I  have  |irijvided  that,  in  certftin  circum- 
stances, and  under  certain  conditions, 
there  should  be  brought  into  operatiun 
that  which  is  ctdled  thu  direct  veto 
—that  is  to  say.  that  if  in  a  certain 
}^rish  two -thirds  of  the  rate  pay  era  on 
the  municipil  register  voted  for  the 
prohibition  of  the  granting  of  licences, 
the  vote  should  operate  against  the  gmnt- 
ing  of  all  retail  licences.  There  is  a  good 
deal  to  be  said  in  favour  of  the  equity  of 
such  a  proi^sal.  On  the  feice  of  it  it  is 
not  unfair  that  where  you  find  a  large  and 
pireponderating  majority  in  a  restricted 
area  who  dtsirc  to  live  under  conditions 
which  in  their  belief  conduce  to  order  and 
monility—it  is  hard  on  such  a  majority 
that  a  c<»mi)aratively  small  minority 
should  be  able  to  preveot  them  having 
their  way*  And  what  makes  it  especially 
liard  in  1 1  lis  case  is  that  the  power  which 
you  refuse  Ui  entrust,  or  which  you  may 
possibly  refuse  to  entrust,  to  so  laige  and 
preponderating  a  majority  is  a  power 
which  under  the  law  of  the  land  is 
actually  enjoyed  by  the  owners  of  pro- 
Im^  R,  ChurchUl 


perty.  An  owner  of  many  thousands 
of  acres  or  of  a  hu*ge  }>ortion  of  a  U>wu 
may,  and  frequently  does,  no  matt<;r 
how  much  the  persons  on  that  property 
may  object,  prohibit  the  establishment 
of  a  single  house  for  the  sale  of  intoxi- 
cating liquor.  Tlierefore,  you  allow  to 
the  owner  of  j>ropertj  a  power  which, 
may  be  exercised  in  the  most  tyrannic 
manner,  which  I  believe  in  certain  \ 
has  been  exercised  tyrannically,  auj 
which  may  be  exercised  against  tl 
wishes  of  the  majority  of  the  people, 
I  think  that  thei-e  is  a  great  deal  to  b© 
said  for  allowing  a  preponderating 
majority  of  the  inhabitants  to  proliibit 
the  establishment  oi  houses  for  theretaU 
sale  of  drink,  I  will  give  the  Houso  a 
curious  instance  of  what  I  have  been 
saying.  The  townof  Jarrow  is  alluded  to 
in  the  Report  of  the  Lords  Committee  of 
1879.  Chie-half  of  that  town  belonsrs  to 
a  firm  which  employ  large  numl^ers  of 
woi'king  men  and  allow  no  licensed 
establiHlunent  in  that  half  of  the  town. 
The  other  Inilf  of  the  tow^n  is  not  so 
owned,  and  licensed  houses  I  ^rgely 
prevails.  That  is  a  large  [lower  t^  be 
exercised  by  one  firm  over  hundreds  of 
working  men.  Another  instance  is  the 
town  of  Middlesbrough^  which  st:  nd»out 
mther  well  in  the  Return  which  I  moved 
for,  the  jieroentage  of  public  honi*L^s  }*er 
1  jOOO  of  the  |Kipulation  being  only  1  '3* 
But  a  gentleman  wrote  to  me  fmm  Mid- 
dlesbr«>ugh  to  explain  how  that  is.  A 
very  large  portion  of  the  tx>wn  belt  ngs  to 
the  Peaise  family^  and  they  do  not  allow,, 
or  they  prevent  as  far  aa  they  can, 
the  establishment  of  any  house  for 
the  sale  t)f  intoxicating  liquor;  while 
another  jvortion  of  the  town  belongs  to  a 
gentleman  who  absolutely  prohibits  the 
opening  of  such  houses.  Therefore,  the 
real  pi'oportion  of  licensed  houses  in 
Middlesbrough  per  1,000  is,  in  reality, 
greater  than  the  Return  makes  it,. 
because  they  are  all  established  ia 
one  restricted  arca.  I  must  say 
that  if  you  give  that  power  to 
an  individual—  I  do  not  say  that  I  wish 
to  see  that  power  taken  away— I  think 
it  is  hard  to  aay  that  under  certtiin  cir- 
cumstances you  will  not  intrust  similar 
power  to  the  jMipuIar  vote*  At  all 
events,  the  House  will  admit  that 
the  matter  is  one  which  is  deserving 
of  argument  and  discussion.  1  do 
not  regaixl  the  question  of  dii'ect  vet^ 
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as  absolutely  mateml  to  my  Bill  or  to 
any  Licenaing  Law  reform ;  but  I  know 
that  the  Temperance  Body  attach  enor- 
mous imjx>rtance  to  such  a  juxivision, 
and,  considering  their  long  labours  in 
the  cauae  of  te  m]*e  ranee  i  I  I'l^ankly  admit 
that  they  have  a  right  to  some  concession 
in  this  matter,  at  least  as  a  subject 
of  experiment,  I  would  also  point  to 
one  beneficial  e£tect  of  the  establish- 
ment of  the  direct  veto.  It  has 
been  argued  on  more  than  one 
occasion  that  if  you  make  the  County 
Council  the  Licensing  Authority  you  will 
introduce  into  its  election  violent  party 
feeling  between  the  Temperance  Party 
and  the  anti-Temjiierance  Party — in  fact, 
introduce  into  the  election  what  I  may 
call  the  odium  ideoholicmn.  But  if  yon, 
under  certain  circumstances,  give  to  the 
inhabitants  of  a  parish  power  to  prohibit 
the  issue  of  licences^  obviously  the  effect 
of  that  will  be  to  relieve  the  County 
Council  of  an  enormous  amount  of  pi^es- 
Bure  whieh  might  be  put  upon  them  by 
one  party  or  the  other.  The  Temperance 
Party  will  tbeu  concentrate  their  efforts 
on  parishes  or  loeahties  where  they  think 
they  will  be  able  t<i  work  themselves  most 
beneficially,  wliile  those  interested  in  the 
trade  will  concentrate  their  efforts  in 
the  same  parts,  and  we  shall  thus  reheve 
the  County  Couueils  of  an  enormous 
amount  of  ti'ouble.  The  next  provision 
in  my  Bill  is  one  for  the  simplification  of 
the  licences.  Under  the  present  law 
there  are  12  different  forms  of  licence^ 
only  three  of  which  are  at  all  generally 
applied  for.  Under  this  Bill  the  chief 
licences  w^ill  be  wliat  are  known  as  the 
full  pubhcau's  licence  and  the  refresh- 
ment house  wine  and  beer  lic-ence.  The 
only  licence  which  the  Lioensing  Authority 
will  be  ab  1  e  to  giinit  for  consumption  on  the 
premises  for  the  wholesale  and  retail  sale 
of  wines,  spirits^  and  beer  is  tlie  full 
publican's  licence.  Another  form  of 
licence  which  is  pi*ovidod  for  is  the 
refreshment  house  wine  and  beer  licence, 
which  I  am  led  to  beheve  may  be  a  useful 
licence  in  the  rural  districts,  where  liouses 
may  be  established  at  a  lower  rating  than 
is  provided  for  in  my  Bill  for 
public  houses  in  towns,  and  where  facili- 
ties for  meals  to  the  customer  may  be 
afforded  as  well  as  facilities  for  drinking ; 
but  under  the  Bill  if  a  person  wishes  to 
get  a  licence  for  the  retail  sale  of  spirits 
he  will  have  to  obtain  a  fuU  publican's 


licence.  Then  there  wiil  be  a  restricted 
foi-ra  of  licence  to  be  granted  to  hotels 
which  are  not  public  houses  and 
railway  refreshment  rooms.  The  off- 
licence  will  be  reduced  to  a  com- 
bined wine  and  beer  heence.  One  of  the 
effects  of  the  Bill  will  be  that  beerhouses 
will  be  abolished  ail  over  the  country. 
For  this  proposition  there  is  great 
authority.  The  Committee  of  1854  said — 

"The  beerahop  system  has  proved  n  fail u re ► 
It  was  established  under  the  belief  that  it 
would  give  the  public  thdir  beer  cheiip  Hud 
]jure»  would  disHoeittle  buer  driiiking  froui 
drunkcnnosa,  and  hud  to  the  eatahlibhment 
throuifhout  the  country  of  a  claaa  of  house  of 
refreahmenfc  altogether  free  from  the  disorders 
Buppostid  to  attend  excliisivHly  on  tho  jitde  of 
spiriu.  The  ComDiiLiee  uf  the  Lords  which 
fiHt  in  1849-60»  however,  report  that  of  the 
beerhouses  a  very  Inri^e  proportion  are.  as  in 
the  case  of  public  houBes,  the  actual  property 
of  the  brewera,  or  tied  by  advances  to  them, 
that  they  are  notorious  for  the  sale  of  mi 
inferior  article,  that  the  consumption  of  ajiient 
Bpiritfl  haa  from  whatever  rause  far  from 
diminished,  and  that  the  comforts  and  morals 
of  ihe  poor  have  been  seriously  impaired. 
AIuTjh  of  the  evidence  before  your  Committee 
is  to  the  same  effect.  ** 

The  Comm^itteea  of  the  Hou&e  of  Lords 
in  1849,  and  of  the  House  of  Commons  in 
1854,  reported  as  to  the  evil  effects  of  the 
establishment  of  beerhouses  under  the 
Act  of  1830,  1  do  not  believe  that  the 
evil  effects  of  beerhouses  can  be  contro- 
verted, and  thei'cfore  in  my  Bill  I  pn> 
pofcje  to  abolish  them*  At  the  same  tinie^ 
the  existing  owner  of  a  beerhouse- 
will  be  able  to  apply  to  the  Licensing; 
Authority  for  a  full  licence,  and  the 
Authority  may  gmnt  it  if  they  think 
fit.  I  would  point  out  that  the 
whole  object  of  this  measure  in  regard 
t-o  hcences  is  to  mise  the  character 
of  the  public  house,  and  to  insure,  aa  fai 
as  possible,  that  the  person  conducting  it 
si  mil  Ix.'  ih  person  of  caintal  and  I'esperta- 
bility,  who  has  everything  to  lose  either 
by  misconduct  or  excess.  I  would  direct 
the  attention  of  the  House  tt>  the  opt' ra- 
tion of  Clause  11  in  the  Bill^  which 
prescribtts  the  necessary  mtiug  of  the 
litJUfies  for  which  these  licences  may  he 
gninbed,  and  which  wiK  operate  to 
reduce  largely  the  number  of  licences  in 
the  country.  I  have  said  that  off- 
licences  will  be  restricted  to  wine  and 
beer^  and  I  am  aware  that  that  prop*  sal 
will  excite  opixisition.  Btit  1  must 
point  out  tluit  the  object  of  the  Bill  is  to 
put  great  dif&culties  in  the  way  of  the- 
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consumption  of  spirite.     I  do  not  l>e1ieve 
that  off-licences  have  up  to  now  proved 
so  mischievous  a»  is  sometimes  alleged  ; 
I  do  not  believe  that  the  evidence  given 
against  them  has  been  satisfactorily  sub- 
stantiated*    But  this  must  be  t^alised — 
that  if  the  House  i^eforms  the  Licensing 
Laws    in     the     sense   I    pro|>ose    there 
will     probably    l^e     at     first     a     great 
desii^    and    demand    on    the    jmrt     of 
pei^sons    accustomed     to     drink    spirits 
Ui  obtain  them,  which   will   be    satisfied 
by  the  cn-lioenc©  houses,  and  in  that  case 
there   may   be   a    prejudicial    effect    in 
the   development  and   increase    of    off* 
licences  which  may  go  a   long  way    to 
neutralise  any  reform  wliich  may  be  made, 
I   was  obliged  to  consider  whether  we 
■  could  allow     off-licences     for    the     sale 
of  spirits   to   continue  if    we   suddenly 
<;heck  the  sale  of  spirits  in  other  direc- 
tions,  and    I    believe    it   is    absolutely 
necessary  in  the  public  interest  gene  rally, 
and   I    think    in    the    interest    of    the 
licensed    victualler  also,  that  the  sale  of 
spirits underoff-licences  should  be  stopjied. 
The  Licensing  Authority  under  this  Bill 
is    given   full     power   to    regulate    the 
hours    at     which     pnblichouses     shall 
be   open    both    on    week-days   and    on 
•  Sundays,       The  Bill  remits   that   ques- 
tion   entirely   to    the    Local    Authority, 
End^  generally  speaking,  I  may  say  that 
the  Licencing  Authority  of  every  district 
^11  absolutely  ctiutrol  all   retail  siile  of 
alcoholic    liquor  in  tht   district.     There 
is,  however,  no  standard  provided  in  the 
Bill,  such  as  in  that  of  Mr.  Bruce,  as  to 
the   numlier  of  pnblichouses  in  propor- 
tion to  the  ] population.     The  operation 
of  Clause  11  will  be  more  effective   in 
this  respect  than  any  scale  laid  down  ; 
but  what  I  want  to  point  out  is  that  the 
pivlicy  of  the  measure  is  not  to  interfere 
with  the  lilierty   of   the   people  by  the 
measure    itself.      The    object     of     the 
measure  is  rather  to  give  to  the  people 
themselves,  througli  their  Keprest^ntative 
Body,  the  pjwer  of  interfering  with  their 
own    liberty.     I    come    now   to  a   very 
important     point,     perhaps     the     most 
important    point   of   all,  which    is   not 
dealt    with    in    the   Bill — 1   mean   the 
question     of    comjiensation    for    vested 
intei*ests-     My  reason  for  not  including 
in   tbe  Bill  any   pm  vis  ion  in  regard  to 
•com|)ensation  is  that  it  would  entail  taxa- 
*tion  in  some  form  or  other,  and  it  is  not 
'in  the  power  of  a    private  Member  of 
Lord  R.  Churchill 


Parliament  to  propose  to  the  House  any 
taxation  of  any  form  or  kind.  Every 
such  proposal  must  come  from  a  Minister 
of  the  Cmwn.  But  I  hold  that  com- 
pensation for  vested  intei'ests  is  an  in- 
dispensable accompaniment  to  any  scheme 
of  licensing  reform.  Any  such  reform 
not  accompanied  by  compensation  for 
vested  interests  would  be  sheer  confi^ca^J 
tion  and  robbery.  On  this  subjec  _ 
perhaps  the  House  will  allow  me  again 
to  recur  to  the  speech  of  Mr.  Bruce  in 
1871,  because  he  stated  the  case  in  a 
most  im (partial  manner.     He  said — 

**  He  could  not  as9i3iit  to  the  propoflition  . 
the  Member  for  Carlisle  that  tbe^e  houiei  ha 
no  Bort  of  interefll.  They  had  an  interefit, 
although  it  was  undoubtedly  of  a  qualified 
descHptiou  His  boo.  Friend  founded  hii 
propofiition  on  the  stijxerficial  fact  that  tbeve 
licenees  were  anntiaJly  renewed,  and  that  th« 
Justice  might  any  year  .refuse  to  renew 
tb&m  ;  but  the  faot  was  that  the  Juaticee 
n<:%Hrly  always  renewed  these  hcencee  unleea 
the  holders  of  them  by  bad  conduct  had 
rendered  themBelvee  unfit  to  hold  a  licence, 
and  it  muBt  be  borne  in  mind  that  they  could 
not  be  refused  without  an  appeal  to  Quartw 
SesaioQS*  and  had  unyone  ever  heard  of  Buch 
appeal  being  decided  except  with  reference 
only  to  the  conduct  of  the  holder  of  the  licence  P 
On  tbe  other  hand,  the  House  had  never 
recognised  any  veRted  intereflt  in  this  apeciee  of 
property  or  any  right  to  eonipensalion,  yel 
it  had  frequently  interfered  with  the  trade.  It 
greatly  interfered  with  it  when  it  passed  tbe 
Beer -house  Act ;  again ,  when  spirit  deaJert 
were  allow  d  to  have  retail  Itcencefi,  and, 
again,  when  an  Act  for  ch'SLDg  publicbouiseB 
VVH8  paased,  aud  in  1854  Mr.  Yiliiera'a  Com- 
mittee proposed  to  introduce  free  trade  into  tbe 
huBineos  without  providing  compensation.  The 
IvQiwledge  of  the  holders  of  these  licenoesthat 
thdr  right  to  com penea tion  waa  of  a  very 
qmilifit'd  cbaractur  made  tb«m  extremely 
an^iious  for  anything  like  a  fair  and  equitable 
arrangement  of  this  question.' * 

It  has  been  admitted  on  bath  sides  of  the 
House  that  the  custom  of  renewing 
licences  liad  become  so  prevalent, 
strong,  that  the  licences  8o  issued  hi 
become  pi-operty,  and  I  think  that  in  the 
discussion  of  this  question  the  arguments 
in  favour  of  c!om|iensation  for  vested  in* 
te rests  luive  predominated.  And  how  is 
it  possible  to  den^''  the  existence  of  pro- 
perty in  thase  licences,  when  on  every 
day  of  the  year  they  are  openly  bought 
and  sold,  sometimes  enormous  sums  of 
money  being  given  for  them  T  It  is  im- 
possible to  deny  the  existence  of  pro- 
jierty  whicli  [Hisses  from  hand  to  hand 
every  day,  which  is  sold,  and  in  which 
Trustees  may  invest  and  do  invest ;  and 
as  such  property  exists  it  is  im possible 
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to  say  that  Parliament  is  not  bound  to 
give  compensation  for  it,  if  Parliament 
deems  it  necessary  to  abolish  it  I  come  to 
fi  much  stronger  argument  even  than  that* 
The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Cockermouth  and  his  friends  refuse  to 
i-ecognise  the  existence  of  any  property 
in  a  Hcence  ;  but  the  State  has  been  mucn 
more  quicksic^hted  than  they,  for  the  State 
has  recognised  the  existence  of  a  pro- 
jjerfcy,  as  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
admitted  in  answer  to  a  question  which 
I  put  to  him  some  days  ago,  because  it 
taxes  the  got kI will  of  a  public  house,  both 
for  annual  tiiation  and  under  the  Death 
Duties.  If  a  man  has  bought  a  pubhc 
house  for  a  sum  of  money  and  dies^ 
his  outlay  on  the  purchase  of  that 
public  house  will  be  taken  by  the  Com- 
missioners of  Pi'obate  as  a  part  of  the 
estate,  and  Probate  Duty  will  be-  levied 
upon  it.  How  can  yon  deny  the  exist- 
ence of  prdjKjrty  which  the  State  recog* 
nises  for  the  purpose  of  tiixatirin  ?  If 
the  hon>  Baronet  the  Mem  lie  r  ftir 
Cockermouth  gives  a  fair  consideration 
to  such  arguments,  I  tliink  he  will 
adm.it  that  a  ju*operty  doe.^  exist, 
and    that    comj)en.sation    ought    to    be 

ven  to  pei^nns  who  are,  for  State 
tns,     summarily     deprived  of   pro- 

rty.  I  have  no  dcmbt  tiiat  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Excliequer  wlian  he 
brings  on  his  Licensing  Bill  will  deal 
more  fully  and  nu)re  authontatively  than 
I  have  done  with  this  question  of  compen- 
sation. Although  I  am  interested  in  a 
reform  of  the  Licensing  Laws,  and  am  in 
favour  of  a  reform  of  a  diustic  character, 
personally  I  will  oppose  any  measuie 
which,  by  nun-provision  for  eorapensatiQu 
for  vested  interests,  would  be  an  act  of 
confiscation,  spoliation,  and  robbery.  I 
pass  rapidly  to  the  conclusion  of  my 
remarks*  The  second  pjirt  fif  the  Bill 
relates  to  the  i\?gist!"atitm  of  clubs.  The 
Under  Secretary  r>f  State  for  the  Home 
Department  has  written  me  a  letter  in 
which  he  refers  to  the  opinion  of  the 
Chief  Commissioner  of  Police  as  to 
the  existence  in  this  Metropolis  and  in 
many  other  large  towns  of  bogus  cluba, 
that  exist  merely  for  the  unlicensed 
sale  of  iotoxicating  liquors ;  and  he 
expresses  his  opinion  that  the  formation 
of  those  clubs  had  received  a  great 
impetus  from  the  restrictions  on  the  sale 
of  alcoholic  liquur.     In  many  cnses,  the 


Chief  Commissioner  observes,  these 
clubs  are  merely  unlicensed  taverns, 
whem  drinking  and  gambUng  is 
indulged  in  with  impunity.  Tliese 
lemarks  apply  only  to  the  lower  order  of 
clubs,  thougSi  the  Chief  Commissioner 
does  not  recommend  legislation  whieb 
w^ould  not  apply  to  all  clubs  alike.  The 
licensed  victuallers  complain,  and,  in 
ray  judgment,  rightly  complain,  of  the 
increEised  drinking  in  these  bogus  clubs, 
which  are  able  to  sell  liquors  at  all 
hours,  and  which  escape  alt^jgether  the 
rigid  control  which  applies  to  public 
bouses.  I  will  not  go  deeply,  at  this 
hour  of  the  evening,  into  this  question  of 
clubs  ;  but  I  will  merely  point  out  that 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  a  bond 
fitle  club  would  be  entitled  U\  be  regis- 
tered by  the  County  Council  upon  pay- 
ment of  a  fee  which  is  graduated 
]  according  to  the  mting  of  the  premises 
of  the  club.  In  an  ordinary  working 
men's  club  the  fee  might  amount  to 
I  30s,  a  year,  while  the  great  West 
End  clubs  of  London  would  have 
the  satisfaction  of  paying  to  the 
County  Council  sums  ranging  be- 
I  iween  £1,000  and  X2,000  a  year.  I 
j  have  now  explained  to  the  House  the 
I  natui'e  ctf  the  measure,  and  I  have  given 
I  to  the  House  the  opinions,  which 
cannot  be  neglected,  of  Committees, 
and  also  of  statesmen— ^^f  some  who 
I  have  passed  away,  and  of  others  who 
are  still  in  our  midst,  I  claim  for  the 
Bill  certain  merits.  It  consolidates, 
simplifies,  and  amends  the  law*  It  is  so- 
drawn,  that  everybody  who  is  at  all 
acquainted  with  the  Bubjeot  can  easily 
undei-stand  it  ;  and  although  it  conaoli- 
dates  some  20  or  30  Statutes,  it  is  all — 
with  the  exception  of  Part  II.,  dealing 
with  clubs — contained  in  16  clauses.  I 
think  that,  unless  I  have  spoilt  my  case 
by  over-length  in  stating  it,  the  House 
must  be  of  opinion  that  legislation  on 
this  subject  is  demanded,  and  legislation 
without  delay.  It  is  quite  possible  that 
we  may  be  entering  upon  a  new  era  of 
prosperity  for  tnide  and  industry;  but 
experience  tells  us  that  that  period  will 
certainly  be  followed  by  ycarsof  depression. 
Daring  the  period  from  1868  to  1874  the 
people  of  this  country  made  enormouii 
sums  of  monc^  and  were  apparently 
almost  as  affluent  as  one  could  desire. 
But  if  they  made  a  great  deal  of  monev 
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an  enonnous  f>ortion  of  their  earnings  at 
that  time  wiis  expended  on  alcohcjL  If 
there  is  a  good  time  before  us,  let  ua 
try  to  do  sfimething  by  legislation  to 
prevent  the  recurrenctj  of  such  a  calamity, 
of  such  a  want  uf  tlirift  as  has  marked 
former  yeara  id  i>rospcnty,  and  as  lia.s 
increased  the  difficnltiee  of  the  re<-*ent 
years  of  depreflsion.  The  gi-eat  fjuverty 
and  distress  m  the  recent  bid  times 
arose  U^  a  lai-ge  extent  from  the  profuse 
exjjenditure  of  money  by  the  people, 
when  times  wei-e  good,  on  the  consump- 
tion of  alcohol.  Let  us  give  them  the 
•  opportunity  of  interfering  with  them- 
selves, and  the  liherty  of  cutting  down, 
if  they  ao  desire,  the  sources  of  alcu- 
hoho  supply*  Let  Parliament  per- 
form  a  duty  which  it  has  for,  at  leaat, 
half  a  century  neglected — a  duty  vividly 
described  in  the  eiti-acts  I  have  read*  I 
quite  recognise  tlmt  it  will  not  be 
poesiHe  in  the  present  state  of  public 
business  that  a  Billpf  this  kind  should  be 
passed  into  law  this  year.  I  do  not  know 
-ivhether  the  details  of  the  m^eaaure  would 
be  likely  to  meet  with  a  favourable  re- 
ception in  the  House ;  but,  if  by  any 
goi>d  fortune,  the  general  jirinciples  and 
policy  of  fcbe  measure  were  favourably 
■considered  by  the  House  of  Commons, 
then  I  would  venture  to  surrgest  tliat  it 
might  be  possible,  either  by  some  slight 
facilities  being  offered  by  the  Govern- 
ment, or  by  the  general  concurrence  of 
the  House,  to  carry  the  Bill  as  far  as  the 
Second  Heading  and  then  to  send  it 
upstairs  to  a  Select  Committee.  The  ex- 
amination (►f  tho  measure  by  a  Select 
Committee  would  be  of  immense  public 
utility  and  advantage,  and  would  pre- 
|)are  the  way  most  effectually  for  Par- 
liament to  deal  finally  with  the  subject 
Tjext  Session.  Whether  that  be  so 
*or  uot,  it  is  my  duty  now  to 
express  my  sincei'©  gratitude  to  the 
House  for  the  great  favour  they  have 
tJonf erred  upt»n  me  in  permitting  me  to 
tTesfm.s8  so  unduly  on  their  time.  And,  in 
conclusion,  T  earnestly  appeal  both  to 
the  Government  and  the  House  to  give 
to  the  large  qnesti^m  1  have  brought 
forwai-d  their  most  cawful  and  serious 
consideration, 

Motiou  made,  and  Question  pro  posted, 

"  *rhat  leave  be  given  to  brinf;  in   a  Bill  lo 
•COOBolidAttii  and  nmend   the    Law  uf  Licerming, 
Lord  R.  ChvrchiU 


and  to  provide  for  the  Registratioa  of  Clubt 
in  which  iDtoxiuatiiig  Liquors  aro  supplied- *" 
—  ( iAkrd  Rfttidoiph  ChutchiU, ) 

*(10.50.)SrKW.LAWSON  (Cumberland, 
Cocke  rmouth) :  I  think  it  waa  Mr. 
O^Connell  who  used  to  say  that  he  went 
on  repeating  the  same  thing  over  and  < 
over  again  until  at  last  it  came  to  himi 
an  echo  from  the  mouths  of  his  oppo- 
nents. I  was  delighted  at  hearing  my 
noble  Friend  describe  this  great  evil  in 
the  words  I  Irnve  had  the  honour  of 
describing  it  for  many  years  past.  I 
congratulate  the  noble  Ijord  most  heartily 
on  having  turned  his  attention  to  the 
must  important  question  of  the  day,  and  on 
having  made  the  speech  which  he  haa 
just  made.  I  think  the  noble  Lonl  is — if 
he  will  allow  me  to  say  8<»— a  most  pro- 
mising member  itf  the  Band  oi  Hope. 
The  noblo  Ltn-d  has  secured  a  good 
opjxjrtunity  of  bringing  the  question 
forwanl,  for  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, in  his  speech  on  the  Budget 
10  days  ago,  exciteil  attention  by  his 
account  of  the  drinking  that  was  going 
on  in  the  country.  Of  course,  we  am 
t«jld  that  although  there  is  more 
money  s-peut  on  drink  there  i^  no  proof 
of  increased  drunkenness.  Hut  I  am 
not  concerned  to  ai^e  that  now.  I  am 
content  to  rest  on  the  fact  that  more 
money  is  ajient  on  the  consumption  of 
lilcohol.  The  statement  has  exeite<l  such 
great  interest  in  the  country  that  hardly 
ever  on  a  private  Members'  night  has 
there  been  such  a  rush  to  get  int4>  the 
House.  Would  there  have  been  half  ns, 
many  people  to  hear  about  Dii^establish- 
ment,  or  Bi- metal  I  ism,  or  Hares  and 
Rabbits,  or  the  Deceased  Wife*s  Sister,  or 
anything  of  that  sort?  People  have 
come  liecause  they  are  more  interested 
in  this  question  than  in  any  other  ques- 
tion of"  tke  ilay.  Someone  h»s  sent  me 
a  cutting  from  a  paper  in  1838,  announc- 
ing that  a  fimi  of  c^^)lHery  proprietors 
had  given  notice  that  they  would  dismiss 
all  of  their  men  who  became  teetotallers, 
becaiwe  those  men  wew  doing  an  injury 
to  the  country.  At  that  time  the  idea 
was  tlmt  it  wa8  a  pious  and  patriotic  duty 
to  consume  iufcoxicating  drinks.  It  is 
pretty  much  the  sann*  thing  now,  in 
some  res|>ectH,  for  no  persons  are  held  in 
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«iich  high  efitimation  as  thtjse  who  make 
find  those  who  sell  these  drinks.     If  a 
man  selk  a  sufficient  quantity  of  beer 
he  is  made  a  Peer.     A  Liberal  brewer  is 
made  a  Peer,  and  then  a  Tory  brewer  is 
made  a  Peer,     Both  sides  do  that^  and 
all  alia   made  Peers  in  their  turn.     But 
gT^xdually     a     sect    has     arisen    wliicb 
demands  that  if  these  drinks  are  found 
to   be  injurious  the  people  should  have 
the    power   to   say,  "We    will  l\ave  no 
licence    here.**      The    noble    Lord    lias 
-■spoken    of    the    magistrates  as  being  a 
pure,    noble    body    of    men.     I    am    a 
Magistrate  myself,  and  I  know  that  the 
noble-Lord  sfnike  the  truth.     The  pub- 
licans ai'e  the  picked  men  of  the  coun- 
try ;  if    there  is  a  stain  on  their  moral 
•character    they    are     not     allowed     to 
have    licences.     Everybody,    then,    has 
-done       Ills       best ;     but,      after      all, 
this    licensing'    system     is     the      most 
•miserable,    ghastly      failure     that    the 
history  of   legislation   has   ever  sliowu. 
The  noble  Lord  has  spoken  of  the  evils 
caused    by   the   facilities   for    obtaining 
drink,   but  why  should  not  the    public 
houses   do   a  h^rge  business,  like  other 
trades  ?     Yet  the  noble  Lord  is  horrified 
at  the  large  business  done  by  the  public 
houhes.       Does   not    this    condemn   the 
whole  thing  ?     T  have  three  times  carried 
a  Hesolution  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
'declaringt)iat  local  communities  should  be 
entrusted  with  power  to  prevent  licensed 
liquor  shops  being  established  amongst 
them^and  in  1 88fi  the  subject  was  declared 
**  urgent,"  but  nothing  has  been  done.  Two 
j^ears  ago  the  Government  did  make  an 
attempt  to  meet  the  demand  for  a  reduc- 
tion of  the  number  of  public  houses,  and 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Boanl   proposed  in  his  Bill  to   put  licen- 
sing   into   the    hands    of    the    County 
•Councils,       He    might    have    got    that 
through  the  House,  only — and  here  let 
the    noble    Ijord    t-ake   warning — he  put 
<jompenBation   into    the    Bill,   and    that  i 
wrecked   the    whole     thing.      Does    the 
noble   Lord  think  that  when  compensa- 
tion has  wrecked  the  scheme  of  a  great 
Government,    the    same   thing     in     his 
scheme  will  help  to  carry  it?       The  Go- 
vernment   proijosed    to  turn    a   yearly 
lice  ace  into  a  }>ermanent  one,  and  to  put 
hundreds    of    ra.ilIions    into   the  jiockets 
of  the   publicans  and   brewers,  but  the 
•country   rose  against   it,   and    in  a  few 


weeks^  time  the  strongest  Government 
wo  have  had  for  years — I  do  not  say  the 
best — were  obliged  to  give  np  their 
Compensation  Clause.  If  the  Cliancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  is  now  going  to 
recognise  by  law  any  value  in  a  licence 
beyond  the  value  for  a  year,  he  will 
have  just  as  big  a  horaet's  nest  about 
him  as  there  was  two  years  ago.  We 
who  have  been  working  in  this  cause  for 
the  best  part  of  our  lives  have  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  principle  of  com- 
pensation in  a  licence  granted  for  one 
year  is  utterly  inadmissible.  The  people 
of  the  country  will  not  stand  it — the 
noble  Lord  may  be  sure  of  that.  They 
will  honour  and  applaud  him  for  the 
words  he  has  used  against  the  Dnnk 
Traffic,  but  they  will  not  swallow  com- 
pensation. 

♦LoKD  B.  CHURCHILL:  It  depends 
a  good  deal  on  where  the  compensation 
comes  from. 

♦Sir  W.  LAWSON  :  It  must  come  from 
pablic  funds.  The  noble  Lord  says  that 
**  compensation  entails  taxation."  and 
tliat  taxation  is  public  money.  He  pro- 
poses in  his  speech  to  give  public  money 
as  compensation,  and  he  talks  about  this 
compensation  being  justifiable  because 
the  publicans  are  taxed  on  their  licences, 

*LoiiD  R,  CHURCHILL :  The  goodwiH 
of  the  publican  is  taxed. 

•iSfK  W.  LAW80N  :  I  am  only  talking 
about  licences.  A  town  clerk  who 
wrote  to  me  the  other  day  has  put 
the  matter  on  a  jx«t-card — "Licences 
for  a  year,  not  permanent ;  value  subject 
to  yearly  taxation,"  Let  us  put  a  tiix  on 
the  yearly  value,  but  when  that  yearly 
value  is  taken  away  we  will  not  tax  it. 
We  will  not  have  compensation — we  in- 
tend  to  fight  against  it  to  the  death.  The 
only  other  thing  we  want  is  to  carry  out 
the  Resolution  which  has  been  three  times 
passed  by  this  House,  and  to  give  tho 
people  power  to  protect  themselves 
against  any  Licensing  Authority  what 
ever.  Surely  they  have  ii  right  to  protect 
themselves.  What  is  this  trade  s\fi 
described  by  the  noble  Ij^ird  ?  He  calls 
it  a  **  devilish  and  destructive  trade/* 
and  surely  the  people  have  a  riifht  to 
protect  themselves  against  the  devil ! 
I  hope  the  noUe  Lord  will  go  on  in  hia 
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way  nobly  as  he  has  begun  ;  but  I  advisu 
him  to  get  rid  of  (X)mpeiisation,  and  then 
his  course  will  be  clear  for  him.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  in  his 
memoi*able  speech  that  the  state  of  things 
is  such  that  the  country  is  bound  to 
interfere.  And  so  it  will  interfere,  and 
in  the  way  I  have  described,  that  is 
the  way  on  which  the  people  have  t*et 
their  hearts.  Do  not  suppose  I  am  too 
sanguine.  Let  me  before  I  conclude,  read 
an  extract  from  words  used  by  the  noble 
Lord  himsi^lf,  and  I  read  these  words 
beeanse  I  think  they  aft'oi-d  great  en- 
coura^ment  to  all  prohibitionists  in 
the  House  and  outside — 

••Theprefient  House  of  Commons  has  only 
two  more  years  of  life  beforo  it,  and  it  might 
come  loan  end  any  day.  Its  sacci^aoi'  may  be 
•onttituted  in  a  widely  different  manner." 

♦LordR.  CHUECHILL:  What  is  the 
hon.  Earonet  quoting  from  ? 

»SiB  W.  LAWSON  :  From  a  periodical 
called  Shtwt  CuU-.  The  noble  Lord  went 
on  to  say  that  every  Radical  or  Liberal 
supporter  of  Mr.  Gladstone  now  pledges 
himself,  as  a  mattir  of  course,  t-o popular 
control  of  the  liquor  traffic,  and  a;:^ain8t 
corapensation  to  brewers,  distillei-s,  and 
publicans.  A  few  years  ago,  said  the 
m.ible  Lord,  the  Members  of  Parliament 
bound  t4>  such  pledges  were  a  mere 
handfub  **  in  the  next  Parliament  they 
will  comprise  the  entii"^  G  lads  ton  ian 
Party/'  The  House  of  Lords  will  have 
its  hands  full  of  other  matters,  and  w^ill 
be  in  no  condition  to  offer  resistance  to 
licensing  reform*  That  is  a  most  en- 
couraging statement  of  the  noble  Lord, 
and  should  send  us  home  to  bed  in  good 
heart.  1  conclude  by  thanking  the  noble 
Lord,  as  I  did  in  the  begiiining,  for  what 
he  has  done.  Let  him  go  on  as  he  hns 
begun,  and  he  will  be  thanked,  not  only 
by  me,  but  by  thousands  of  the  p^or  and 
distressed  in  the  country,  who  will  pray 
heartily  for  his  success. 

♦(ILo,)  Admikai.  FIELD  (Sussex, 
Eastbourne; :  I  will  not  trespass  on  the 
time  of  the  House  at  any  length,  but  I 
desire  to  offer  a  woi-d  or  two  of  friendly 
criticism  on  the  S|)eech  of  the  noble 
Lord.  1  take  exception!  to  some  of  the 
noble  Lord's  remarks  about  the  Magis- 
trates ac^ting  in  a  haphazard  way,  and 
doing  nothing  to  check  the  issue  of 
licences  for  years  piiat.  I  cannoh  think 
Sir  W~  Laumon 


the  noble  Itovd  meant  his  words  to  appljT 
iis  censui'e  ttj  Magistrates  of  the  present 
day  ;  and,  if  he  did,  I  presume  he  must 
have  made  the  remarks  without  havings 
made  very  careful  inquiry  into  the  action 
of  Magistrates.  As  one  of  that  muoh 
abused  body,  one  who  has  taken  great 
interest  in  the  question  for  many  yeans^. 
and  one  who  has  acted  as  a  Licensing- 
Authority,  I  beg  to  say  the  noble  hordt 
is  wrong  as  far  as  Hampshire  is  con- 
cerned. In  that  county  we  have  started 
a  policy  which  is  accepted  by  the  trada^ 
with  l)eneficial  I'esulte,  We  have  dis- 
tiiutly  laid  down  that  the  numljer  of 
He<ences  in  our  division  is  hirguly  in 
excess  of  the  wants  of  the  population. 
We  have  resolved  to  issue  no  new 
licences,  and  we  have  given  v;Uuable 
hints  to  the  trade  for  meeting  the  wants 
fo  outlying  districts,  by  working  the 
i-emoval  clause,  and  these  hints  have 
been  acted  upon.  For  years  past 
we  Iiave  required  the  trade  to  surrender 
two  licences  for  every  new  one  granted 
for  the  outlying  districts*  If  the  phm 
were  adopted  in  other  parts  of  the  coun- 
try,  by  a  slow  Imt  sure  prt)ces8,  the 
numlx^r  of  public  houses  would  be^ 
reduced.  In  one  parish  six  houses  wem 
chist^l  in  this  way.  In  Hampshire  a  very 
imjKjrtant  Committee  has  been  appointed 
to  inquire  mto  the  whole  system  of 
licensing,  and  they  have  agreed  upon  a 
R^'jiurt  which  is  approved  by  Quarter 
Sessions.  Tlius,  there  will  l>e  ujiity  of 
action  m  dealing  with  licences  and 
renewals.  The  Magistnites  for  a  long  time 
were  under  the  impression  that  they  had 
no  piiwer  to  refuse  I'enewal.  but  they  are 
now  t<ild  by  the  highest  authurity^ — 
a  Court  of  Ap{3eal — that  their  j>owers 
have  not  teen  altered  since  the  old 
Licensing  Act  of  1829,  If  the  Alagis- 
tiiites  had  known  their  pow*er  after  the 
jmssing  of  the  Act  of  1872,  depend  upon 
it  the  Returns  to  which  the  noble  Lord  has^ 
referred  would  have  ha<l  a  veiy  different 
complexion.  It  is  n  misfartnne  that  the 
Bill  of  1872  did  not  specify  in  distinct 
terms  that  nothing  in  this  Act  w*as  in- 
tended to  detract  from  the  power  of  the 
ancient  Licensing  Authority.  Had  there 
Ijeen  such  a  clause^  the  noble  \^Td 
would  not,  in  his  able  speecli,  have 
so  much  reason  to  complain  of  theactioil 
of  Magistrates.  The  noble  Lord  is  in 
favour  of  popular  conti'oL     That   is   the 
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principle  of  his  Bill.  For  my  own  pari» 
I  think  it  the  most  mischievous  form  of 
control  which  could  be  devised.  That 
the  County  Council  flhonld  have  the 
control  is  greatly  to  be  deprecated.  In 
Hampshire,  since  the  Isle  of  Wight  wiis 
taken  away,  the  County  Council  in  com- 
posed of  80  or  85  persons.  Wo  have  14 
divisions,  and,  according  to  the  noble 
Lord's  proposal,  there  will  be  power  to 
divide  the  county  into  areas.  I  presume 
Hampshire  would  be  divided  into  14,  so 
that  tliere  would  be  barely  ^yq  County 
Councillors  for  each  division  to  adjudi- 
cate upon  licences  as  against  14 
or  16  Magistrates,  and  I  certainly  have 
much  more  confidence  in  a  Licensing 
Authority  which  is  in  the  habit  of  deal- 
ing with  such  a  question  than  1  have  in 
any  btidy  of  five  Councillors  in  any  prirt  of 
the  country.  Let  me  also  point  out  this 
objection,  that  if  the  Licensing  Autho- 
rity is  transferred  to  County  Councils  we 
shall  see  the  trade  using  its  vast  power 
and  machinery  t<>  the  extent  that  every 
public  house  will  be  turned  into  a  Com- 
mittee room  to  promote  the  return  of 
County  Council  candidates  favourable  to 
the  brewing  interest.  That,  I  think,  is 
much  to  be  deprecated.  The  matter  re* 
quires  very  careful  thinking  out  before 
you  make  a  transfer  from  the  old  Licensing 
Authority.  We  are  a'much-abused  body, 
but  those  who  abuse  us  most  know 
least  about  our  discharge  of  a  very  dis- 
agreeable public  duty.  The  noble  Lord 
says  the  number  of  licensed  houses  is 
largely  in  excess  of  the  requirements  of 
the  populaticn,iand  that  is  true.  But,  as 
I  have  said,  we  did  not  know  until  the 
decision  in  the  case  "  Sharp  v.  Wakefield  " 
that  we  possessed  these  powers  of  refusal 
which  now  undoubtedly  will  he  used. 
I  would  appeal  to  the  Government 
that  in  any  Bill  they  may  introduce 
suspending  the  granting  of  new 
licences  they  will  not  suspend  the  power 
which  now  exists  under  tlie  present  law 
of  working  the  removal  clause.  If  the 
Government  can  intr«xiuce  into  tlieir 
Bill  a  power  of  demanding  two  surren- 
dera  in  all  cases  for  every  removal  of  a 
licence,  I  think  that  a  very  great 
I  improveraent  will  be  effected  in  the 
I  course  of  a  few  years  in  the  condition  of 
the  country.  Then  we  shall  not  frighten 
the  people  by  any  large  schemes  of  com- 
[  peosation. 

VOL.  CCCXLHI.    [tbird  mmm.]        ' 


(11.15.)  Me.  OCTAVXtTS  V.    MOR- 

GAN  (Batteraea) :  During  the  few 
years  I  have  sat  in  this  House  I  have 
never  listened  to  any  speech  which  gave 
me  more  satisfaction  than  that  of  the 
noble  Lord.  Not  that  I  agree  with 
everything  he  said,  but  I  recognise  that 
the  licensing  question  is  no  longer  a 
Party  question,  confined  to  the  interest 
of  a  few  Members,  and  a  drastic  measure 
of  reform  may  be  said  to  be  within 
measureable  distance.  Tlie  noble  Lord 
has  paid  a  tribute  to  the  services  of  Lord 
Al)erdare  as  Home  Secretary,  and  he 
attributed  the  excellence  of  the  propoeala 
in  his  Bill  of  1872  to  three  or  four  years 
experience  at  the  Home  Office,  but  I 
think  this  wa«  due  to  the  early  tniining 
Mr.  Bruce  had,  as  a  Magistrate,  at 
Merth}nr,  and  among  the  Welsh  coal 
fields,  where  he  gained  knowledge  that 
stood  him  in  t^ood  stead,  afterwards,  at 
the  Home  Ofiiee,  In  the  nifitter  of  off* 
licences  I  am  glad  t^->  hear  tlmt  the  noble 
Lord  pr (Eposes  to  deal  with  the  sale  of 
spirits.  I  should  regret  to  see  the  off- 
licences  done  away  with  altogether, 
because  they  give  women  and  girls  the 
opportunity  of  going  to  a  grocer's  shop 
for  the  dinner  beer  rather  than  to  a 
pubhc  house.  Many  of  the  public  houaes 
in  London  ai'e  totally  unfit  for  any  decent 
person  to  enter  by  reataon  of  the 
dissolute  j>ei'son8  who  congregate  therein. 
I  believe,  however,  that  were  the  pro- 
mised power  given  to  the  County  Councils 
the  elections  would  be  fought  very 
largely  on  the  tempemnce  question. 
We  might,  in  this  way,  ubtain  the 
services  of  many  men  on  the  Councils 
who  would  be  very  desirable  acquisitions 
for  dealing  with  the  temperance  question, 
but,  i^erhaps,  not  so  desirable  for  dealing 
with  other  matters.  I  also  think  that, 
whatever  laws  we  may  pass,  we  should 
see,  as  has  already  been  indicated,  the 
public  houses  used  more  or  less  a«  Com- 
mittee rooms.  I  understand  that  every 
public  house  in  London  js  considered  to 
Ix*  equal  to  seven  votes.  I  do  not  know 
how  far  that  is  true,  but  if  this  is  the 
case  it  shows,  at  any  rate,  the  great  iu- 
fiuence  of  the  liquor  trade.  1  believe 
that  the  publicans  could  bring  immense 
pressure  to  bear  on  local  elections  :  and, 
therefore,  if  the  licensing  question  is  tu 
3B 
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be  dealt  with  hy  the  County  Councilfl, 
tlie  t-emperanc©  party  will  have  a  very 
hard  fight,  and  it  is  very  likely  will 
often  be  defeated  in  the  elections.  In 
my  experience  ae  a  member  of  a  Licensing 
Authority  X  know  the  induence  the 
trade  can  bring  to  bear  to  produce  Peti- 
tlons  in  favour  of  new  licences.  I 
know  that  formerly  every  application 
was  supported  by  the  churchwardenfi 
ci  the  parish.  We  rather  made  a  joke  of 
this  practice,  and  of  late  years  it  has 
been  given  up.  ^  But  I  know  that  per- 
sons often  sign  Petitions  in  favour  of  a 
licence  simply  to  get  rid  of  the  persis- 
tency of  those  who  collect  signatures,  I 
once  flaw  on.  a  Petition  the  signature  of 
a  friend  of  mine  whom  I  knew  as  a 
itrong  temperance  advocate,  and  when  1 
asked  him  about  it  he  said,  "  Oh,  I  was 
Bo  pestered  about  it  that  I,  to  get  peace 
and  quiet,  signed  the  paper ;  but  I 
relied  upon  you  to  use  your  influence  to 
prevent  the  licence  being  granted."  So 
it  would  be,  I  am  afraid,  with  regard  to 
Members  of  County  Councils  or  Muni- 
cipal Councils,  if  they  were  entrusted 
with  the  Licensing  Authority.  My  own 
view  is  that  the  Local  Representative 
Body  dealing  with  licences  should  be 
elected  for  that  special  purpose,  and  this 
election  might  be  held  on  the  same  day 
as  the  General  Council  Election,  and  the 
objection  to  multiplying  days  of  election 
would  be  met.  I  have  been  under  the 
impresaion  that  there  has  lx?en  less 
drunkenness  in  this  country  of  late 
years.  I  see  fewer  drunken  men,  and 
iMjrtainly  much  fewer  drunken  women  ; 
but,  unhappily,  the  quantity  of  liquor 
oonsnmed  is  still  very  large.  I  believe 
that  aa  inducements  are  offered  to 
the  people  other  than  the  public  house 
there  will  be  a  a  change  for  the  better, 
Ilk  the  poorer  parts  of  London  means  of 
recreation  are  few,  but  I  am  glad  to  sets 
a  >mething  is  being  done  by  the  spread  of 
Fi*ee  Libraries  and  Polytechnics.  As 
r^!garda  London,  the  public  houses  are 
kept  open  much  too  late,  the  extension 
of  the  hour  of  closing  to  half -paat  1 2 
o'clock  being,  in  my  opinion,  a  criminal 
blunder  which  haa  been  productive  of  an 
immense  amount  of  mischief.  In  the 
Metropolis  tliei'e  ought,  I  think,  to  be  a 
graduated  system  of  licensing.  Taking 
premises  with  a  licence  of  £50  a  year,  I 
would  reduce  the  charge  to  the  occupier 
Jff.  Ociamus  F.  Morgan 


to  £25  a  year,  on  condition  that  he 
closed,  say  at  10  ;  while  if  he  wanted  to 
keep  open  till  H  or  12,  I  would  make  the 
charge  not  £50  but  £100,  or,  at  all 
events,  enough  to  make  it  worth  while 
for  the  publican  to  close  hig  house  early, 
Li  the  poorer  parts  of  London  there  is  no 
reason  why  the  public  houses  should  be 
open  after  10  or  lialf-past  10.  I  believe 
there  is  hardly  a  working  man's  club  in 
London  that  could  continue  to  exist  if  it 
were  not  for  the  sale  of  drink,  and  it  will 
be  necessary  soon  to  introduce  legislation 
dealing  with  that  branch  of  the  ques- 
tion. 

•(1L26.)     Mr.  hartley  (Islington, 

N*)  :  I  congratulate  the  House  that  tlus 
great  subject  lias  been  approached  in  a 
reasonable  and  sensible  manner.  There 
is  a  vety  strong  feeling  among  the  Lon- 
don constituencies  that  there  should  be 
some  control  over  the  number  of  public 
houses,  and  that  in  a  great  part  of  Lon- 
don especially  facilities  for  drinking  are 
a  great  deal  too  numerous.  Whether 
or  not  it  is  the  case  that  an  increaaed 
number  of  public  houses  leads  to  an 
increase  of  drinking,  tliose  who  have  to 
do  with  the  people  must  know  conclu- 
sively  that  it  is  a  slight  matter  which 
induces  men  to  go  in  or  not.  I  am  in- 
formed that  even  one  or  two  steps  up  to 
a  public  house  will  largely  influence  the 
trade  of  that  public  hciuse.  Listitutions 
for  thrifty  libraries,  and  recreations  of  a 
reasonable  character  do  much  to  reduce 
the  evil  of  over-drinking,  but  still  it 
is  obvious  something  must  be  done 
to  reduce  the  number  of  houses, 
and  the  hours  also  are  too  long* 
The  noble  Lord  has  described  the  condi- 
tiou  of  some  jiublic  houses  he  saw  in  the 
East  End  of  London,  and  I  may  state 
that  T  have  seen  very  much  the  same 
sort  of  thing  myself.  1  venture  to  say 
that  if  all  the  Members  of  this  House 
went  round  and  saw  what  was  going  on 
in  the  low-class  public  houses  of  this 
Meti*opoli8,  we  should  very  soon  pass  a 
new  Licensing  Bill.  As  it  is,  however, 
no  one  seems  to  believe  the  statements 
as  to  what  is  really  going  on  in  these 
places.  Grown  up  men  and  women  may 
be  considered  old  enough  to  look  after 
themselves,  but,  when  you  find  children 
of  a  tender  age,  say  of  9,  10,  11,  and 
12  years,  dragging  their  drunken  parents 
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«.way  fi*om  public  houses  late  at  night, 
the  IioiTor  of  the  situation  becomes  more 
[apparent,    and    the    necessity   of    doing' 
licome thing  to  curtail    the  hours  during 
[which  drinking    is   earned   on    becomes 
linore   obvious.     If   Parliament    had   or- 
iained  ttiat  tliere  should  be  Free  Trade  in 
Joohol  our  responsibility  would  have  been 
»  but  as  we    have  ordained  by   our 
legislation  upon  the  subject  the  lujurs  at 
which  these  plaees   may  i"emain  open^  I 
4hiiik  wo  are  bound  to  consider  whether 
it   is   right  to  allow  them    to  continue 
•open  nntil  half -past    12   at  night,  when 
the  great  bulk  of  the  people  are  in  bed, 
^ind    cannot   jxwsibly    require   to   make 
legitimate  use  of  thera.     With  regard  to 
the  question  of  compensation,  I  was  ex- 
tremely  glad    to  hear  the    noble   Lord 
say  that  there  is   a    bond  Jide  claim  for 
compensation      if     these      places      are 
closed.     This  seems  to  me  be  the  croi 
of  the  whole  question,  for  I  do  not  see 
how  we  can  possibly  compel  the  closing 
of  these  houses  unless    comi>ensaiion  is 
^ven  J    but    lion.    Gentlemen   opposite 
take  a  difiEeront  view,  and  they  demand 
that  the  houses  shall  be  closed   without 
'Compensation.  We  have  been  considering 
this  matter  for  the   last  20  years^  and  I 
have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  if  some 
agreement  had  been  come  to  upon  the 
question   of  compensation  a  Bill  in  this 
"direction  might  have  been  carried  with- 
out difficulty.     I  trust  the  hon.  Baronet 
■opposite  (Sir  W.  Lawson)  will  take  the 
advice  of  the  noble  Lord,  and  adopt  the 
principle  that  there  should  be  compensa- 
tion   to   a   certain    extent.     I   advocate 
oompensation  not  because  I  am  a  friend 
of  any   particular  class,  but  because  I 
regard  it  as  the  only  way  in  which  we 
oan  reduce  the  great  evils  arising  from 
the    superabundauce    of    public  houses. 
The  last  point  I  desire  to  tomch  upon  is 
the    question  of   working   men's   clubs. 
•Undoubtedly,  a  great  deal  of  harm   is 
brought    abcmt     by     these     unlicensed 
public  houses,     I  know  of  one  of  them 
which  exists  in  a  certain  part  of  London 
—not  in  my  own  constituency — which 
receives   monthly  frt>m   one   Iwrewer  no 
less  than  £400  worth  of .  beer  per  month, 
or  .£4,800  worth  per  annum.     That  is  a 
very  largo  figure.    The  worst  jmrt  of  the 
^vi  I  attac  hing  to  those  house  s  is  that  there  i  s 
no  supervision  over  them,  and  no  limit  as 
to  the  hours   during  which    they   may 


remain  open^  Sunday  being  just  the 
same  as  week  day.  Chi  the  other  hand, 
their  existence  is  not  only  unfair  to  the 
pubhcan  who  has  to  pay  Licence  Duty, 
and  is  under  police  supervision^  but  they 
also  tend  to  encourage  the  great  evil  of 
intemperance,  which  this  House  ia 
determined  to  put  down.  I  must  say 
that  I  do  think  we  are  to  be  con- 
gi'atulated  in  the  course  we  now  propose 
to  take  in  this  great  question.  As  the 
hon.  Member  for  Battersea  (Mr.  0.  V, 
Morgan)  ba,s  stated,  this  questitin  is  now 
ceaaing  ttj  l>a  a  Party  question,  and  hon. 
Members  on  both  wides  of  the  House 
may  set  t<j  work  and  do  their  best  to 
decrease  the  evils  of  intemperance  by 
decreasing  the  temptations  which  ai*© 
offered,  not  only  to  the  poor  man, 
because  this  is  not  a  jjoor  man^s  question 
only,  but  to  people  in  much  higher 
poflitiohs.  I  sincerely  trust  we  may  ba 
able  greatly  to  reduce  tlie  evils  I  have 
i  referred  to,  so  that  the  money  which  is 
now  spent  on  drink  may  be  devoted  to 
pur  ptoses  that  will  promote  the  well- 
beijig  and  happiness  of  the  great  masses 
of  our  people. 

(11.38.)  SiE  W.  HARCOURT 
(Derby)  :  1  have  waited  in  hopes  of 
hearing  the  sentiments  of  Her  Ma* 
jesty's  Government  on  the  interest- 
ing question  the  noble  Lord  has  intro- 
duced io  the  House  to-night.  From 
this  side  of  the  House  the  noblo  Lord 
can  expect  nothing  but  support^  for  all 
who  sit  here  ai-e  in  accord  with  the  prin- 
ciples upon  which  his  Bill  is  founded, 
I  may  say  that  the  great  majority  of 
those  who  belong  to  the  Liberal  Party 
are  pledged  to  the  principle  of  vesting 
the  control  of  the  Hquor  traffic  in  the 
inhabitants.  I  have  heard  to-night  with 
no  little  surprise  tlie  panegyric  which 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral  opposite 
(Admiral  Field)  pronounced  ujion  him- 
self and  his  brother  Magistrates  in 
Hampshire.  I  am  in  that  county,  and 
I  have  been  able  to  see  the  effect  of  their 
action.  The  Licensing  Re tnms  show  that 
that  county  presents  one  of  tlie  most 
unfavonrable  percentages  of  any  county 
in  England.  According  to  my  own 
observation,  living  in  the  midst  of  a 
sparsely-populated  district,  I  can  say 
that  the  projxjrtion  the  public  housc^a 
bear  to  other  habitations  is  one  of  the 
most  remarkable  features  of  that  part  of 
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houses.  I  am  surprised  to  hear  tliat 
stateraent  I  thought  everyone  knew 
that,  except  the  Solicitor  General.  It  is 
csommon  knowledge  up  to  his  time 
certainly.  Wliile  I  was  at  the  Home 
Office  the  Magistrates  of  Kent  came  t^* 
me  and  asked  me  to  diminish  the  number 
of  hceijces.  1  looked  at  theni  in  surprise, 
aud  said,  '*I  am  astonished  at  this 
deputation  coming  to  me,  because  I  hare 
the  lionour  to  n^ceive  gentlemen  who  have 
grunted  these  licenc^^s,  and  who  C4)uld  put 
an  end  to  them  to-morrow  if  they  wished," 
One  of  the  Magisti'ates  said,  *'  Oh  yes, 
that  is  perfectly  true,  but  we  do  not  like 
to  take  the  unpopularity,"  I  said,  **Then 
you  have  come  to  ask  me  to  undertake 
the  unpopularity  you  will  not  undertake 
yourselves/'  To  say,  therefore,  that  it 
is  not  {perfectly  well  known  that  the 
Miigistrates  have  an  absolute  oonti-ol  over 
these  licences  is  an  assertion  that  cannot 
be  maintained.  Therefore,  I  felt  it 
necessary  rather  to  comment  upon  the 
action  of  their  predecessors  on  the 
Bench,  and  I  saw,  with  great  satisfaction, 
thai  they  passed  a  Resolution  to  which,  I 
hope,  effect  will  be  given.  If  that  is 
done  there  will  be  a  considerable  diminu- 
tion in  the  number  of  public  houses  in 
England.  In  my  opinion,  the  principle 
of  popular  control  is  the  one  that  ought 
to  be  foUowed,  and  the  f>opular  areas 
ought  to  be  very  small,  so  that  the 
authority  exercising  control  will  he  able 
to  ascertein  the  wanta  and  wishes  of  the 
c»nimunity.  Thus  a  Oounty  Council 
sitting  in  a  countri^'  town  would  be  well 
able  to  judge  of  those  wants  and  wishes. 
The  rest  is  a  matter  of  detail.  The  point 
tliat  is  most  open  to  dispute  is  that  w^hich 
relates  to  compensation.  The  noble  Lord 
opposite  has  been  so  fortunate,  or  so 
skilful,  as  to  omit  from  his  Bill  any 
reference  to  this  great  subject  of  dis- 
pute,  and  has  clothed  himself  in  the 
immunities  which  are  at  once  the  pride 
and  the  safety  of  private  Members,  by 
leaving  the  refljx>nsibility  of  dealing  with 
the  question  of  compensation  with  the 
Government.  I  must  say  I  do  not  envy 
the  Government  such  a  responsibility. 
The  noble  Ii«^^»rd  says  that  this  is  a  ques- 
tion of  taxation.  I  am  not  going  to 
Sir  ir.  llarcourt 


enter  upon  this  thorny  and  vexed 
question,  but  I  wish  the  noble  Lord 
had  told  us  a  little  more  ot 
liis  mind  with  regard  to  it.  Ha 
hns  not  told  us  whether,  in  his 
opinion,  tlie  withdrawal  of  tlie  annual 
licence  is  io  be  regarded  as  a  taking 
away  of  a  freehold,  and  compensation 
given  accordingly.  Another  question  I 
should  have  liked  to  have  heard  the 
fioble  Loixl's  views  upon  is  whether  the 
compensation  is  to  be  given  to  the 
publican,  or  to  the  brewer  who  has  lent 
the  publican  money.  If  comfjensation 
is  to  be  given  at  all,  these  are  niattei*s 
upon  which  we  ought  to  make  up  our 
minds.  With  regard  to  the  Bill  itself^ 
all  I  can  say  is  thiit  it  is  one  which  I 
should  welcome  from  any  quarter,  and  I 
welcome  this  one  all  the  more  because 
it  will  be  supported  with  all  the  abih'ty 
and  authority  of  the  noble  Lord.  Men 
of  all  jTar  ties  concur  in  this,  that  we  have 
tt»  deal  with  an  enormotLs  evil,  one 
which  cannot  lie  exjiggemted,  especially 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  was  brought 
before  us  the  other  night  by  the  Chajir 
eellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that  the  con- 
sumption of  intoxicating  drinks,  instead 
of  having  diminished,  as  we  hoped  that 
it  would  have  done,  has  largely  inci  eased, 
I  rose  from  these  Benches  to  declare  my 
con  eminence,  shared,  I  am  sure,  greatly  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  side,  in  the 
policy  which  tlie  noble  Lord  has 
happily  embraced,  and  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  w^hieh  he  proposes  to  introduce. 
•(11.48.)  Thk  PRESIDENT  of  thk 
LOCAL  GOVERIS^IKNT  BOARD  (Mr. 
RncFriK,  Ttiwer  Hamlets,  St.  George's) : 
I  am  sure.  Sir,  there  is  one  portion 
of  the  observations  of  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  with  which  we 
shall  all  Bgree,  that  when  tlii& 
question  comes  to  be  dealt  with  we  ought 
to  avoid  aU  Party  recrimination,  and  that 
in  dealing  with  a  matter  so  vitally 
affecting  the  public  welfare,  all  Parties 
ought  to  combine  to  put  an  end  to  the 
evil  the  existence  of  which  we  all  so 
much  deplore.  When  the  proi.K>salfl  of 
the  Government  on  this  question  are»  as 
I  hoi>e  they  will  be  this  week,  laid  liefure 
the  House,  I  trust  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  his  friends  will  approach 
their  consideration  in  the  spirit  which 
he  has  indicated,  and  that  they  will  show 
a  desire    to   aasLBt   tlie   Government   in 
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canying  those  proposals  into  effect,  I 
"do  not  think  that  I  need  notice  any  of 
the  other  observations  of  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman,  which  were  rather  in  the 
form  of  inqniries  directed  to  the  noble 
Lord  as  to  the  form  and  Hcope  of  his  Bill, 
and  I  suppose  that  the  best  opportunity 
which  the  noble  Lord  will  liave  of  clear- 
ing np  any  donbts  upon  those  points  will 
be  given  Mm  when  bis  Bill  is  before  the 
House.  Whatever  may  be  the  difference 
•of  opinion  in  this  House  upon  any  of  the 
^e tails  of  the  scheme  sketched  out  by 
the  noble  Lord,  all  Parties  will  agree 
with  me  when  I  say  that  we  are  greatly 
indebted,  and  the  cause  of  temperance  m 
^greatly  indebted,  to  the  noble  Lord  for 
the  position  he  has  taken  up  with  regard 
'to  this  exti'emoly  difficult  subject,  and  I 
also  think  they  will  agree  with  me  in 
this,  that  a  more  lucid,  more  full,  more 
complete,  and  more  comprehensive 
«peech  has  never  been  made  in  this 
House  on  this  subject  than  that  which 
has  been  delivered  to-night  by  the  noble 
Lord.  He  has  acquired  a  remarkable 
grasp  of  all  the  details  of  this  question. 
My  noble  Friend  lias  afforded  me  an 
'Opportunity  of  seeing  a  draft  of  the  Bill 
which  he  proposes  to  introduce,  I  can 
tell  the  House  that,  whatever  may  be 
thought  of  Jvorae  of  its  provisions,  it  is  a 
jnasterpiece  of  construction,  dealing  with 
«very  possible  detail  of  this  complex  ques- 
titin,  and  it  is  a  credit,  not  only  to  ray 
noble  Friend,  but  to  the  gentleman  who  is 
responsible  for  the  draft.  My  noble 
Friend  drew  a  terrible  picture  of  the 
€vils  of  drunkenness,  which  I  do  not 
tMnk  many  of  us  will  consider  greatly, 
if  at  all,  exaggerated.  Familiar  as  I  am 
with  a  large  community  in  the  East  End 
<»f  London,  I  can  say  witii  the  utraoat 
confidence  that  the  evib  of  excessive 
drinking  are  at  the  root  of  all  our  crime 
and  pauperism.  I  can  assure  my  noble 
Friend  that  we  are  as  deeply  impressed 
as  he  can  possibly  be  with  the  enormity 
of  the  evils  with  which  we  have  to 
grapple,  and  that  we  are  as  desirous  as 
any  one  can  be  of  dealing  with  this  great 
and  burning  question  in  a  way  which 
will  conduce  to  the  general  good  of  the 
people*  The  noble  Lord  compared  the 
period  of  30  years  ago  with  the  present, 
both  as  regains  the  relative  number  of 
public  houses  and  the  greatness  of  the 
^ril  with  which  we  have  to-  contend.     1 1 


I  think  that  in  the  comparison  he  made 
between  30  years  ago  and  now  hi.-  hardly 
did  full  jiistice  to  what  has  been  done  in 
that  time.  The  effects  of  the  temperance 
agitation  have,  I  think,  been  greater  than 
he  appears  prepared  to  admit*  The  results 
have  not  been  very  rapid,  but  they  have 
certainly  been  suj-e.  From  inquiry  and 
observation  I  am  led  to  believe  that, 
whether  it  bcf  true  that  there  is  as  much 
drink  cousumed  now  as  then,  there  is  a 
smaller  amount  of  drunkenness  than  30 
years  ago,  and  that  we  shall  see  in  a 
progresaive  degree  a  still  further  reduc- 
tion in  the  drunkenness  of  our  people, 
si  mi  liar  to  that  which  lias  been  witne^ed 
by  the  force  of  public  opinion  in  the 
higher  circles  of  Society.  There  is  a 
healthy  public  opinion  growing  up  among 
the  working  classes,  and  the  time,  I 
believe,  is  not  far  distant  when  we  shall 
see  working  men  regai'd  their  fellows 
who  exceed  in  t\uB  matter  with  the  same 
abhorrence  as  that  with  which  similar  ex- 
cesses are  regarded  in  the  higher  circles. 
I  am  not  one  of  those  who  believe  in 
making  people  sober  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, but  I  think  that  those  who  desire 
to  see  driinkenness  reduced  may  be 
greatly  assisted  by  legislation.  The 
noble  Lord  asserted  that,  though  the 
number  of  licensed  houses  lias  been 
reduced  in  recent  years,  the  proportion 
to  the  population  is  still  too  large.  All 
iny  Colleagues  and  I  are  also  of  that 
opinion,  and  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  W. 
lawsou)  will  remember  that  when  a 
deputation  waited  on  me  with  regard  to 
the  Local  Government  Bill,  I  stated  my 
view  to  a  similar  effect  then.  My  noble 
Friend  went  on  to  say  that  a  heavy 
responsibility  rested  on  us.  I  do  not 
deny  that  great  responsibility  rests  on 
us,  as  it  rested  on  previous  Govern mentt, 
including  that  of  which  the  right  hosu 
Gentleman  opposite  was  the  Home  Secre- 
tary. We  feel  that  responsibility,  and 
we  have  made  some  attempt  to  dis- 
charge it.  This  b' censing  question  wa« 
one  of  the  important  features  of  the 
Local  Government  Bill  of  1887,  and  lam 
bound  to  say  that  the  attempt  we  then 
made  to  deal  with  the  subject,  and  which 
would  have  had  great  and  important 
results,  was  not  fairly  dealt  with  by  the 
Opposition,  and  not  fairly  dealt  with  by 
the  Temperance  Party  in  this  House.  As 
the   hon.   Baronet  has  referred  to  this 
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attempted  legiBlation  of  ourB,  I  may  be 
pennitted  to  take  thU  opportunitj  of 
saying  a  few  words  as  to  the  nature  of 
our  proposal  at  that  time.  It  was 
asserted  that  we  were  giving  t>ie 
pabLicans  a  nght  in  their  pubHc  houses 
that  they  did  not  possess,  and  that,  in 
order  to  purchase  out  and  diminish  the 
number  of  licences,  we  were  going  to 
make  a  claim  upon  the  ratepayers  to  the 
amount  of  £200  or  X300  for  each  publio 
house.  No  such  proposal  was  made 
by  the  Government.  If  any  power 
existed  in  the  Magistrates  to  re- 
fuse to  renew  licences  we  expressly  pre- 
served that  power  to  them  in  our  BilL 
We  laid  down  distinctly  that  whatever 
power  the  justices  possess  of  refusing  to 
renew  licences  they  should  still  continue 
to  possess.  If  the  Magistrates  have  the 
power  to  refuse  to  renew  licences  with- 
out compensation,  they  will  be  as  fully 
able  to  refuse  those  lice  noes  without  oom- 
pensation  after  the  passing  of  our  Bill  as 
before  it.  That  was  a  proposition  which 
was  studiously  and,  in  ray  opinion, 
deliberately  concealed  from  the  people  it 
was  desired  to  influence.  All  we  did  was 
this.     We  said — 

*'  We  are  changing^  the  law,  we  are  er«atiiig 

a  new  authority,  a  representittire  authority  to 
deal  with  thia  question,  and  when  the  repre* 
Bentative  authority  we  create  choosee  to  dtml 
wholeiiale  with  the  licences  in  tbeir  districts 
without  giving  a  reason  they  shall  be  at 
liberty  to  recognise  the  principle'  of  compensa- 
tion/' 

But  that  was  coupled  with  the  express 
provision  to  which  I  have  alluded.  And, 
further  than  that,  a  very  large  annual 
sum  was,  under  our  Bill»  to  be  derived 
from  the  lice  nee -holders  themselves,  to 
be  used  for  the  purposes  of  compensation. 
That  was  not  proposed  as  a  Enal  proposal, 
from  which  we  would  not  recede.  It 
was  propj>sed  in  the  hope  and  in  the  belief 
that  the  Temperance  Party  would  give  us 
their  aasistance  in  dealing  with  this 
difl&cult  question,  so  that  it  might  be 
disoussed  in  this  House  in  a  fair  and 
temperate  spirit,  with  a  view  to  seeing 
whether  we  might  not  together  arrive  at 
some  plan  which  would  have  the 
result  we  all  desire.  But  every 
step  we  took,  every  proposal  we  made» 
was  opposed  by  the  Temperance  Party. 
Every  means  was  taken  to  prevent 
even  the  discussion  of  the  proposal  we 
made,  and  I,  therefore,  say  tliat  while 
Mr,  Ritchie 


we  recognise  our  responsibility  in  thii' 
matter,  we  have  endeavoured  to  dis- 
charge that  responsibility  and  shall 
always  endeavour  to  do  so.  If  respon* 
sibility  rests  with  us,  there  is  also  a  grave 
responsibility  resting  with  the  Tem|jer- 
ance  Party  ;  and  I  can  only  say  this,  that 
if  the  Temperance  Party  make  up  their 
minds  to  thwaii  every  Govermnent  or 
every  Member  who  proposes  to  legislate 
uj^M>n  this  subject  with  a  due  regard  to- 
the  rights  of  those  affected,  then  a 
settlement  of  the  question  is  yet  a  long 
way  off.  My  noble  Friend  who  proposes 
to  deal  with  this  question  has,  I  think, 
rightly  and  properly  placed  in  the  fore- 
Irtnit  of  his  proposal  the  principle  of 
oompeuBation,  and  he  sees  and  knows 
that  it  is  impossible  for  any  Government 
to  deal  with  the  question  unless  the 
principle  is  recognised.  How  oompensiv* 
tinn  is  to  be  paid,  what  ai'e  the  principles 
upon  which  it  is  to  be  dealt  with,  are, 
of  i'ourse,  matters  for  discussion  ;  but  I 
venture  to  think  that  most  reasonable 
men  in  the  Hou^e  of  Commons  and  in 
the  country  will  recrognise  that  tbe 
publican's  licence  is  an  interest  which  is* 
reopgnised  not  only  by  the  State,  but 
also  day  by  day  in  the  commercial  cc»m- 
munities  of  this  country,  where  licences^ 
are  bought  and  sold  for  large  sums  of 
money.  When  the  hon.  Baronet  says 
he  declines  absolutely  on  l>ehalf  of  hia 
wing  of  the  Party  to  recognise  any  com.- 
pensation  whatever,  he  says  in  effect 
'*  rather  drunkenness  than  c*>mpeiiB»tioD/* 

•Sir   W.    LAWSON:   Do    the  public 

houses  mean  drunkeoDess? 

♦Mb*  RITCHIE :  Unquestionably. 
We  say  that  the  excessive  number  of 
public  houses  promotes  drunkenness,  and 
the  hon.  Baronet  agrees  with  that ;  but 
he  says,  "I  will  not  allow  you  ta 
disestablish  one  of  these  houses  if 
you  attempt  to  jjay  compensation,"  and 
that  in  effect  means,  "I  will  not 
allow  you  to  do  it  at  all."  The  hon.. 
Baronet  knons  [perfectly  well  that  there 
are  large  numbers  of  the  Temperance 
Party  who  do  recognise  the  principle  of 
com^:)enBation.  I  believe  the  Church  of 
England  Temperance  Society  would  nat 
endorse   the    observations   of    the    hon. 
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Baronet  when  he  saya  he  declines 
to  recognise  any  property  whateyer  in 
licences^  I  am  satisfied  that  there  are 
Ifu^  numbers  of  members  of  that 
Society  who  would  altogether  repudiate 
the  position  the  hon.  Baronet  has 
taken  up.  X  do  not  think  we  can  be  too 
particular  in  making  this  matter  plain. 
We  are  all  desirous  of  promoting  tem- 
perance. We  think  the  number  of 
houses  is  too  great,  and  thai  the 
excessive  number  promotes  dimnkenneas, 
The  hon.  Baronet  agrees  with  that ;  but 
he  absolutely  decUnes  to  recognise  a 
principle  without  the  recognition  of 
wliioh,  1  venture  to  say,  in  the  minds  of 
nine  out  of  every  ten  men  in  this 
country^  the  legislation  he  desires  cannot 
be  carried  out.  At  any  i-ate,  I  think 
lion.  Gentlemen  will  recognise  this — 
that  the  time  is  yet  far  ofF^ — that  tem- 
{jerance  legislation  must  be  postponed  for 
many  years — when  the  question  can  be 
settled  on  the  lines  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Baronet.  I  think,  therefore,  I  am 
justified  in  the  observations  I  have  made 
when  I  Bay  that  the  result  of  the 
policy  of  the  hon.  Baronet  is  "  rather 
drunkenness  than  compensation."  The 
hon.  Baronet  will  not  even  recognise  the 
principle  that  compensation  shall  be 
provided  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  people 
who  hold  the  licences  ;  because  he  says 
distinctly  that  he  declines  to  recognise 
the  principle  of  paying  compensation  out 
of  money  drawn  from  taxes  on  drink  or 
from  an  increase  of  the  Licence  Duty. 

^m  W.  LAWSON  :  I  said  I  considered 
that  the  money  you  luise  as  taxes  is 
public  money,  from  whatever  quarter 
you  raise  it,  and  I  object  to  puhlie  money 
being  paid  in  comi^jensation. 

•Mb.  RITCHIE  :  Tliat  is  to  say  that  if 
tjiia  matter  can  only  be  settled,  as  I  con- 
tend it  can  only  be  settled,  by  recognising 
that  these  Ucences  are  marketable  com- 
modities^  treated  as  such  by  the  State» 
and  by  recognising  the  principle  of  com- 
pensation»  the  hon.  Baronet  says,  **  I 
would  rather  have  the  matter  postponed 
to  the  Greek  Kalends  than  permit  com- 
pensation, even  if  paid  out  of  drink 
or  out  of  the  licences  themselves.** 
yow,  a  few  words  as  to  my  noble  Friend's 
proposal.  He  proposes  that  this  matter 
ahall  be  dealt  with  by  the  County  Councils 


and  Municipal  Councils,  and  in  that  I 
entirely  agree  with  him.  They  were  the 
bodies  which  we  proposed  should  deal 
with  this  question  in  the  Bill  of  1887» 
The  principle  of  my  noble  Friend  is  the 
principle  which  the  Government  are  pre* 
pared  to  accept — that  is,  that  the  matter 
shall  be  dealt  with  by  popular  control  ; 
but  he  also  proposes  a  form  of  control  in 
wliich  I  do  not  gather  that  he  has  much 
confidence  himself,  namely,  control  by 
popular  veto. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Wliy  not? 

^Mr.  RITCHIE  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  asks,  "Why  not?"  But 
speaking  some  years  ago  as  Homo 
Secretary,  on  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  W.  Lawaon)  pro- 
posing Local  Option,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  took  good  care  to  express 
his  entire  dissent  from  the  principle  of 
popular  veto. 

Sir  W.  HARCOORT:  I  beg  pardon,  I 

was  speaking  on  that  occasion  upon  the 
election  of  bodies  ad  koc^  not  upon  the 
question  of  popular  veto. 

•Mb,  RITCHIE:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  speech  was  made  tt*  protect 
himself  against  being  supposed  to  assent 
to  the  proposal  in  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  tliat  this  matter  should  be 
intrusted  to  the  people  of  a  district*  The 
hon.  Baronet  made  no  proposal  to  elect  % 
body  ad  hoc.  1  remember  quoting  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  view  as  expressed 
in  the  speech  to  which  I  have  referred  to- 
a  deputation  that  waited  upon  me  before 
the  introduction  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment  Bill,  and  I  am  glad  to  find  that  I 
qualified  the  reference  by  saying  that  of 
course  I  could  not  nnde  intake  to  say  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  changed 
his  opinion. 

Sir  W,  HARCOURT  :  1  am  just  of  the 
same  opinion  now, 

•Mr.  RITCHIE:  1  leave  that  as  it 
stands.  At  this  hour  of  the  night  I  do* 
not  propose  to  detain  the  House  by 
arguing  against  the  question  of  the 
popular  veto.  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  wish  me  to  aigue  against  it  t 
I  do  not  think  It  can  be  neoeaaary»  aa 


1743  Licefuift^  Law  {COMMONS} 

:the  right  hon.  GJentleman  is  not  in  favour 


Am4ndfnent  Bill. 


1744 


of  it. 

Sm  W*  HABCOURT  :  I  am  in  ^vour 
^of  it 

♦Mr,  RITCHIE  :  I  do  not  know  where 
to  have  the  right  hon*  Gentleman.  The 
right  hon*  Gentleman  is  really  so 
rapid  in  his  movements  tliat  it  is 
impossible  to  follow  him.  So  far 
as  popular  veto  is  concerned,  I  am 
afraid  that  if  my  noble  Friend  were  to 
adhere  to  that  as  a  fundamental  part  of 
his  Bill  it  would  not  be  possible  for  me 
to  agree  with  him.  It  might  be  worked 
in  a  very  arbitrary  manner.  Under  the 
system  of  popular  veto  which  he  hn^ 
dealt  with  to-night  I  understand  that 
the  whole  of  the  public  houses  in  a  parish 
might  be  closed.  What  becomes  of  the 
compensation  there?  There  would  be 
aothing  but  the  rates  to  fall  back  upon. 
But  1  have  a  stronger  objection  than 
that.  I  think  it  is  very  desirable  that  the 
number  of  public  houses  should  be 
reduced ;  but  I  am  not  at  tdl  sure 
whether  the  sweeping  away  of  public 
houses  altogether  would  be  a  beneficial 
<:hange.  It  might  lead  to  a  reaction, 
which  would  do  harm  rather  than  good 
to  the  temperance  cause.  Of  course,  niy 
noble  Friend  will  underBt^ind  that  it  is 
not  possible  for  us  to  discuss  the  pro- 
posals he  has  laid  before  the  House  in 
anything  like  detail.  We  must  Wiiit 
until  we  have  the  Bill  before  us.  Nor 
-do  I  think  he  would  wish  the  Govern- 
ment to  answer  some  of  the  suggestions 
he  has  made.  Ke  hiis  suggested  that 
the  Bill  should  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee,  It  is  diflficult  to  say  abso- 
lutely what  would  be  desirable  until 
we  see  the  Bill  itself ;  but  I  see 
many  difficulties  and  objections  to 
referring  such  a  great  and  burning 
question  as  this  to  a  Select  Committee, 
It  would  probably  be  considered  in 
Committee  of  the  whole  House  just 
as  fully  as  if  it  had  never  be(!n  before 
the  Select  Committee  at  all.  I  can  only 
assure  my  noble  Friend  he  may  rely 
upf>n  it  that  the  Bill  will  receive  the 
must  careful  consideration  of  the  Govern- 
ment when  it  is  produced  ;  and  whetlier 
<er  not  we  are  able  to  agree  with  him 
Mr.  Miichie 


upon  the  principle  or  upon  the  details  of 
the  Bill  we  warmly  and  cordially  wel- 
come his  assistance  in  dealing  with  thia 
great  and  burning  question.  We  believe 
that,  whether  the  result  is  the  passing 
of  the  noble  Lord's  Bill  or  some  other 
Bill,  he  has  done  to-night  a  great  service 
to  the  temperance  cause  in  the  able*  full, 
and  lucid  manner  in  which  he  haa  placed 
before  the  House  the  great  evils  which 
attend  drunkenness.  I  cannot  but  be- 
lieve that  the  question  of  temperance 
legislation  has  been  greatly  advanced  by 
the  position  which  my  noble  Friend  has 
taken  up  to-night. 

♦(12.25,)  Mr.  CAINE  (Barrowin- 
Furness):  I  think  it  necessary  that 
someone  connected  with  the  temperaneo 
movement  should  make  some  reply  to 
what  has  just  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  He  charged  us  with  having 
represented  him  two  years  ago  as  pro* 
posing  in  the  Ixx^l  Government  Bill 
what  would  be  equivalent  to  a  tax  on 
the  ratepayers  of  £100,000,000  or 
£200,000,000,  What  we  said  waa  very 
different  from  that  We  said  he  wished 
to  confer  on  the  publicans  property  worth 
£150,000,000  at  least.  I,  myself,  stated 
that  again  and  again^  and  I  am  quite  pre- 
pared to  stand  by  it.  I  recollect  very 
well  either  the  Law  Journal  or  the  Law 
Tim^  stating  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man gave  a  new  legal  estate  to  every 
publican  in  the  United  Kingdom.  It 
seems  to  me  a  very  great  pity  that  a 
fjortion  of  the  speech  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ha«  delivered  to-night 
was  not  delivered  two  years  ago  on 
the  Second  Reading  of  his  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill,  for  it  would  have  saved  a  good 
deal  of  misunderstanding,  I  understand 
him  to  say  that  if  no  legal  compensation 
had  been  due  before  the  pasaing  of  the 
Bill,  the  Bill  would  not  confer  any. 

♦Mb,  RITCHIE:  What  I  said  was  that 
in  our  proposal  we  expressly  reserved  all 
the  powers  pjssessed  by  Justices  at  the 
time  of  the  passing  of  the  Bill,  and  if 
they  possessed  the  power  of  refusing  to 
renew  licences  that  power  was  preserved 
to  them  by  the  Bill. 
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♦Mr,  CAINE  :  Tea  ;  but  with  com- 
periBation. 

♦Me.  RITCfflB :  No. 

•Mr.  CAINE:  Take  the  well-known 
case  of  **  Sharp  v.  Wakefield,"  The 
magistrates  refased  to  review  tlie  sen- 
tence ^  as  it  is  called,  for  any  reasons 
whatever^  except  that,  in  their  opinion^  it 
would  he  bettt^r  for  the  district  that  the 
licence  should  be  taken  away.  What  I 
want  to  know  is  whether  supposing  that 
Bill  liad  become  law  it  would  have  been 
competent  for  any  Jjicensing  Authority  to 
take  the  same  coui*»e  and  refuse  to  renew 
one  or  two  or  a  dozen  Hcsentjes  without 
compensation. 

♦Mr.  RITCHIE :  I  wiU  endearour  to 
explain  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
position  ol  things  after  the  passing  of  the 
Act  would  have  been  precisely  the  same 
as  before.  It  would  have  been  per- 
fectly competent  when  the  publican 
appeared  before  the  County  Council  to 
anyone  to  object  that  the  licence  was 
unnecessaiyin  the  neighbourhood.  The 
Couniy  Council  would  then  have  referred 
the  matter  to  the  Justices,  who  would 
have  considered  it.  They  would  have 
had  the  same  power  of  refusing  the 
renewal  as  they  Ixave  now.  The  appli- 
cant would  have  had  the  same  right  of 
appeal  to  the  Quarter  Sessions  and  the 
High  Court ;  and  if  it  was  decided  that 
the  Justices  were  warranted  in  refusing 
the  renewal,  the  publican  would  liave 
had  no  more  claim  to  compensation  than 
he  has  now. 

♦Mr.  CAINE:  Well,  it  would  have 
been  a  very  remote  opportunity,  it  is 
quite  certain,  after  it  had  gone  through 
all  those  stages.  I  understand  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  o^^es  with  the 
noble  Lord  in  his  views  as  to  compensa- 
tion, and  it  is  clear  tlmt  the  oompenea- 
tion  proposed  is  an  equitable  compensa- 
tion fur  a  real  propert)\  The  compensa- 
tion proposals  of  the  Local  Government 
Bill  were  quite  simple.  The  difference 
between  the  valne  of  the  public  house  as 
a  licensed  ancl  an  unlicensed  house  waa 


taken,  and  a  certain  number  of  years' 
purchiise  of  tliat  difference  was  given 
as  compensation.  It  is  now  pro- 
posed that  the  compensation  should 
be  got  out  of  the  trade.  We 
have  all  heard  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  if  every  Licence  in  any 
place  were  taken  away  by  the  direct 
veto  there  would  positively  be  no  one 
from  whom  any  compensation  could  be 
obtained.  Supposing  there  were  2,000 
licensed  houses  in  a  town,  and  the 
Magistrates  wished  to  reduce  the  number 
by  250,  what  would  they  have  to  find 
for  compensation  ?  The  value  of  a 
pubhc  house  is  wliat  it  will  fetch  in  the 
open  market.  There  has  been  a  sale  of 
public  houses  by  Messra.  Peter  Walker 
&  Co,  in  Liverpxil  lately,  and  the  sum 
obtained  for  250  public  houses  was  about 
£2,500,000,  or  £10,000  each.  I  know 
the  rateable  value  of  these  houses.  Aa 
shops  or  private  bouses  they  would  not 
fetch  more  than  £2,000  each.  Well,  in 
a  aise  of  this  kind  it  would  be  impossible 
for  the  local  magistrates  to  reduce  the 
number  without  imying  the  difference 
between  the  value  as  licensed  houses  and 
the  ordinary  value.  The  proposal  to 
give  conipenaatioD  to  publicans  out  of  the 
other  public  housea  is  absurd.  In  the 
Liverpool  cases,  if  the  houses  I  have 
mentioned  were  closed  by  means  of 
the  local  v^to  no  less  a  sum  than  £1,700 
aj>iece  would  have  to  be  found  by  the 
remaining  publicans  for  the  purpose 
of  compensation.  T  wkh  to  tell  the 
House  that  the  Temperance  Party  as  a 
solid  whole  are  going  to  resist  any  pro- 
posal for  giving  compt^nsation  for 
public  houses  to  the  bitter  end.  We  are 
going  to  have  no  compromise,  and 
nothing  would  induce  me  to  vote  in  this 
House  for  a  Bill  containing  such  a  pro- 
jjosal,  or  to  support  it  in  the  country. 
There  is  no  such  thing  as  renewal  of 
Hoence ;  a  new  bee  nee  is  granted  each 
year  for  1 2  montlis.  We  are  to  be  asked 
tf)  vote  enormous  sums  of  money  to 
compensate  a  class  of  men  who  as  a 
privileged  class  have  been  making 
money  by  that  privilege  all  along  the 
line. 

•Lord  R.  CHURCHILL :  Is  the  hon. 
Member  aware  that  the  London  County 
Cnnncil  has  lieen  purchasing  public^ 
house  premises  in  the  course   of   their 
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ther  do  Dot  contemplate  uBiiig  them 
public   houBes,   and    have   put    the    ex- 
penditure or  compensation  on  the  rates  ? 

•Mr.  OAINE  :  I  do  not  approve  of  their 
-doing  anything  of  the  kind,  but  that  is 
altogether  apart  from  the  question.  I 
do  not  desire  to  occupy  the  time  of  tlie 
House.  I  merely  wish  to  make  it  clear 
to  the  Government  that  whatever  profK>flal 
they  bring  forward  for  compensating 
publicans  will  be  resisted  by  the  Tem- 
perance Party  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
There  are  only  two  ways  in  which  this 
-question  can  be  approached.  Either  the 
publicans  are  entitled  to  compensation 
or  not.  If  anybody  contends  that  they 
are^  it  means  that  they  are  entitled  to 
the  full  ooraiK^nsation  proposed  by  the 
Government  two  years  ago.  A  comj^afi- 
sionate  allowance  is  nonsense.  They  are 
entitled  either  to  full  oompenaation  or 
nothing.  We  say  they  are  entitled  to 
nothing,  and  we  shaU  oppose  compensa- 
tion from  the  rates  or  from  any  other 
source. 

♦(12.36.)  Mr.  BRUNNBR  (Cheshire, 
North wich)  :  I  should  like  to  recom- 
mend  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Pfiddington  (Lord  R.  Cfiurohill)  an 
idea  which  I  think  has  not  been  put 
before  his  mind.  It  is  tliat  the  veto 
ooght  to  be  brought  down  into  the 
smallest  pt^ssible  space.  I  think  it 
ought  to  be  allowed  to  the  very  next 
neii^hbour  of  the  publican.  We  have 
heard  plenty  about  compensatioui  but 
not  a  word  about  compensation  to  those 
who  live  on  either  side  of  a  public  house, 
though  their  houses  are  very  seriously 
injured  by  the  public  house.  In  the 
State  of  Georgia  there  is  a  law  in 
existence  by  which  no  publican  can 
•obtain  a  licence  without  the  consent  of 
his  10  nearest  neighbours.  That  law 
has  been  in  operation  for  10  years^  and 
the  result  is  that  in  only  three  large 
citieH  of  the  State  can  any  licences  be 
4>btained  whatever.  As  we  are  alt  great 
respecters  of  property,  1  would  suggest 
Lord  R,  ChurcMl 
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that  those  whose  property  is  on  either 
side  of  a  ]mVjlic  house  are  just  as  much 
entitled  to  compensation  as  the  publio&n 
liimBtsLf.  There  is  one  other  idea  I 
shoaki  like  Ui  bring  forward.  I  heard  it 
from  the  late  Mr,  Thomas  Knowles,  for- 
merly Mt*ml)er  for  Wigan.  He  was  a 
man  wlio  had  a  veiy  open  mind,  and 
who  studied  the  interest^  and  circotn^ 
stances  of  the  class  from  which  he  hnd 
risen.  He  told  me  that  over  again  he 
has  seen  men  come  out  of  the  pit  after 
an  exhausting  j)eric»d  of  eight  or  nine 
hours'  labour  and  get  drunk  on  a  pint ; 
and  he  was  satisfied  that  if  it  had  been 
provided  that  no  publican  should  be 
allowed  t^i  sell  liquor  unless  he  also  s*>ld 
food  the  men  wt»nld  liave  had  something 
to  cat  and  would  have  gone  home  sober. 
I  would  recommend  the  noble  Lord 
to  adopt  a  piNi vision  that  nc»  person 
should  be  allowed  t<^t  sell  liquor  unlesa  he 
also  sold  iood — unless  he  was  really  a 
victualler — and  that  publicans  should  be 
c*>mpelled  to  j>rovide  larger  and  better 
rooms  for  their  customers  than  they 
now  do.  When  half  a  dozen  or  fewer 
men  are  in  a  room  together  they  are  all 
apt  U>  get  drunk  ;  but  when  50  are 
assembled  in  one  room  they  are  all  banded 
together  to  rid  themselves  of  anyone  who 
becomes  a  nuisance.  I  thank  the  noble 
Xiord  for  having  introduced  the  subject, 

(12.42.)  Ma.  J.  0*CONNOR  (Tip 
perary,  S,) :  I  do  not  think  I  need 
apologise  to  the  House  for  saying  a  few 
words  on  this  Bill,  because  s  few  days 
ago  both  English  and  Scutch  Members 
interfered  by  their  voices  and  votes  in  a 
measure  almost  of  a  similar  character  in 
which  I  was  interested.  I  had  not  the 
good  fortune  of  being  able  tt:t  listen  to 
the  entire  speech  of  the  noble  Lord,  and, 
therefore,  I  cannot  say  whether,  when 
the  Bill  c^meB  before  the  House  for  con- 
sideration, I  sliall  support  it  in  all  its 
details  or  not ;  but,  as  far  as  I  have  been 
able  to  gather  from  the  speech  of  tlie 
noble  Lord,  there  are  some  principles  in 
it  which  command  my  approval  and 
endorsement.  First  and  foremost,  I  am 
glad  to  find  that  tt  is  proposed  t/y  curtail 
the  number  uf  licences,  for  1  have 
always    thought     that     the     unlimited 


J 


I 


GLASGOW  LICENSED  PREMISES, 

Return  ordered — 

**  Of  Particul&ra  telatitj^  to  Premises  Licensed 

lor  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  in  the  C^ty 

of  Glaagow,  stating  separately  for  each  of  the 

16  Wards,  in  form  as  follows  i~ 


Address  of  Premises, 
Street,  and  Nuinber. 


Name  and  Addreas  of  Factor 
of  Premises. 


Name  and  Address  of 
Owner  of  Premises. 
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number  of  licences  has  led  to  many  evils, 
among  which  the  sale  of  adulterated 
liquor  and  illegal  trading  are  not  the 
least.  Another  principle  whioh  I  shall 
support  in  the  Bill  is  that  of  local  veto. 
I  opposed  a  short  time  ago  a  Local  Veto 
Bill,  not  because  I  objected  to  the  prin- 
ciple,  but  beoauBe  it  waa  pitiposed  to 
place  a  power  in  the  hands  of  the 
Magistrates  in  Ireland,  to  which  I  object. 
But  the  noble  Lord  has  stated  that  it  is 
his  intention  to  set  up  a  Local  Licensing 
Authority,  and  this  remoTes  the  objec- 
tion I  held  in  the  other  case*  As  to 
cjompensation,  I  am  quite  in  aocoi'd  with 
the  noble  Loi*d,  and  the  reason  why  the 
prf>pi-)8als  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Cocke  rmouth  Division  of 
•Cumberland  have  met  mth  no  favour  in 
this  House  is  that  there  has  always  been 
attached  to  them,  and  tf3  the  proposals  of 
his  Party,  the  abiding  injustice  of  spolia- 
tion and  confiscation.  I  rejoice  that  the 
noble  Lord  has  taken  the  cause  of  tem- 
perance out  of  the  hands  of  men  who  are 
themselves  intemperate^  in  so  far  as  their 
principles  of  legislation  on  the  question 
4fcre  concerned.  I  am  glad  to  find  the 
noble  Lord  proposing  temperance  legislft- 
tion  upon  the  lines  of  common-sense  and 
statesmanships  upon  lines  that  wUl 
secure  him  the  support  of  many  who 
have  hitherto  opposed  the  efEorts  of  the 
hoUr  Baronet  the  Member  for  Cocker* 
mouth  and  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone* 

•Lord  a  CHURCHILL:    I   trust  the 
House  will  now  allow  me  to  bring  in  the 

Bill. 


Question  put,  and  Etgreed  to* 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Lord 
Randolph  Churchill,  Sir  Henry  Selwin- 
Ibbetson,  Sir  Algernon  Borthwick,  and 
Mr.  Johnston. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time. 
XBiU242.] 

ELBanoNs  (scoTLAyD)  (corrupt  and  illegal 

PBACnCBS)  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  the  Lord  Advocate,  Bill  for  the 
belter  prevention  of  Oorrtipt  and  Illegnl  Prao* 
iices  at  Elections  in  Scotland  other  than 
Parliaraentarj'^  Election  h,  ordered  to  h^  hroup-ht 
in  by  the  Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  Solicitor 
Hieneral,  and  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  243.] 
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**That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
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(12.53.)  Dr.  TANNER  (Cork,  Mid): 
I  regret  that  tKe  hon.  Member  ahoTilcl 
endeavour  at  this  unreasonabiy  late  hour 
to  force  on  this  Bill  without  any  explana- 
tion of  its  provisions,  or  any  statement 
as  to  the  benefits  it  may  be  supposed  to 
confer  on  the  people.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man asked  me  earlier  tins  evening  not  to 
oppose  the  Second  Readinj^  when  reached. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  knows  very  well  he 
cannot  expect  very  much  consideration 
at  our  hands,  but  I  wiU  not  go  int-o  that 
matter.  I  desire,  however,  to  explain  that 
the  right  hon.  BaixDnet  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  London  (Sir  J.  Lub- 
bock) brought  in  a  BiU  dealing  >vith  this 
very  question,  and  that  subsequent  to 
the  introduction  of  that  measure  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Maple),  against  whom 
many  grave  accusations  in  connection 
with  sweating  in  the  City  of  London 
have  been  made,  introduced  hia  Bill  to 
jockey  the  measure  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  The  right  hon.  Baronet  will, 
perhaps,  excuse  my  speaking  in  this  way. 
He  differs  from  the  Party  to  which  I 
belong  on  the  question  of  Home  Rule  ; 
but  I  know  he  is  far  more  competent  to 
deal  with  this  matter  tlmn  the  hon. 
Member  opposite.  Certainly,  na  long  a.s 
1  remjiin  in  the  House,  I  shall  try  to 
promote  fair  pky  l>etween  Parties.  I 
beg  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
Debate. 


Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St 

lox)  seconded  the  Motion, 


RoU 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned.**—* 
(Dr.  Tantmr.) 

•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  (Lt^ndon  University): 
I  appeal  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  with- 
draw his  Motion  and  allow  the  Bill  to  be 
read  a  second  time.  I  do  not  pretend 
that  I  entirely  agree  with  the  propi^sals 
in  the  Bill,  but  I  would  be  glad  if  the 
House  would  send  this  Bill  and  also  my 
Bill  to  a  Select  Committee.  I  think  we 
might  feel  confident  that  a  Committee, 
after  hearing  the  opimouB  of  the  merean* 
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tile  c*onimunity,  would  arrive  at  a  wise 
decision.     I  therefore  appeal  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  withdraw  the  Motion  for 
the  adjournment  of  the  Debate  and    to 
allow  both  Bills  to  go  to  a  Committee. 

Me.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) ; 
This  is  a  question  affecting  the  com- 
mercial community,  and  I  do  not  think 
we  should  be  expected  to  pass  the  Second 
Reading  without  a  word  of  explanation 
from  the  Mover.  The  commercial  com- 
munity  of  London  cannot  be  regulated 
by  the  commercial  community  of  the 
country,  and  ^fiee  ijersd,  I  trust  the 
Motion  for  adjournment  will  not  bo 
withdrawn,  and  that  if  this  legislation  is 
brought  on  it  will  be  at  a  time  when 
hon.  Members  can  have  an  opportunity 
of  expressing  the  opinion  of  their  ooii* 
stituents. 

•Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Ri 
cliffe) :  We  are  all  aware  of  the  anriou» 
care  which  the  hon.  Bai-onet  (Sir  J* 
Lubbock)  has  given  to  the  subject* 
But  this  Bill  stands  on  an  entirely 
difl'ereut  footing  to  the  Bill  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  and  it  seems  to  me  it 
would  be  unworthy  of  the  House  to  paaa 
the  Second  Reading  of  such  a  Bill  with- 
out the  slightest  explanation  from  the 
Mover. 


Me,  BAUMANN  (Peckham):  I  do 
earnestly  hope  tlmt  both  this  Bill  and 
that  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  may  be 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee  ;  bat  if 
such  a  proceeding  is  prevented,  I  hope 
the  public  of  London  will  see  that  the 
fault  does  not  rest  with  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  or  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dulwich. 

Dii.  TANKER  :  1  trust  the  House  will 
excuBe  Taj  pressing  the  Motion  for  ad* 
joumment.     In  a  spirit  of  foir  play 

It  being  One  of  the  clock,  the  Debate 
stood  adjourned  till  to-morrow,  and  Mr 
Speaker  adjourned  the  House  without 
Question  put. 

Houie  adjourned  At  One  o* clock. 


J 
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HOtJSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  SOih  April,  1890. 


Mr.  SPHJLKBfi  came  into  tlie  House 
shortly  after  12  o*clock,  and  took  the 
Chair  immediately  after  prayers,  though 
at  that  time  there  were  scarcely  half-a- 
dozen  Memhers  in  the  House.  After  a 
wait  of  about  10  minutes,  during  which 
some  eight  or  ten  Members  more  had 
come  in,  an  hou.  Member  moved  tliat  the 
Houije  be  counted^  the  two-minute  hour- 
glass was  turned  down,  and  the  hells 
were  set  ringing  to  call  the  attention  of 
Members  who  might  be  within  the  pre- 
cincte  of  the  House  to  the  fact  that  their 
presenue  was  required  in  the  House  itself. 
The  necessary  number  of  hon.  Members 
having  entered,  a  House  was  constituted 
ai  25  minutes  past  12  o  clock. 

ORDERS  OF   THE  DAY. 

HARRUaE  WITH  A  DECEASED  WIFE'S 

SISTER  BILL.— (Ko.  19.) 

SECOND   BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read, 
(12.35.)  Me.  HERBERT  GARDNER 
(Essex,  Saffron  Walden)  :  The  Bill  which 
I  have  the  honour  to  propose  to  the 
House  this  afternoon  is  a  measure  to 
alter  and  amend  the  law  aa  to  marnage 
witli  a  deceased  wife's  sister,  and  in 
submitting  the  measure  to  the  House  it 
will  not  be  necessary  to  weary  it  with 
any  long  or  detailed  explanation.  The 
Bill  is  no  stniknger  to  the  House;  it  is 
rather,  if  I  may  be  allowed  to  say  so,  an 
I  old  familiar  friend,  knocking  pertina- 
ciously at  o^r  doors  year  after  year,  and 
it  is  received  in  all  parts  of  the  House, 
except  bj  a  small  minority,  not  as  a 
stranger,  but  as  a  welcome  and 
honoured  guest.  The  arguments  on  the 
subject  have  been  threshed  out.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  who  is  about  to  move 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill  may  have  dis- 
covered some  new  ones.  If  so,  I  should 
be  delighted  to  hear  them,  and  I  daresay 
some  of  my  hon.  Friends  will  be  able  to 
meet  them  in  the  same  way  in  which 
the  arguments  against  the  Bill  in  the 
past  have  been  met  and  answered.  This 
measure  has  been  before  the  House  and 
TOL.  CCCXLin.     [thied  sebss.] 


the  country  for  something  like  50  years. 
It  was  introduced  in  the  House  of  Lords 
in  1841  by  the  late  Lord  Whamcliffe, 
and  since  that  time  the  principle  has 
been  affirmed  in  the  House  of  Commons 
in  nearly  80  Divisions,  and  by  large  and 
substantial  majorities,  obtained  not 
merely  when  Liberal  Governments  were 
in  power,  bat  also  when  Conservative 
Governments  were  in  OfiBce.  During 
the  past  15  years  the  average  majority 
of  the  House  which  has  sanctioned  the 
principle  has  attained  the  high  iigure  of 
60  ;  and  during  a  period  of  23  years  the 
Bill  has  only  suffered  one  reverse  in  the 
House  of  Oommons,  and  this  on  an 
exceptional  occasion.  Not  only  so,  but 
the  Bill  has  passed  in  its  entirety  through 
all  the  stages  which  were  necessary  in 
this  House,  and  has  been  sent  up  to  the 
House  of  Lords  on  seven  occasions.  The 
Bill  which  1  now  submit  to  the  House  is, 
in  its  essential  featui'es,  precisely  similajr 
to  the  measures  which  have  been  intro- 
duced on  so  many  previous  occasions. 
There  is,  however,  one  alteration  to 
which  I  wish  to  draw  the  attention  of 
hon.  Members.  In  Clause  2  it  is  pro- 
Tided  that — 

**  No  clergyman  of  the  Church  of  Engl&Ddor 
minister  of  the  Church  of  8cotlaod  fihali  be 
liable  to  any  prosecution  or  suit  for  either  per- 
forming or  refufitng  to  perform  such  a  marriage^ 
and  no  incumbent  shall  be  at  liberty  to  refuiie 
permifisian  for  persooB  ao  relat^d^  who  ivould 
otherwise  have  a  right  to  be  married  in  hia 
churoh,  to  be  married  there  by  any  other 
clergyman  if  he  himself  dedinea  to  perform  it.^' 

Til  is  modification,  which  is  not  held  by 
the  pronioteiis  of  the  Bill  to  be  essential 
to  it,  and  which  may  be  rejected  in 
Gommittiee  if  the  Honse  so  please ^  has 
been  made  at  the  request  of  the  clergy 
themselves.  The  opposition  of  the 
clergy,  of  which  the  Hotise  has  heard  so 
much  from  the  opjxjnents  of  the  Bill,  is 
in  the  main  confined  to  one  section 
alone,  and  is  not  adopted  by  the  whole  of 
the  clergy  of  the  Established  Church,  A 
lai^e  number  of  clergymen  would  indeed 
welcome  the  passing  of  this  measure  ; 
and  a  very  strong  feeling  is  prevalent 
that  when  the  Bill  becomes  law  there 
should  be  no  unnecessary  distinctions 
between  a  marriage  of  this  kind  and  any 
other  lawful  marriage.  Therefoi-e,  it  is 
in  order  to  carry  out  the  desire  of  the 
clergy  of  the  Established  Ghurcfi  that 
the  promoters  have  inserted  this  proviso 
in  the  Bill,  In  the  constituency  which 
3  S 
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I  represent,  as  in  many  other  agricul- 
tural constituencies,  the  passing  of 
this  Bill  would  be  of  great  importance 
to  the  artisans  and  labourers  of  the 
Tillages.  I  hold  that  such  a  measure 
wouM  be  of  the  greatest  benefit  to  tlie 
poorer  classes  of  the  communitj.  When 
it  becomes  law,  those  whose  consciences 
object  to  such  marriages  would  be  in 
the  same  position  as  they  are  now. 
Take,  for  example,  the  question  of 
celibacy  among  the  clergy.  Clergymen 
are  not  compelled  to  uit^rry  if  their 
consciences  lead  them  to  consider  celibacy 
to  be  a  more  fitting  state  for  the  priest- 
hood than  the  married  state.  Marriage 
with  a  deceased  wife's  sister  is  practi- 
oally  accepted  by  every  other  country 
except  this.  Its  adoption  in  our  colonies 
and  dependencies  has  l>een  sanctioned 
by  the  Imperial  Grovernment,  and  it 
is  reserred  for  this  country  alone  at  the 
end  of  the  19th  century  to  maintain  this 
obsolete  and  antiquated  restriction*  Any 
hon,  Memlwr  who  by  his  voice  or  by  his 
vote  opprjses  the  principle  of  this 
mfiasure  will  be  seeking  to  impose  on 
the  majority  of  the  people  of  this 
country  a  vexatious  and  oheolete  custom 
which  has  been  repudiated  by  the  rest 
of  the  civilised  world.  I  beg  to  move 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 
'^That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time/* — (Air.  Herbert  Gardner.) 

♦(12.50.)  Mb.  GAINSFORD  BRUCE 
(Finsbury,  Holborn) :  I  beg  to  move,  as 
an  Amendment,  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  on  this  day  six  months. 
My  contention  is  that  the  BUI  has  no 
principle  whatever  to  support  it.  It 
attempts  to  take  away  the  rule  of 
Mttrriage  Law  which  lias  prevailed  in 
this  country  for  ceiiturieSr  and  it  does 
not  attempt  to  substitute  any  new  funda- 
mental canon.  Surely  with  reference 
to  a  law  which  so  deeply  affects  the 
welfare  of  the  State,  it  is  at  least  reaaon- 
able  that  the  proliibitions  in  relation  to 
marriage  should  rest  on  some  intelligible 
principle.  But  this  Bill  does  not  attempt 
to  amend  the  law;  it  only  seeks  to 
mutilate  its  proportions.  It  seeks  to 
make  a  breach  in  the  law,  and  I  think  I 
am  not  uncharitable  in  concluding  from 
the  public  declarations  of  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  support  the  BOl  that  when  they 
have  once  made  a  breach  they  will  seek 
Mr,  Herbei't  Gardner 


to  make  it  wider  and  wider,  they  knowJ 
not   how   wide,   until   they   shall    ha^ 
broken  down  the  whole  superstructure. 
The   supporters  of   the  BiU  propose  to 
deal  with  the  dead  wife's  sister,  but 
with   the   dead   hiisband's    brother, 
want  to  know  on  what  principle  the] 
cast  off  the  prohibition  with  regard 
the  woman  when  they  do  not  cast  it  oS 
with  regard  to  the  man  ?     In  short,  such 
a  change,   once  conceded^  would   set   a 
stone   rolling  which  it  would  be  im| 
sible  to  stop  until  it  had  carried  away  tL 
whole  of  the  prohibitions  resting  upon  j 
nity.  If  those  who  hold  the  opposite  viet  _ 
had  the  courage  of  their  opinions  they 
would   lead  the  attack  along  the  whole 
line ;  but,  as  to  do  so  would  arouse  the 
feelings   of    the   nation,   they   think    it 
better  strategy  to  lead  a  covert  attack 
against  an  outpost.     By  this  course  tba^ 
opponents   of  the  Bill  are  placed   at 
great  disadvantage,   because  they 
to  be  defending  a  detail,  whereas  the] 
are    figlitlng    for   a  principle  on  whicf 
the    whole    Marriage  Law  rests,      The 
Marriage  Law  of  all  civilised  countrie 
from     the      earliest    times     lias     beet 
founded    on   the  prohibitions  contained 
in  the  18th  chapter  of  Leviticus,     Such 
was  the  law  in  this  country  in  Saxon. 
times,  and  also  in  mediieval  times  till 
the  Reformation  ;  and  at  the  time  of  the 
Reformation,  by  an  express  enactment^ 
the  prohibitions  in  the  18th  chapter  of 
Leviticus  were  introduced  as  part  of  thoj 
law.     Granting  that  the  Acts  of  Henr 
VIIL»     containing     a     declaration 
the     law,      were     forced      upon      the 
Parliament      by      the     Sovereign     for 
private  ends  of  his  own,  it  cannot  be 
denied  that  successive   Parliaments  for 
360  years  have  recognised  that  declara* 
tion,  and  there  is  a  decision  of  the  Cour 
of    Queen*8   Bench   in    1847,    in    "The"' 
Queen    t%    Cbadwick/^     declaring    that 
marriage   with  a  deceased  wife's  sister 
is    against  God^s    law   as    declared   by 
stilt ute.     As  to  the  theological  argument, 
I  submit  that  the  prohibitions  in  Leviti- 
cus    are     not    part    of      the     Jewish 
Ceremonial  Law,  but  are  of  general  appli- 
cation,    because     they   applied    to    the 
Canaanitcs   and   other  heathen  nations, 
who   were   not  subject   to  the    Jewish 
law ;  and,  further,  that  marriage  with  a 
deceased  wife's  sister  is  included  in  those 
prohibitions.     The  prohibition  is  that  a 
man  shall  not   marry   his  near  of  kin  p. 
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itnd  instances  are  given  to  illustrate  the 
meaning  of  near  of  kin.  Many  of  the 
instances  are  cases  of  relations  by 
marriage.  There  is  a  distinct  de- 
clanitiou  that  a  man's  brother's 
wife  is  near  of  kin,  and  I  want 
to  know  why  the  wife's  sister  is  not 
as  near  of  kin  as  the  brother's  wife? 
1  have  spoken  of  the  opinion  of  the 
Early  Church,  and  it  is  remarkable  that 
not  only  did  the  Early  Church  declai'e 
this  opinion  by  councils,  but  the  Church 
had  sufficient  influence  to  prevail  with 
the  later  Roman  Emperors,  with 
Gonstantius^  and  to  Lmprees  its  opinion 
upon  the  Civil  Law.  It  has  been  said, 
but  this  was  in  the  days  of  the  de- 
cline and  fall— yes,  the  decline  and 
fall  of  what?  Of  an  Empire  which 
contained  within  itself  eyery  element  of 
permanence,  except  that  strength  that 
morality  and  religion  alone  can  give.  But 
let  m.e  come  from  ancient  days  to  more 
modern  times,  and,  first,  I  allude  to  that 
very  remarkable  declaration  of  opinion, 
the  Westmin^t€r  Con/e^sian  of  Faiihy 
compiled  within  the  precincts  of  the 
adjoining  Abbey  in  1643  by  learned 
religioas  and  earnest  men.  They 
gave  prolonged  conaidei'ation  to  this 
declaration,  which  was  afterwards  ratified 
and  adopted  by  the  Church  of  Scotland, 
and  since  then  by  the  United  Presbyteruin 
Church,  the  Free  Churchy  and  by  nearly 
all  the  Presbyterian  churches  throughout 
the  world.  Upon  ibis  subject  the 
document  speaks  with  no  uncertain 
voice  in  the  following  terms  : — 

**  Honiiige  ought  not  to  be  within  the  degrees 
of  ooDsanguinity  or  affinity  forbidden  in  the 
word  ;  nor  can  auch  incest uoua  marriag€>a  over 
be  made  lawful  by  any  law  of  man  or  oODseot 
of  parties^  bo  as  those  pervoos  may  live  to- 
gether as  mun  and  wife.  The  man  may  not 
miUTy  any  of  his  wife's  kindred,  nearer  in  blood, 
than  b©  may  ol  his  own  ;  nor  the  woman  of  her 
hosband^s  kindred,  nearer  in  blood  than  of  her 
own  *• 

I  attach  great  importance  to  that,  be- 
cause the  men  who  framed  that  de- 
claration were  not  men  likely  to  be 
inflnenced  by  Episcopal  authority,  or 
by  any  undue  attachment  to  Eccle- 
siastical precedent.  They  were  inde- 
pendent men,  and  we  find  them  de- 
claring an  opinion  in  remarkable  con* 
formity  with  the  Early  Church.  I  have 
been  somewhat  surprised  to  hear  it  said 
by  those  who  support  this  innovation 
that  the  Confession  of  Faith  is  losing  its 


hold  upon  the  people  of  Scotland.    I  can- 
not believe  it.    I  think  the  Scotch  people 
of  to-djiy  are  as  ready  as  their  fathers 
were    to   go    to    the   stake    m   defence 
of  every  line*  of   the   Confession^  which 
they    treasure     as      a     most     precious 
heritage.     Here  I  will  quote  a  declara- 
tion of  opinion  from  representative  men, 
given  with  authority,  and  not  as  expres- 
sions of  individual  opinion.  I  have  avoided 
quoting  individual  autliorities,  for  well  we 
know  that  there  is   no  heresy  that  will 
not   find    support    from    some    eminent 
doctor   or  professor.     But   I  quote    this 
declaration    as    proof    that    in    modem 
times     the     Confession    of    Faith    has 
deep  hold  upon  tlie  Scottih  people,  and 
that  this  particular  article  is  in  harmony 
with  the  views  of  all  classes  of  Scotch 
religious   opinion,      I   refer  to   the   de- 
claration   signed,  some    years    ago,    by 
nearly  all  the  leading  ministers  of  Scot- 
Ian  d,  including  ministers  of  the  Scotch 
Church — the  United    Presbyterian   and 
the  Free  Church.     Amongst  the  many 
names     attached     to     the     declaration 
are  the  following:  Dr.   Charles  Brown, 
Dr,    Begg,   Dr.    Robert   Buchanan,   Dr. 
John  Caii'ua,  Dr.  Robert  Candlish,  Dr. 
Aleiander    DuGE,  Dr.  Thomas   Guthrie, 
Dr.  Andi*ew  Some rvi lie,  and  Dr»  Andrew 
Thompson.     1  hope  I  may  say  these  are 
representative     names^men,     some    of 
them   now  dead,  of  great  influence   in 
Scotland,  and  from  them  we  learn  what 
Scotch  opinion  on  this  point  is.    After 
representing    the    inconveniences    that 
would  arise  from  a  ehange  in  the  law, 
they  say :  *^  But  how,  on  the  other  hand, 
does  the  case  stand  as  to  us,  assuredly 
representing   in   this  matter  multitudes 
over    the    country    who   believe    these 
marriages  to  be  forbidden  by  God  in  His 
Word?     It  is  with  us  no  mere  matter  of 
*  Church  Law/  but  an  article  of  out*  faitlu 
As  an  article  of  faith,  however,  it  has, 
of   course,    become  over  and  above  the 
law  of  onr  churches,  which  we  have  no 
choice  but  to  administer  in  the  way  of 
shutting  out  from  the  table  of  the  Lord 
Jesus  those  who  have  entered  into  these 
alliances — jubt  as  we  should  still  be  com- 
pelled to  shut  them  out  were  tlie  civil 
law    changed    and    the    alliances    ren- 
dered   valid    as    t«>    civil    effects."       I 
think    th%t   is    enough    to    show    that 
the    religious    opinion    of    Scotland    is 
clearly    against   such    a    Bill    as    this. 
C>f  course,  it  is  said  on  this  and  on  all 
3  S  2 
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other  matters  it  is  open  to  us  to  hold 
our  private  opinion  ;  but  here  I  should 
like  to  quote  words  used  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  LotbiaD. 
He,  speaking  in  this  House  ou  May  9^ 
1855,  iaid— 

''  Private  opiQion  mny  qaeation  the  authority 
of  the  univeraal  voice  of  Christians  on  Ihls 
fiubject»  but  it  will  qucBtiou  it  exactly  on  the 
fiame  ground  that  it  may  queation  the  whole 
reaulta  that  CbriBtianity  has  brought  to  man- 
kind, and  everything  that  OhriBtianity  has 
elevatod  out  of  the  region  of  private  opinion.*' 

It  is  said  that  because  in  Catholic  oouu- 
tries  digpensationfi  are  sometimes  granted 
that,  therefore,  there  is  no  law  of  the 
Church  forbidding  such  marriages.  1 
demur,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  such  an  assertion. 
What  does  a  dispensation  prove  ?  What 
does  it  mean  1  It  means  that  in  some 
particular  case  an  exception  to  the  law  is 
allowed.  Where  it  is  necessary  to  havc^ 
these  dispensations,  it  proves  the  exist- 
ence of  the  law.  This  is  not  a  Bill  deal- 
ing with  dispensations ;  it  is  a  question 
of  abolishing  the  law.  Because  it  seems 
to  be  suggested  that  the  law  of  the 
Catholic  Church  does  not  forbid  and 
annul  these  marriages,  I  must  quote  the 
opinion  of  the  Cardinal  Archbishop  of 
Westminster  expressed  in  a  letter  to  his 
Vicar  Qeneral— 

**The  law  of  the  Catholic  Church  forbids 
und  aDDuli  the  marriage  with  a  deceased  wife's 
mater.  The  law  of  Knglnod  on  this  point  is 
10  this  moment  Catholic,  and  supports  the 
discipline  of  the  Church.  The  Holy  See  can 
alond  dispense  in  such  cases ;  and  it  never 
dispenses  except  ( 1)  mrely  ;  (2)  with  reluctance, 
4ina  (S)  for  grave  reafions  and  to  avoid  greater 
evils.  To  abolish  the  law  which  prohibits 
such  marriafes  would  have  the  effect  of  throw- 
ing open  as  lawful  lo  everybody  that  which  in 
a  few  rare  and  exceptional  cases  is  reluctantly 
l^ven  to  avoid  greater  evij«.'' 

;Now,  that  does  not  justify  any  general 
relaxation.  There  might  be  something  to 
be  said  if  this  were  a  Bill  to  confer  the 
power  of  dispensation  upon  an  authority, 
the  head  of  the  State,  or  upon  some 
other  authority.  Except  Holland  and 
Prussia,  1  do  not  know  any  European 
country  in  which  such  marriages 
can  be  solemnised  without  a  dis- 
pensation of  some  kind.  It  is  not, 
therefore,  correct  to  say  that  these 
marriages  are  allowed  by  the  law 
of  the  other  countries  of  Europe.  To 
pass  from  what  I  may  call  the  religious 
aspect  of  the  question,  I  will  put  before 
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the  House  what  I  conceive  to  be  gra7#j 
reasons  on  other  grounds.  This  is  no 
a  new  question ;  it  has  been  consider 
before  ;  it  was  considered  by  thcise  emiJ 
nent  jurists  who  framed  the  Code  Napo-"' 
14)n,  and,  I  think,  hon*  Members  will 
admit  that  those  who  framed  the  Code 
Napol^n  were  not  likely  to  be  unduly 
mfluenced  by  any  religions  scruplei 
They  had  had  experience,  too,  of  thai 
state  of  the  law  under  which  such 
marriages  were  allowed  in  the  early  day 
of  the  Rerolution,  You  find  tliat  durL 
the  debate  Claude  Regnier,  Gr 
Judge  and  Minister  of  Justice,  affirmed 
that  the  permission  given  by  the  law  of 
1 792  for  the  marriage  of  brothers  and 
sisters-in-law  hail,  as  its  coiisequenc 
brought  trouble  into  families,  and 
the  chief  ai.use  of  the  demands  for 
divorce  then  before  the  Courts.  Coun- 
cillor Trouchet  declared  the  prohibitioii 
waj9  demanded  for  the  sake  of  morality^ 
as  a  safeguard  against  the  danger 
arising  from  familiarity.  Councillor 
Maleville  said  all  the  Courts  of  Justice 
testified  against  these  marriages.  These 
are  the  opiuions  of  men  of  great  legal 
experience  engaged  in  settling  a  system  of 
jorisprudenoe;  their  testimony  indicates 
grave  social  reasons  why  a  Bill  of  this 
kind  should  not  pass.  The  frame rs  of  the 
Italian  Code,  one  of  the  most  remarkabl  " 
and  the  most  recent  of  European  Codes^ 
adopted  the  same  principle  of  prohibi- 
tion. The  late  Pacifici-Mazzoni,  in 
celebrated  Institutes  of  Italian  Civ 
Law^  says — 

**  Lastly,  affinity  forms   an  impedimeiit  to 
marriage  in  the  direct  line  in  the  same  way  i 
that  legitimate  porentela  (relationship)  dooM 
and  in  the  collat^al  line  in  the  second  degres^ 
only,  «'.*,,  between  cognati   (brothers-in-law) 
and  cognate   (sisters-in-law)  without  any  dia- 
tinctioQ  as  to   whether  the  marriage    whloll 
produced   the    aflinit)*  still  subsistfl,    or    haiL 
h«?en  dissolved  by   the  death  of  the  huaband 
or  wife.** 

Commenting  on  the  statutory  prohibi| 
tions  based  on    parentela   and   affini^ 
Muzzoni  says  that— 

»*The  object  of  them  is  (leaving  out  of 
account  the'  case  of  ascendants  and  deaoen- 
dants  whose  union  excites  horror)  to  remove 
together  with  the  hope  of  marriage^  all  incen* 
tive  to  culpable  desires  and  acts  betweoii 
persons  living  in  the  closest  intimacy  and  with 
the  fullest  liberty  under  the  same  roof.'' 

It   is   on    social   and    not    on   religion 
grounds  that  the  Italian  jurists  maint 
the    prohibition.      It   is  sometimes  said 
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that  thJB  luw  has  been  passed  in  America 
and  has  Dot  affected  the  relations  of  social 
life.  But  I  point  to  experience,  and  I  say 
yon  find  that  in  America  the  same  results 
have  followed  as  followed  in  Fiunce  under 
a  similar  system.  In  Connecticut,  where 
these  marriages  are  allowed,  the  ratio  of 
divorce  to  marriage  is  in  some  of  the 
countries  as  one  to  seven;  in  Massachusetts 
it  is  as  one  t<j  21.  How  is  it  possible,  with 
these  examples  before  our  eyes,  with  these 
Btartling  resuUsi  to  say  there  is  no  argu- 
ment up>on  8<:)cial  considerations  against 
this  proposed  change?  Then  it  is  said 
some  of  our  colonies  have  adopted  it. 
Well,  we  had  a  strange  example  within 
the  last  year  of  the  development  of 
opinion  in  reference  to  Divorce  Law  in 
Victoria,  and  it  must  have  shocked 
many  Members.  You  find  in  the  c^^kmy 
the  same  result  as  was  found  under 
the  French  Republic,  the  same  result 
as  in  America.  Mai-riage  which  with 
tts  is  regarded  as  a  solemn  obligation 
for  life  has  become  in  Victoria  a  tem- 
porary contract,  to  be  dissolved  by  three 
years'  absence  on  either  side.  Is  that  a  state 
of  things  to  be  regarded  mthout  horror  j  is 
that  an  example  you  are  prepared  to 
follow  T  Do  you  wish  to  see  the  whole 
Christian  law  of  marriage  abrogated  t 
I  do  not  blame  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
for  not  advising  Her  Majesty  to  refuse 
assent  to  the  Bill — if  you  let  water  out  it 
must  flow  on  ;  but  I  earnestly  warn  the 

■  Hotise  against  allowing  a  state  of 
things  to  be  instituted  in  this  country 
which  may  load  to  results  so  barbarous. 
When  I  heard  of  thepaswing  of  the  Victoria 
Bill  it  brought  to  my  mind  some  verses  by 
a  poet  of  the  '*  An ti- Jacobin,''  familiar  I 
daresay  to  many  Members,  in  reference  to 
the  Marriage  Laws  of  Otalieite,  which ^  as 
there  described,  are  a  little  in  iidvance  of 
the  law  now  existing  in  Victoria.  The 
l>oet  professes  cynical  regret  that  we  do 
not  in  this  country  enjoy  the  sfime 
liberty  as  is  enjoyed  by  the  inhabitants 
of  the  more  genial  climate  of  Otaheite— 

"  Of  whifitor  cribbftge  mark  the  amuBing  f^ramp. 
The  partDeni  ohargiog,  but  the  sport  the  same  % 
Yet  must  one  man  with  one  nneeasing  mfe 
Play  the  hing  rubber  of  connubial  life." 

I  cannot  sit  down  without  saying  a  word 
on  a  remarkable  provision  in  this  Bill. 
It  is  not  only  a  Bill  to  render  these 
marriages  lawful,  but  it  is  in  itself 
a    Marriage     Bill.       It    is    to     marry 
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people  who  are  not  husband  and 
wife  by  the  automatic  effect  of  the 
Bill,  when  perhaps  the  man  and  woman 
have  not  seen  each  other  for  30  years. 
Unless  they  have  separated  by  formal 
agreement  prior  to  the  passing  of  the 
Act»  two  persons,  by  the  operation  of  the 
Act,  become  man  and  wife.  I  cannot 
conceive  anything  more  monstrous  than 
to  make  two  persons  man  and  wife  with- 
out their  consent  simply  by  passing  an 
Act  of  Parliament.  It  is  only  an  ex- 
ample of  the  difliculties  that  attend 
attempts  at  retrospective  legislation  of 
this  kind.  But  It  would  not  satisfy  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill  unless  its  opera- 
tions were  retrospective,  for  what  is  the 
object?  I  think  we  all  know  the  object 
of  the  Bill ;  it  is  to  give  an  indemnity  to 
those  who  have  already  broken  the  law. 
That  is  the  object,  and  therefore  the 
retrospective  operation.  You  will  find* 
when  you  come  to  consider  the  details  of 
the  Bill,  that  the  diflEiculties  of  meddling 
with  the  long  existing  laws  of  marriage 
prevent  the  passing  of  such  a  clause  as 
this.  These  are  the  reasons  I  submit  to 
the  House  in  support  of  my  Motion  for 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill- 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "  now/*  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  **  upon  thia 
day  six  months." —  (J/n  Gaiwtford 
Britce,) 

Question  proposed,    "  That    the  word 
*  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question,*' 

♦(1.20.)  Me.  JEFFREYS  (Hanta^ 
Basingstoke)  :  I  second  this  Amendment, 
not  only  on  religious  grounds,  but  on  flocial 
and  domestic  grounds.  It  was  maintained 
by  the  hon.  Member  who  moved  the 
Second  Beading  that  the  agitation  in 
favour  of  this  Bill  came  from  the  work- 
ing classes,  and  more  especially  the 
agricultural  working  classes  ;  but  that  is 
a  statement  I  beg  altogether  to  deny.  I 
represent  an  agricuHural  constituency, 
and  I  live  among  agricultural  people, 
and  never,  except  in  one  instance,  have 
I  been  asked  by  an  agricultural  labourer 
to  vote  in  favour  of  this  Bill-  Indeed, 
I  think  it  is  well-known  that  such  agita- 
tion as  there  is  in  favour  of  the  Bill 
oomes  from  a  small  circle  among  the 
highest  class  in  the  land,  and  I  think  it 
is  pretty  well-known  that  the  agitation 
is     kept    up    by     subscriptions     fi^)ra 
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rich  men  who  paj  a  certain  claas 
of  people  who  go  round  and  obtain 
signatures  to  Petitions  in  favour  of  the 
Bill,  Every  Member  of  the  House 
knows  it  is  easy,  if  the  means  are 
provided,  to  get  upPetitions^ — not  that  I 
have  ever  tried  it  mygelf .  I  beheve  the 
cnsbom  is  to  pay  a  certain  number  of 
people  to  travel  about  with  Petitions  and 
tout  for  signatures.  With  a  little  trouble 
and  expense  very  lai^e  Petitions  may  be 
got  up.  I  have  heard  of  one  gentleman 
who  has  expended  some  thousands  of 
pounds  in  this  way  and  in  favour  of  this 
BilL  Then,  also,  let  me  remind  hon. 
Members  that  the  few  people  who  have 
married,  or  wished  to  marry,  their 
deceased  wife*B  sister  feel  aggrieved  at 
the  state  of  the  law  and  are  active  in 
promoting  this  Bill.  But  against  these 
few  there  are  thousands  who  are  perfectly 
satisfied  with  the  present  state  of  the 
law,  yet  take  no  trouble  to  get  up  counter 
Petitions,  Therefore,  there  are  Members 
who  take  but  a  lake- warm  interest  in 
the  subject,  but  who  have  yielded  to  the 
persistency  of  a  few  among  their 
constituents,  and  have  voted  for  the 
Bill  not  because  they  believe  in 
it,  but  with  the  oomiorting  assurance 
that  it  is  sure  to  be  thrown  out  by  the 
House  of  Lords,  I  have  not  the  slightest 
doubt  tliat  many  Members  have  voted 
for  the  Bill,  and,  at  the  same 
time,  thanked  God  we  have  a 
House  of  Lords.  Should  the  Bill  pass,  1 
cannot  see  how  the  line  of  demarcation  can 
be  drawn  at  the  deceased  wife's  sister  ; 
it  must  inevitably  lead  to  intermarriage 
between  all  who  are  not  blood  relations. 
The  hon.  Member  who  moved  the  Second 
Beading  asks,  how  is  it  possible  for  a 
deceased  wife's  sister  to  undertake  the 
care  of  the  children  of  her  deceased 
sister  ?  There  is  no  doubt  in  many  cases 
she  is  the  natural  guardian  of  the  children, 
and  there  is  not  now,  as  the  law  stands, 
the  slightest  impropriety  in  her  acting 
aa  such  under  her  brother-in-law's  roof. 
I  have  known  many  such  iQstances, 
Beference  is  frequently  made  to  our 
colonies  ;  but  I  say,  if  it  is  desirable  there 
should  be  uniformity  in  the  Marriage 
Laws,  then  let  the  colonies  conform  to 
our  laws.  We  are  not  called  upon  to  follow 
the  lead  of  our  colonies  in  this  respect 
any  more  than  we  are  to  imitate 
them  in  their  protective  legislation. 
There  is,  moreover,  a  great  distinction 
Mr,  Jfiffrt^s 


in  the  social  conditions  here  and  in  tiha 
colonies.  In  the  sparse  and  scattered 
populations  of  our  colonies  the  malei 
are  in  a  large  majority  ;  but  here,  aa«J 
cording  to  the  last  Census,  the  women  i 
a  million  in  excess  of  the  male  population. 
A  large  number  of  women  remain  un- 
married, and  it  is  natural  that  they 
should,  in  the  relationship  of  brother  and 
sister,  occasionally  find  a  home  in  their 
brother-in-law's  house,  and  take  care  of 
his  children.  The  conditions  of  life  in  the 
colonies  are  wholly  different  Brother-in- 
law  and  sis te r* in-  law  are  often  compara t i ve 
strangers;  and,  whatever  reasons  maj 
exist  for  such  a  law  in  the  colonies,  the] 
certainly  do  not  apply  here.  I  earnestly 
hope  the  House  will  not  assent  to  the 
Second  Beading.  No  necessity  exists  for 
any  such  change  in  our  Marriage  Laws 
which  have  worked  so  well  and  for  so 
long — a  change  which  is  fraught  with 
danger  and  disaster  to  the  whole  of  our 
social  and  domestic  life. 

•(1,30.)  Mr.  a.  CAMERON  CORBETT 
(Glasgow,  Tradeston) :  I  think  the 
hon.  Member's  attempt  to  show  that 
marriages  such  as  are  authorised  by  thia| 
Bill  are  against  the  ruling  of  Scripture 
was  not  very  successful,  and  the  veryr] 
enumeration  of  the  large  number  of  cased 
in  which  marriage  was  forbidden  makes 
the  omission  of  this  particular  relation- 
ship the  more  striking ;  while  the  fact 
that  there  is  a  text  specially  preventing 
marriages  of  this  sort  during  the  lifetime 
of  the  wife  showed  that  marriage  with 
a  deceased  wife's  sister  was  perm^itted. 
It  appears  to  me  strange  that,  upon  the 
ground  that  the  majority  of  the  members 
of  the  Church  of  England  accept  a  specij  "" 
interpretation  of  the  Scriptures, 
sections  of  the  community  should 
be  bound  by  it.  Allusion  has 
been  made  by  the  hon.  Member  to  tlie 
WeMmitiMerConfo^mon  of  Faith;  but  that 
document  has  in  many  points  become 
out  of  date,  and  if  a  new  confession  were 
writT/en  now  the  declaration  it  contained 
on  this  subject  would  certainly  not  find  a 
place  in  it.  The  United  Presbyterian 
Church  of  Scotland  has  appeal 
to  its  individual  presbyteries,  and 
a  great  majority  of  those  presbyj 
teries  have  declared  in  favour 
the  alteration  of  the  law  which  this  Bill 
seeks  to  bring  about.      The   Conventio 
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of  Hojal  and  Parliamentary  Burghs  of 
Scotland  lias  for  the  16th  time  reported 
with  absolute  unanimity  in  favour  of 
the  pro^>oaal.  300  or  400  Presby- 
terian ministers  have  signed  Petitions 
in  favour  of  the  Bill  ;  and  in 
Glasgow,  in  the  abort  space  of  two 
weeks,  it  was  found  possible  to  get  no 
fewer  than  45,000  signatures  to  another 
Petition.  The  Presbyterian  Churrh  in 
America  and  in  Canada  have  also,  in  the 
fullest  manner,  accepted  the  principle  of 
this  BilL  Wlien  the  hon.  Member  who 
aeooudcd  the  opposition  to  the  Bill  was 
•dealing  with  the  social  advantages  which, 
he  says,  arises  from  the  j>resent  state  of  the 
law,  I  was  rather  pmtzled  to  know  how  he 
<50uld  apply  his  remarks  and  arguments 
to  the  poorer  populations.  He  told  ua  that 
the  movemenf.  was  mainly  8upj>orted  by 
■wealthy  people,  who  paid  large  sums  of 
money  in  order  to  get  up  Petitions  in  its 
favour  ;  but  surely  if  the  movement  was 
.80  supported  the  powerful  association 
which  exists  for  opposing  the  Bill  would 
have  been  equally  effective  in  getting 
oip  Petitions  on  their  side,  if  they  had 
the  same  amount  of  public  opinion  in 
their  favour.  The  hon.  McmbcT  also 
alluded  to  the  fact  that  the  deceased 
wife^s  sister  frequently  took  charge 
of  the  children,  and  that  it  would 
fee  diflicult  for  her  to  do  so  if  the  Bill 
were  passed.  But  in  advancing  that 
^argument  did  the  hon.  Member  bear  in 
mind  the  small  size  of  the  houses  occu- 
pied by  the  greater  part  of  the  popula- 
tion? In  Glasgow,  for  example,  a  quarter 
of  the  families  live  in  one-rotimed  houses, 
and  the  majority  of  the  remainder  live 
in  two-roomed  houses.  I  do  trust  that 
this  House  will  again  affirm  that  the 
social  argument  used  on  behalf  of  the 
lich  shall  not  be  allowed  to  stand  in  the 
way  of  reasonable  rights  being  extended 
to  the  poorer  portion  of  the  community, 
iop  whom  a  Bill  of  this  kind  in  so  much 
required. 

♦(L400  Sir  JOHN  PULESTON  (De- 
von  port)  :  I  feel  corapelled  to  enter  my 
.protest  ^Lgainst  many  of  the  arguments 
which  have  buen  adduced  by  my  hon. 
Friend  who  has  seconded  the  opposition 
to  the  Bill  My  hon.  Friend  says  that 
the  measure  is  promoted  by  the  richer 
classes,  and  he  argued  that  because  rich 
men  contributed  to  the  promotion  of  the 


movement^  therefore  there  is  no  genuine 
demand  for  an    alteration   of   the  law. 
But  surely  the  hon.  Member  knows  that 
someone  must  always  contribute  towards 
the  expenses  of  carrying  on  any   reason- 
able agitation,  and  because  those  contribu- 
tions are  not  always  forthcoming  from  the 
poorer  classes  it   by   no   means  follows 
that  the  demand   for   alteration    in   the 
law  is  not  legitimate.     I  think  tliat  if 
my  hon.  Friend  went    more   fully   into 
the  subject  he  would  find  that  the  poor 
classes  as  well  as  the  rich  are  anxious  for 
this  reform.     I  have  paid  some  attention 
to  this  matter  for  a  good  many  years,  and 
have    come    to     the     conclusion     that 
a    large    body    of    the     working     men 
of     the    country     who    cannot     them- 
selves  afford    to    su Inscribe     funds    for 
this  reform  believe  that  it  is  essential 
and  desirable  that:  it  should  be  carried. 
I   do   not   believe    that    the    marriages 
which  the  Bill    sanction    will   be   multi- 
plied in   any   marked  degree  by  reason 
of  the    passing  of    the    measure ;  and, 
tdking    into  consideration  the  fact   that 
the    colonies    have   passed    laws   which 
have    been   sanctioned    by   the    Queen 
in  Council  allowing   these  marriages  to 
take  place,  I  think  it  is  only  right  that 
similar  legislation  should  prevail  in  this 
country.     But  I  do  not  ask,   however, 
that  the   Bill   shall   be   carried   simply 
because    the    colonies    have    adopted  a 
similar   measure.     My  hon.  Friend   has 
referred  to  the  question  of  personal  hard- 
ship upon  British   subjects  all  over  the 
world,  and  has,  of  course,  admitted  that 
although  these  noarriages  are  legal  in  the 
colonies  the  children  of  such  marriages 
when  they  come  to  this  country  are  de- 
clared by  the  law  to  be  illegitimate.     My 
hon.  Friend  has  referred  also  to  the  ques- 
tion of  Petitions.  He  said  they  were  paid 
for  by  the  yard.     I  have  had  something 
to  do  with   presenting  Petitions  on  the 
subject  to  the  House  of  Commons,  and  I 
venture  to  say  that  I  have  never  during 
all  the  years  I  have  been  in  the  House 
presented    Petitions   of   so    genuine    a 
character,    and  with 
behind    them,  as  the 
presented    in    favour 
was,   indeed,    rather 
my  hon.   Friend  making  tho^e  obserTOr 
tions.     He  made  also  a  seriouB  charge 
against  Members   of  this  House.       He 
said  that  many  hon.  Members  voted  for 
the  Bill  against  their  convictions,  feeling 


80  much  feeling 
Petitions  I  have 
of  this  Bill.  1 
shocked    to    hear 
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thankful  that  there  ia  a  Houbb  of  Lords 
to  throw  it  out.  My  estimate  of  hon*  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  is  not  so  low  ae  that. 
I  believe  that  there  never  has  been 
a  more  genuine  majontj  in  support  of 
ftnj  %11  brought  forward  in  this  House. 
My  hon.  Friend  has  referred  to  the  ques- 
tion of  blood  rolntionship.  I  think  that 
in  this  enlightened  period — this  latter 
©nd  of  the  19th  century — the  less  onr 
opponents  have  to  say  on  that  subject 
the  better  it  will  be  for  them.  We  know 
that  no  blood  relationship  «in  bo  closer 
than  that  between  first  cousins,  except- 
ing, of  course,  the  relationship  between 
brother  and  sister  j  and  yet  we  are  well 
aware  tliat  marriages  between  first 
couains  are  of  constant  occurrence.  We 
know,  further,  that  there  is  no  actual 
blood  relationship  between  a  man  and 
his  deceased  wife^s  sister.  I  am  not,  I 
repeat,  argning  in  favour  of  this  measure 
solely  because  it  has  been  passed  by  the 
oolonies.  They  have  passed  the  law,  and 
have  done  so  with  the  full  knowledge  of 
what  they  are  doing,  because  they  saw 
in  it,  as  we  see  in  it,  a  great  principle  ; 
and  the  fact  that  the  printdple  has 
been  recognised  by  so  many  Legis- 
latures proves  that  there  is  a  very 
strong  demand  for  a  reform  of  this 
character,  I  hope  the  House  will,  by  a 
^Qrj  much  larger  majority  than  usual, 
accept  the  Second  Heading  of  this  Bill 
I  have  every  possible  appreciation  of  the 
honesty  of  the  convictions  of  those  who 
are  opposed  to  it  I  do  not  charge  them, 
as  an  hon.  Member  has  attempted  to 
charge  its  supporters,  with  being  ani- 
mated by  convictions  entirely  at  variance 
with  their  votes.  I  give  them  credit  for 
having  strong  opinions  on  the  subject, 
I  believe,  however,  that  they  are  wrong, 
and  that  they  are  acting  in  the  interests 
of  a  small  minority  of  the  people ; 
whereas  those  who  are  supporting  the 
Second  Beading  are  acting  in  the 
interests  of  all  classes  of  the  comran- 
nity, 

(1.50.)  Mb.  a.  O  CONNOR  (Donegal, 

E*)  :  I  am  not  a  very  likely  person  to  say 
at  any  time,  *'  Thank  God  we  have  a 
House  of  Lords/'  but  I  do  trust  that  as 
long  as  the  House  of  Lords  continues  to 
exist  it  will  prevent  the  passing  of  such 
legislation  aa  this.  I  have  always  voted 
against  the  measure,  and  I  shall  continue 
Sir  John  Fuleston 


to  do  so,  because  I  believe  that  by  adopt- 
ing it  we  should  be  taking  one  step 
forward  in  that  an ti -Christian,  anti- 
social revolution  which  is  making  &uch 
insidious  advances  throughout  Europe^ 
and  manifestations  of  which  are  plainly 
written  on  the  face  of  Europe  at  tlie 
present  time.  At  the  same  time,  I  can- 
not say  I  am  willing  to  associate  myself 
with  all  the  arguments  which  have  been 
adduced  against  the  Bill.  The  reference, 
for  instance,  to  the  Divorce  Laws  of 
Henry  Vni, and  his  servile Parliamentare 
scarcely  worthy  of  CMnsideration  by  anyone 
who  recollects  what  that  gentleman** 
matrimonial  relations  were.  Again,  as  to 
the  Westminster  Cfm/fs»ion  of  Fait  ft  ^ 
hon.  Members  will  remember  that  it  was 
drawn  up  in  the  days  of  the  Vicar  of 
Bray,  a  gentleman  who  said  one  thing 
when  one  Government  came  in,  and 
another  when  another  Government  camo 
in.  The  grounds  nyion  which  I  op|jOse 
the  measure  are  the  grounds  which  havi> 
been  ace  pted  by  Christendom  from  its 
beginning.  As  soon  as  the  Christian 
authority  was  recognised  it  became  a 
social  law  that  the  relations  between  a 
roan  and  his  wife's  sister  should  be  re- 
garded as  identically  the  same  as  his 
relations  with  his  own  sister.  After  the 
days  of  JuUan  the  Apostate 
Emperor  Valentinian  enlarged  the  C" 
so  as  to  prohibit  marriage  with  a  decei 
wife's  sister,  and  afterwards  Theodt^sius 
in  the  West  and  Arcadius  in  the  East 
extended  the  prohibition  to  the  whole 
Empire,  and  from  that  time  the  prohilii- 
tion  has  been  enforced.  I  have  ».*me- 
times  been  met  with  the  challenge  that 
many  of  the  Bishops  of  the  Homan 
Catholic  Church,  of  which  I  am  a  mem* 
her,  are  in  favour  of  the  present  measure. 
Well,  it  is  true  that  some  Catholic 
Bishops  have,  in  more  or  less  explicit 
termSf  expressed  themselves  in  favour  of 
some  such  proposal,  but  is  the  reason 
which  influences  these  Bishops  a  reason 
which  ought  to  influence  us?  Ask  those 
very  Bishops  who  are  in  favour  of 
the  removal  of  the  civil  disabilities 
attending  marriage  with  a  deceased 
wife's  sister  whether  they  are  also  in 
feivour  of  the  removal  of  the  ecclesiastical 
disabilities,  and  the  reply  will  be  in  the 
negative.  If  the  civil  disabilities  are  re* 
moved,  the  Bishops  and  Authorities  of 
the  Catholic  Church  will  still  maintain 
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it  is  true  that  the  question  is  a  very  old 
one,  Tear  after  year  for  the  last  50 
years  the  people  have  declared  that 
marriages  such  as  these  which  we  are  now 
diacuBsing  ought  to  be  made  legitimate. 
We  have  heard  a  good  deal  as  to  the  law 
in  other  countries  than  this.  We  have 
been  referred  to  the  Ecclesiastical 
Councils  and  tx>  the  Early  Ages,  hxii  w# 
have  not  heard  from  the  beginning  of 
the  Debate  until  this  moment  a  single 
reference  to  the  modem  law  of  England 
which  forbids  these  marriages.  The 
law  which  makes  void  the  marriage 
between  a  man  and  his  deceased  wife's 
sister  is  not  a  law  which  depends  for  its 
sanction  upon  the  views  taken  by  the 
Councils  of  the  Church  in  the  fourth  or 
later  centuries.  It  does  not  depend  ujwu 
the  views  of  learned  doctors  in  modem 
times.  It  depends  simply  and  solely 
upon  the  Act  passed  in  1835,  which 
makes  these  marriages  void  and  illegal. 
But  up  to  the  passing  of  tliat  Act  these 
marriages  were  not  void  and  the  children 
were  not  illegitimate.  These  marriages 
were  what  is  known  ns  "  voidable." 
That  is  to  say,  unless  someone  chose  to 
raise  a  suit  in  the  Ecclesiastical  Courts 
to  set  aside  the  marriage  it  remained  a 
perfectly  valid  one,  the  children  re- 
mained  perfectly  legitimate ;  and  if 
one  of  the  parties  died  befoi'e  any 
such  proceedings  were  taken  the 
marriage  between  a  man  and  his 
decetkHed  wife's  sister  was  as  good 
by  the  law  of  England  as  any 
other  marriage  in  this  Kingdom,  The 
hon.  Member  (Mr,  Bruce)  referred  to  the 
Councils  of  the  Church,  and  to  the 
opinions  of  learned  Judges,  bat  he  did 
not  refer  to  the  Act  of  Parliament  by 
which  these  marriages  are  made  illegal, 
and  by  which  the  children  of  such 
marria^s  are  bBstardised. 

♦Mb,  GAIKSFORD  BRUCE:  Thoso 
marriages  were  always  illegal,  though^ 
no  doubt,  if  one  of  the  parties  died 
before  proceedings  were  taken^  they 
could  not  afterwards  be  set  aside.. 
Never,  in  any  period  of  oar  law,  were 
these  marriages  legal. 

Mr.  a*  ELLIOT  :    Here  is  the  Act  of 

Parliament,  which  no  one  can  dispute — 
the  Act  known  as  Iiord  Lyndhurst's  Act,.. 


their  ecclesiastical  canons  and  mles 
precisely  as  they  stand  at  present. 
Why?  Because  the  considerations  and 
reaeons  which  ha^ve  swayed  the  authori- 
ties of  the  Roman  Empire  and  the 
Christian  Ctiurch  for  at  least  1,500  years 
are  just  as  strong  in  their  operation  as 
ever  they  were.  Unless  we  allow  to  the 
agnates  of  a* man  the  same  freedom  in 
domestic  relations  as  is  enjoyed  by  the 
cognates,  we  shall  embarrass  all  family 
life,  and  family  life  is  the  foundation  of 
Christian  and  social  order.  If  you 
attack  the  family  life  you  attack 
the  whole  social  order,  Christian  and 
natural,  and  it  is  because  this  pi-oposal  is 
an  attack  upon  the  integrity  and  freedom 
of  family  relationship  that  it  is  important 
in  the  interests  of  social  and  Christian 
order  to  resist  it  to  the  utmost.  As  to 
the  hardships  which  it  is  said  this 
measure  would  prevent,  are  there  not 
other  means  by  which  they  can  be  pre- 
vented 1  We  are  told  that  the  colonies 
have  passed  measures  which  are  ab- 
solutely at  variance  with  the  law  of 
this  c*5untry,  That  difficulty  can  easily 
be  got  over.  There  is  such  a  principle  as 
the  Itix  loci  contractu^y  and  if  Parliament 
is  desirous  of  removing  the  anomaly  of 
one  law  prevailing  in  the  colonies  and 
another  law  prevailing  in  this  country, 
let  it  provide  that  the  law  of  a  colony 
shall,  in  roatrimonia!  matters,  be  recog- 
nised as  v^alid  here  in  the  interests  of 
those  married  in  the  colony  Then  it  is 
said  that  difficulties  arise  in  connection 
with  the  devolution  of  property,  hut 
those  difficulties  can  be  obviated  under 
the  existing  law,  for  a  father  whose 
children  are  by  the  law  illegitimate  can 
provide  for  the  descent  of  his  property  to 
them  by  naming  them  individually  in 
his  will.  Then,  why  should  not  Parlia- 
ment intiTxluce  a  dispensing  power,  to 
be  applied  to  cases  with  respect  to  which 
such  power  might  reasonably  be  exer- 
cised ?  Looking  at  the  geneml  question, 
1  consider  this  proposal  to  be  an  insidious 
and  most  dangerous  attack  upon  that 
which  constitutes  the  essential  unit  of 
Christian  and  civilised  society,  namely, 
the  family  life,  and,  as  such,  1  shall 
oppose  it.     (2.0.) 

(2.18.)    Ma  A.  ELLIOT  (Roxburgh)  :  \ 
Sir,  several  speakers  have  referred  to  this 
subject  as  a  very  old  one.    Unfortunately 
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and  it  was  introduced,  I  believe,  to  favour 
personB  who  contracted  marriages  of  this 
kind.  If  these  marriages  were  immoral, 
why,  in  the  name  of  common  sense,  did  the 
House  of  Commonfi,  support-ed  by  the  full 
Bench  of  Bishops;,  cmict  tliat  all  such 
marriages  previously  contracted  were 
absolutely  legal  and  good,  and  the 
'Cliildren  legitimate  ? 

♦Mb.  GAINSFORD  BRUCE :  1  can 
liardly  assent  to  that.  These  marriages 
ivere  always  illegal.  There  never  was  a 
period  when  they  were  legal.  There 
was  nothing  to  prevent  proceedings  for 
incest. 

Me.  a.  ELLIOT:  Did  the  hon.  and 
'learned  Gentleman  ever  hear  of  such  a 
thing  as  a  prosecution  for  incest  ?  Does 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  think 
he  can  find  in  any  text  book  of  the 
English  law  a  single  authority  in  favour 
of  an  indictment  for  incest,  in  relation  to 
a  connection  of  this  character  ?  Such  a 
.thing  does  not  exist  in  the  law  of  Eng- 
land. It  is  merely  a  question  of  moral 
connection,    but  in  Scotland  the   law  is 

-slightly  different.  It  might  be  that 
jirosecutions  might  take  place  in  Scot- 
land, under  certain  circumstances,  on  the 
ground  of  incest  But  I  should  like  to 
hear  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  say 
whether,  from  the  day  he  waa*  called  to 
the  English  Bar,  he  has  ever  had  brought 
tokis  practical  knowledge  a  case  of  incest? 
I   repeat,  that  up   to  the  time  of  the 

^Statute  of  1835,  these  marriages  were 
1^^  to  this  extent,  tliat  the  children 
were  legitimate,  unless  proceedings  were 

.  taken  to  set  their  legitimacy  aside.  It 
was  very  rarely  that  such  proceedings 
were  taken.  The  marriages  were  void- 
able, but  were  not  necessarily  void. 
Nobody  could  upset  them  in  the  Ecclesi- 
astical  Conrtfi,  or  elsewhere,  except  pro- 
ceedings were  taken  during  the  period 
I  have  mentioned.  It  is  strange  that 
those  who  oppose  this  Bill  make  no 
reference  to  the  Act  of  1835.  There 
was  a  Royal  Commission  which  sat  upon 

4hia  question,  and  the  President  of  that 

'  Commission  was  the  Bishop  of  Lichfield. 

That  Commisjsion,  after  having  carefully 
examined  the  whole  case,  reported  that 
the  Act  was  operating  badly,  and   was 

iiending  to  inimtirality  ;  and,  further,  they 
Mr.  A,  Elliot 
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put  bef  oreParliamen  tand  the  country  their 
opinion  that  the  Act  ought  not  to  be 
continued.  When  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  talked  about  the  respect  wo  all 
owe  to  the  WeMtninster  Confession  of 
Faith^  I  think  he  ought  to  have  some- 
what refreshed  his  i^coUection  with 
regai'd  to  the  details  of  that  creed,  be- 
cause in  the  very  chapter  which  forbids 
these  marriages  of  affinity,  as  well  as  of 
consanguinity,  the  Confession  of  Faith 
declares  in  the  strongest  tei*ms  against 
marriages  with  infidels,  with  Papists,  and 
with  other  idolaters.  Is  my  hon.  Friend 
prepared  to  abide  by  every  line  of  this 
Conftmion  of  Faith,  and,  if  necessary, 
to  go  to  the  stake  to  render  illegitimAte 
and  void  marriages  between  members  of 
the  Scottish  Church  and  In  fide  Ls,  Papists, 
and  other  idolators  f  It  is  useless  to 
suppose  that  we  should  take,  line  by 
line,  the  articles  of  creeds  drawn  up 
centuries  ago  as  if  every  word  of  those  - 
articles  was  of  Divine  inspiration.  I 
should  like  to  point  out  to  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  that  the  position 
of  the  Confession  tf  Faith  is  the  j^ioaition 
of  a  creed  which  has  been  ratified  by 
Act  of  Parliament.  My  hon.  Friend 
ntxls  his  head  to  that  statement,,  which, 
indeed,  cannot  be  dented.  Bat  what 
does  the  ratification  of  the  Wt^tminaUt 
Confession  of  Faith  amount  tot  It 
amounts  to  this,  that  the  Westminaitr 
Confession  of  Faith  is  the  Confession  of 
Faith  of  the  Church  of  Scotland  and 
kindred  Churches,  but  it  does  not  render 
the  law  of  the  land  for  every  purpose 
affirmed.  Tliis  is  a  point  of  some  im- 
portance, and  I  must  cite  upon  it  the 
opinion  of  a  great  authority,  Lord 
Fraaer,  before  he  became  Lord  Fraser* 
This  is  wliat  he  says — 

'*  The  ratification  of  the  C^ifiuion  of  Faith 
does  not  make  everything^  aet  forth  in  that 
book  the  law  of  the  land.  It  amonnts  to  no 
moHj  than  this,  that  the  Confesaioa  is  the  Oon* 
fession  of  the  Estahlished  Church  of  Scotland, 
and  I  adopt  the  view  expressed  by  Lord 
Advocate  Rutherford,  on  the  Ut  of  Mwelit 
1848,  jiiriveQ  to  the  Royal  Commiadbn  appointoi 
to  inquire  into  the  state  and  operation  of  the 
law  of  marriage,  whose  Report  waa  presented 
in  that  year  to  Parliament,  that  the  ratificatioa 
of  the  ConfeAsion  of  Fttith  cannot  be  held  to 
conatitute  a  legislative  conatruction  of  the 
stattitfls  which  regulate  this  subject,  namely, 
the  AcU  1567.  cap,  U,  and  1567,  cap.  16/* 

This  very  eminent  lawyer  gave  his 
opinion  as  follows  i — 
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authority,  but  one  which,  having  been 
made  by  the  Church,  may  be  diajiensed 
with  by  the  Church,  Surely  it  ia  tou  much 
that,  after  all  this,  the  argument  should 
be  brought  forward  by  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  with  great  zeal  and 
genuineness,  that  we  are  outraging  the 
commonest  sentimeiitB  of  Christianity  in 
proposing  these  marriages.  We  are 
doing  nothing  of  the  sort.  We  are  pro- 
posing to  make  legitimate,  by  the  law  of 
England,  marriages  which  are  legitimated 
every  day  in  Bk>maB  Catholic  countries, 
by  virtue  of  the  Papal  dispensation.  It 
is  far  from  my  wish  to  speak  disrespect- 
fully of  the  Papal  dispensation,  but 
sui-oly  if  the  Papal  dispensation  can 
make  the  relations  between  a  man  and  a 
woman  perfectly  moral,  an  Act  of 
Parliament  of  the  United  Kingdom 
can  do  no  less.  I  do  not  know 
that  I  look  on  this  question  In 
precisely  the  same  way  as  many 
hon.  Gentlemen  in  this  House,  but  it 
does  not  come  well  from  them  to  tell  us 
that  we  arc  legitimating  an  immonil 
connection  when  those  they  most  respect 
are  legitimating  and  validating  it 
every  day.  What  have  been  the  fruits 
of  the  law  of  1835  in  England?  Ten 
or  12  years  after  it  was  paased  the 
Royal  Commission  reported  that  it  was 
working  badly  and  acting  in  the  direc* 
tion  of  immorality-  Surely,  that  is  im- 
portant, and  it  behoves  those  who  take 
an  opposite  view  to  show  that  the  Com- 
missioners were  mistaken.  The  oppo- 
nents of  the  Bill  are  unable  to  point  to  a 
single  verse  of  Scripture  which  is  directly 
antagonistic  to  these  marriages.  The 
words  in  Leviticus,  which  they  rely  upon, 
have  reference  to  marriages  of  another 
kind,  and  I  say,  therefore,  that  we 
should  deal  with  this  matter  practically 
and  in  accordance  with  the  wants  of  the 
present  day.  I  know  it  is  easy  to  cit© 
opinions  in  Scotland  of  some  years  ago 
against  these  marriages.  It  was  for  a 
long  time  supposed  that  they  were  for- 
bidden by  the  Divine  law  in  express 
terms,  and,  of  course,  if  that  was  so, 
neither  the  Pope  of  Rome  nor  anyone 
else  could  abrogate  the  law.  II  the  law  is 
abrogiited  it  is  a  sign  that  the  law  is 
founded  upon  other  than  Divine  authority. 
In  Scotland  I  maintain  that  there  has 
been  a  growing  feeling  in  favour  of  this 
Bill.     Every  year  you   find  fewer   and 


**  *  I  think  it  right  to  odd  that  I  am  in 
the  koowledge  of  thia ;  that  it  haa  been 
4be  opinion  of  iome  very  eminent  lawyers 
in  Scotland  that  the  marriage  is  a  good 
marriage ;  that  the  iasue  of  the  marriage, 
*Qf  course,  would  be  legitimate ;  and  that 
all  the  regular  coasfKiaences  would  follow 
from  that  marriage  that  follow  from  a  regular 
marriage  ;  and  in  ao  far  as  I  have  been  able  to 
form  a  judgment,  although  I  stand  very  much 
«haken,  and  am  placed  in  great  doubt,  from  the 
weight  of  the  Infititutional  Authorities  again»it 
me,  I  am  rather  inclined  to  think  that  that 
marriage  would  be  a  lawful  marriage,  and  have 
^H  all  ihh  consequencee  of  a  lawful  marriage.* — 
^■(Beport  of  Koyal  CommiBsionera,  p«  101.)  I 
^B  concur  in  this  opinion/* 

There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  law  of 
1835  in  England  has  not  operated  well 
from  a  moral  point  of  view,  and  that,  so 
far  as  the  law  of  Scotland  is  concerned, 
rding  to  the  best  authorities  at  the 
present  time,  there  is  some  doubt  as 
to  how  the  law  really  stands.  Reference 
is  made  to  other  countries.  The  Roman 
<!!atholic  Church^ — however  little  many 
^f  ua  may  concur  in  its  principles  and 
practices^ — embraces,  I  presume,  the  vast 
majority  of  the  Christian  nations  of  tho 
world.  We  11^  amongst  the  Rt>man 
OathoUos,  for  ages,  it  has  happened  that 
tthese  marriages  have  been  allowed. 
According  to  the  Bt>man  Catholics  it  is 
not  contrary  to  Divine  law  that  these 
marriages  should  be  oonti^acted.  It  is 
<5ontrary  to  the  law  of  the  Church,  I 
almost  afraid  to  tread  on  such  foreign 
territory  as  the  law  which  governs  and 
regulates  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  ; 
^at  I  confess  I  have  always  believed 
that  what  is  considered  to  Im  absolutely 
'*ho  Divine  law — the  law  of  God^^ — cannot 
be  dispensed  even  by  the  Pope  himself, 
:and  that  what  can  be  dispensed  are  the 
Tegulations  and  discipline  of  the  Church, 
A  very  different  matter,  I  have  always 
fo^nderstood  that  in  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church  nothing  can  be  disjiensed  which 
lis  found  laid  down  in  black  and  white  in 
he  Scriptures,  but  that  in  matters  of 
iacipline,  such  as  the  prohibition  of 
•rriage  with  a  deceased  wife^s  sister, 
"dispensations  are  granted  from  day  to 
day*  I  say,  therefore,  that  we  could  not 
have  a  stronger  prrK)f  that  among  this 
large  body  of  Christiana  the  prohibition 
if  these  marriages  is  not  regartled  as  a 
irokibition  foanded  on  the  word  of  God, 
but  is  regarded  only  as  an  ecclesiastic'al 
rale  or   law  ;  no  doubt  a  law   of  groat 
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fewer  persons  who  are  against  it.  I  can 
cite  on  this  point  no  less  an  antbority 
than  Principal  Rainey,  who  declares  that 
he  is  strongly  opposed  to  measures  of  this 
kind  and  regrets  the  backsliding  of  many 
of  his  Colleagues  who  take  a  different 
view  from  himself.  The  question  hiis 
now  been  discussed  for  63  years,  and 
we  think  it  is  high  time  to  put  an  end 
to  it.  The  Bill  has,  almost  without  excep 
tion,  been  supported  by  majorities  in  this 
House,  whichever  Party  has  happened 
to  be  in  power.  If  people  want  to  con- 
tract these  marriages  I  think  we  can 
show  no  prohibition  against  it,  and  I 
think  we  ought  to  have  regard  to  the 
Report  of  the  Commissioners,  who  say  it 
would  be  Uy  the  advantage  of  morality 
in  this  country  if  such  marriages  were 
legalised. 

•(2.42.)  Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT  (Oxford 
University)  :  I  am  afraid  that,  notwith- 
standing the  seductive  arguments  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  I  must  give  to  this 
Bill  the  same  opposition  as  I  have  given 
to  it  for  years  past,  and  as  I  sup|X}se  I 
must  say  1  hope  to  give  to  it  for  many 
years  to  come.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who 
liaa  just  sat  down  referred  to  the 
Westminster  Confession  of  Faiths  but  did 
not  quite  accurately  quote  it.  He  stated 
that  marriiiges  witli  infidels  and  Papists 
are  placed  on  the  same  level  as  marriages 
within  the  prohibited  degrees. 

Me.  a.  ELLIOT :  It  was  m  reference 
to  a  remark  that  was  made  about  not 
going  to  the  State.  I  said  every  line  of 
the  Confession  of  Faith  implied  going  to 
the  State. 

♦Mb,  J.  G,  TALBOT :  I  only  want  to 
draw  attejition  to  the  fact  tliat  thts  CoU' 
fession  says  that  marriages  between  the 
prohibited  degrees  are  such,  as  cannot, 
under  any  circumstances,  be  made  law- 
ful, whilst  the  others  ai*©  only  dis* 
oouraged.  The  real  gist  of  our  opposition 
to  this  Bill  is  thiit  these  marri«^es  lie- 
twee  n  the  prohibited  degrees  of  affinity 
have  always,  up  to  recent  times,  been 
regarded  by  the  universal  consent  of 
Christendom  in  the  same  light  as 
marriages  within  the  prohibited  degrees 
of  consanguinity.  The  hon.  Membtir 
lias  referred  to  the  Papal  disjKjnsjitioa, 
but  he  must  remember  that  that  dispen- 
Mr,  A,  Elliot 
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satlon  is  also  given  in  the  ease  of 
marriages  within  the  prohibited  degree*^ 
of  consanguinity.  I  am  sorry  to  tay 
that  recently,  in  a  very  notable  case,  a  dis* 
pensation  was  given  to  a  marriage  between 
an  uncle  and  his  niec^.  Of  course,  I 
have  nothing  to  do  with  the  way  in 
which  the  Roman  Catholics  settle  these 
matters  among  themselves,  but  I  must 
point  out  that  the  argument  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  bases  on  the  Papal  dis- 
pensation will  lead  him  much  further 
than  I  think  he  wishes  to  go.  The  hon* 
Member  who  moved  the  Second  Reading* 
called  the  Bill  a  honoured  guest.  1 
should  have  thought  that,  after  being  &fy 
often  submitted  to  the  House, the  measure 
might  have  had  a  little  honourable  repose*, 
lie  says  the  principle  of  the  Bill  haa  been 
affirmed  in  80  Divisions.  1  think  tlmt,^ 
in  order  to  make  up  that  numlier,  he  has 
included  Divisions  in  Committee  on  the 
clauses. 

Mr.  H,  GAill>NEB ;  I  said  Divisions^ 

on  principle. 

♦Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT:  The  hon. 
Grentteman  made  a  still  more  striking 
statement.  He  said  a  lai^  number  of 
the  clergy  of  the  Church  of  England 
desired  to  see  this  measure  passed  tntd 
law.  I  am  unable  to  admit  the  accuracj 
of  that  statement.  Again,  with  regard 
to  the  assertion  of  my  lion.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Devonport  (Sir  J.  Pulestou) 
that  this  is  a  px)r  man^s  question,  thai 
is  a  point  in  regaiii  to  which  I  have  the 
m(-»fit  profound  scepticism.  The  late  Lorl 
Hath er ley  t<x>k  pains  to  make  an  invest!' 
gation  among  the  working  claaaes  in  the 
City  of  Westminster  on  this  question,  and 
the  result  was  that  there  was  not  the 
slightest  demand  on  their  part  for  the 
passing  of  such  a  measure.  Then  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Devonport 
argues  in  favour  of  the  Bill  on  whi*t  he 
calls  the  highest  grounds  of  principle. 
That  is  a  very  grandiloquent  statement, 
but.  in  my  opinion,  the  supjxjrters  of 
the  measure  liave  not  got  a  shred  of 
principle  amongst  them.  They  Imvenot 
the  courage  of  their  convictions.  Tlie 
Bill,  if  passed,  would  unsettle  the  whole 
of  our  Marriage  Laws.  H  once  it  weie 
carried*  there  is  no  limit  to  the  distanOfi 
we  must  be  prepared  to  go»  We  muat 
sweep  away  all  the  degrees  of  affinity^ 
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^nd  afterwards  the  degrees  of  coneiin- 
guinity.  In  other  coimtriea  where  this 
-change  haa  taken  place  that  has  been  the 
result.  Lord  Cairos,  speaking  in  the 
House  of  liordfl  on  the  Marriage  Laws  in 
the  United  States,  said  %  man  might 
there  marry  a  mother  and  her  daughter 
one  after  the  other.  Ho  went  on  to  say 
that  Americans  would  tell  us  that  cx>n- 
jugal  infidelity  was  unknown  among 
them,  but  the  fact  was  that  the  conjugal 
TOW  was  never  broken^  because  if 
it  erer  became  irksome  there  wag  no 
difficulty  in  getting  rid  of  it  altogether. 
I  must  say  a  few  words  on  the  terms  of 
the  Bill  it^lf.  The  Ist  clause  says  that 
ia  marriage  between  a  man  aod  his 
-deceased  wife's  sister  shall  not  be  void 

*'  Unlesa  eitber  of  the  parties  has  married 
BOme  other  peraoQ  before  the  pasaing  of  this 
Act,  or  the  parties  have  been  separated  by 
*4eoree,  or  have  agreed  in  writing  to  separate, 
Jind  have  thenceforth  lived  separate  until  the 
^passing  of  thia  Act  or  the  death  of  ooe  of 
them-" 

1  do  not  see  why  subsequent  misconduct 
should  nullify  a  previous  nmrriage,  if  it 
is  to  be  CO  aside  I'ed  a  marriage  at  all  The 
2nd  section  contains  the  strange  pro- 
Tiflton  of  %vliich  the  hon.  Member  made 
«o  much.  It  provides  that  no  clergyman 
■of  the  Church  of  England,  or  minister 
of  the  Church  of  Scotland,  shall  be 
liable  to  any  prosecution  or  suit  for 
•either  performing,  or  refusing  to 
perform,  such  a  marriage,  and  it  pro- 
ceeds to  enact  that  no  incuml^ent 
^hall  be  at  liberty  to  refuse  permission 
for  persons  so  related,  who  would  other- 
wise liave  a  right  to  be  married  in  his 
church,  to  be  married  there  by  any  other 
clergy  man  if  he  himself  declines  to  per- 
form it.  A  more  strange  concession,  or 
a  more  deliberate  affront  to  the  religious 
•convictions  of  the  clergy,  I  cannot 
imagine.  If  this  Bill  has  any  principle 
At  all  it  must  mean  that  the  relatives  of 
the  wife  are  in  law  no  relatives  whatever 
of  the  husband.  Hon.  Members  who  sup- 
port the  Bill  neither  have  the  courage  of 
their  own  convictions  nor  appreciate  the 
real  grounds  of  the  opposition  to  the  mea^ 
sure.  The  conviction  that  underlies  our 
opposition  to  this  Bill  is  this,  that  the 
marriage  law  is  one  consistent  whole,  and 
that  upon  that  marriage  law,  as  upon  one 
^reat  pillar   and   foundation,  social  life 


exists.  When  you  weaken  tliat  foundafcion 
you  weaken  that  upon  which  social  life  is 
built  up.  We  take  it  on  the  ground  of 
the  universal  consent  of  Christendom, 
and  upon  the  teaching  of  the  great 
Founder  of  our  religion,  that  num  and 
wife  are  one  ttesh,  lT]ion  that  basis 
we  believe  society  to  be  formed.  If 
you  weaken  that  foundation,  if  you 
take  away  the  props  by  which  the 
Marriage  Law  of  Christendom  is  sup- 
ported, there  is  no  knowing  what  will 
follow^  Where  countries  have  deijarted 
from  these  universal  dt)ctrines  of 
Christendom  they  have  gone  on  from 
one  change  to  another.  In  the  last  few 
weeks  we  have  had  a  lamentable  example 
of  how,  when  you  once  begin  to  tamper 
with  these  foundations,  the  whole  fabric 
shows  signs  of  tottering.  One  of  our 
own  colonies,  having  first  interfered  with 
the  Marriage  Law,  has  now  altered  the 
Law  of  Divorce.  I  must  apologise  to  th# 
House  for  having  detained  it  so  long 
on  a  matter  which  is  worn  threadbare. 
It  is  a  question,  however,  on  which  I 
have  strong  convictions,  and  I  trust  the 
Honse  will  never  consent  to  the  passing 
of  the  BQh 

♦(3.4.)  Mr.  T.  fry. (Darlington):  The 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down 
has  certainly  the  courage  of  his  convictions, 
for  year  after  year  he  has  endeavoured 
to  impress  his  views  on  us  in  the  moat 
consistent  maimer.  If,  as  he  says,  the 
social  fabric  of  our  society  is  to  stand  on 
this  law,  it  certainly  is  in  a  very  weak 
and  precarious  condition,  but  I  have  no 
doubt  that  in  his  inmost  heart  he  does 
not  believe  that  the  great  social  fabric 
will  totter  to  its  foundations  if  a  change 
is  made  in  a  law  which  has  only  been  in 
existence  in  its  present  form  since  1835. 
The  other  day  a  very  respectable  woman 
wrote  to  me  as  to  her  projected  marriage 
with  her  deceased  husband's  brother.  Of 
course,  I  had  to  write  and  explain  the 
law  to  her,  but  a  ceremony  of  marriage 
was  gone  through  between  them,  and 
they  are  now  living  together.  Tlie  fact 
of  the  law  being  as  it  is  does  not  really 
prevent  these  marriages  taking  place. 
People  either  contract  in  other  countries 
marriages  which  are  not  legal  here,  or 
they  live  together  without  going  through 
any  marriage  ceremony  whatever;  and 
I    think    when  we  consider  the    result 
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of  things  of  this  kind  upon  the  cMldreo 
in  after  life  we  ought  to  do  oar  best  to 
remove  the  stigma  which  now  attaches  to 
them.  A,n  hon.  Gentleman  oppc»8ite 
spoke  of  Leviticus.  If  there  is  one 
chapter  of  the  B<iok  of  Leviticus  so 
binding  uf>on  us  socially,  surely  all  the 
otlier  chapters  are  also.  I  would  like  to 
ask  the  hon.  Member  why  he  does  not 
keep  the  seventh  day  of  the  week  as  a  day 
of  rest,  and  whether  he  would  approve  of  a 
person  being  stoned  to  death  for  picking 
up  sticks  on  that  day  ?  With  the  law  in 
its  present  state,  great  diificulty  some- 
times arises  from  the  fact  that  the  legal 
enactments  of  almost  all  our  anionics  on 
this  point  differ  from  our  own.  Al)out 
two  years  ago  there  wag  an  account  in 
all  the  newspapers  of  a  man  coming  to 
this  country  after  having  married  his 
deceased  wife's  sister  lu  one  of  the 
Australian  colom'es.  He  brought  his 
wife  home  with  him,  but,  being 
somewhat  fickle,  he  repudiated  her 
and  married  again*  Just  see  the 
anomaly.  If  that  man  were  to  go 
back  to  Australia,  tlie  wife  he  married  in 
the  colonies  would  be  his  legal  wife,  and 
the  second  marriage  would  be  illegal. 
In  this  country,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
second  is  the  legal  wife,  while  the  first  is 
not  married  at  all.  It  seems  to  me  to 
show  there  ia  some  tiling  anomalous  and 
wrong  in  our  Parliamentary  system  when 
the  Representatives  of  the  people  have  to 
pass  this  Bill  time  after  time,  but  cannot 
succeed  in  making  it  the  law  of  the  land, 
because  a  comparatively  small  number 
of  persons  are  placing  themselves  in 
the  way  of  the  proposed  change.  It  ia 
said  that,  if  the  Bill  passes,  ot£ier  great 
alterations  will  he  made  in  the  Mamage 
Law — in  other  words,  if  we  do  right,  evil 
consequenccB  will  follow.  To  my  mind 
we  ought  to  do  what  is  right  imd  to  set 
aside  all  unworthy  fears  as  to  the  con- 
sequences of  our  action, 

•(3.9.)    Mk.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON 

(Shropshire,  Oswestry) :  Those  who  oppose 
tliis  Bill  feel  tliat,  as  far  as  it  goes,  it 
will  undermine  to  a  certain  extent  the 
social  fabric,  and  will  do  much  to  injure 
domestic  peace.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  spoken  has  referred  to  hard 
cases,  I  would  remind  him  that  hard 
cases  make  bad  law.  When  he  refera 
to  the  difficulty  of  the  Austral mii  who 
Mr,  T.  Fry 
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has  married  his  wife's  sister  and  returns 
to    this   country,    and   finds   she    is    no 
longer   his   wife,  I   would  point  out  to 
him    that    the    same    diiiicnlty    occurs 
to   the    wife    of    the    Shah    of    Persia^ 
when  she  happens  to  be  travelling  in  tkia 
country.     The  retrospective   clausea   ol 
this  Bill  would,  however,  in  the  cafie  Ke 
has  cited,  endow   his  Australian  friend 
with  two   wives — and   1    leave   him   to 
solve     the      prohlems    of      legitimacy 
between    the  two  wives  and  the   twa 
families.      The     oonstituencies   do    not 
care     much     about    this    Bill,    or     we 
sliould  have  had  a  larger  House  to-day,. 
and  we  who  oppose  the  measure  would 
not  have    been  compelled  to  rush  into 
the  House  in  order  to  make  a  quorum. 
In  the  last  debate  on  this  subject  it  was^ 
said  to  be  all  humbug  to  declare  that  the 
working  -men  are  in  favour  of  this  Bill^ 
and  I  believe  that  to  be  perfectly  true. 
The  measure  is  pressed  forward  by  a  small 
number  of  people  who  are  what  is  called 
reB}jeotable,  and  it  is  a  delusion  to  parade 
the   interests    of  the    working   man   as 
involved  in  a  change  of    the  Marriage 
Law.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who  moved  the 
Second  Reading  did  not  take  the  trouble 
to  adduce  any  arguments  in  support  of  it». 
and  said  the  argument  against  the  change 
were  all  old.     To   my  mind  old  ajqgu- 
menta,  until  they  have  been  answered,  am 
much  better  than  new  ones.     The  hon. 
Member  fell  back  on  the  assertion  that 
he  liad  a  pocketful  of  letters,  which  he  did. 
not  read.     I  expect  that  most  of  thoee 
letters  are  written  by  persons  who  are- 
interested  in  the   matter — -persona  who^ 
have  already  broken  the    law,   or  who* 
want  to  be   relieved   of  the   effects  o£ 
their    violation    of     it.      Whenever     I 
receive    letters   of   that   sort  I   always 
write   back    to   my  correspondent    and 
say,  "  The   fact  of  your  being   anxious^ 
to  see  the  Bill  passed  because  you  have 
broken  the  law  is  the  strongest  argument 
that  could  be  brought  forward  against 
the  measure.**     The  hon.  Member  haa 
referred  us  to  former  Debates.     Let  me 
recidl  some   of    the    arguments.     Lord 
Palme  rston,  who  always  voted  for  this  Bill, 
was  in  the  habit  of  giving  two  reasons*. 
Though  Lord  Palmerston  could  not  be 
called  a  theologian,  he  probably  expressed 
the  average  opinion  of  the  Liberal  Par^. 
His  favourite  argument  was  that  every 
:  facihty  should  he  given  to  every  man  to 


1781  Marriage  witJh  a  Deceased  (April  30,  1890}  Wife's  Sister  BUL         1782.' 


I 


escape  having  moi-e  than  one  mother- 
iii4aw,  and  the  other  was  that  every  man 
should  marrj  according  to  his  own  taste, 
and  he  did  not  see  wiiy  a  man 
should  not  marry  his  own  grandmother. 
The  present  leader  of  the  Opposition 
(Mr.  Ghw!strine)  has  also  spoken  on  the 
subject,  and  his  speech,  uttered  many 
years  ago,  and  never  withdrawn  or 
explained  away,  contains  a  perfect 
repertoire  of  the  arguments  that  can  bo 
used  against  the  BilL  The  right  hou, 
Grontleman  the  Member  for  Grimsby  (Mr. 
Heneage)  told  us  last  year  wo  ought  to 
pasB  this  Bill  because  a  host  of 
half-educated  people  and  the  Jews, 
Turks,  and  Chinese  are  in  favour  of 
it.  Much  as  I  respect  Jews,  Turks»  and 
Chinese,  I  think  it  is  hard  that  a  change 
of  law  should  be  imposed  on  the  English 
people  because  Jews,  Turks,  and  Chinese 
are  in  favour  of  it.  We  have  also  had 
paraded  before  us  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Essex  and  others  what  they  call  the 
consensus  of  opinion  of  the  civilised  world, 
a  phrase  we  have  heard  used  before  in 
support  of  other  political  and  legislative 
changes.  The  hon.  Member  appealed  to 
Europe,  but  Euro]:)e,  in  his  opinion,  must 
consist  of  Holland,  Russia,  and  Turkey, 
for  they  are  the  only  nations  in  Europe 
in  which  marriage  with  a  deceased  wife's 
sister  is  lawful  at  the  present  time. 
The  hon.  Member  referred  to  the 
colonies,  but  I  presume  the  hon.  Member 
leaves  out  of  the  list  all  the  Crown 
colonies,  and  such  colonies  as  the  Cape 
of  Good  Hope  and  Natal»  for  tftarriage 
with  wife's  sister  is  illegal  there,  as  it  is 
in  Great  Britain.  The  hon.  Member 
contended  that  the  state  of  things 
in  the  United  vStates  affords  a  good 
argument  in  favour  of  his  measure, 
but  every  one  knows  that  the  Marriage 
Laws  in  the  United  States  are  such 
that  the  greatest  anxiety  is  entertained 
by  all  intelligent  Americana  with  regani 
to  the  state  of  society  to  which  the 
present  law  of  marriage  and  divorce  will 
lead*  I  have  heard  of  one  American 
who  married  three  sisters  in  sucoefision, 
and  used  to  tell  a  fourth  sister,  **  Kitty, 
don^t  lose  heart,  your  time  will  come." 
All  the  Christian  churches  are  opposed 
to  such  marriages,  and  so  are  the  two 
great  Codes,  the  Code  Kapol^n  and  the 
new  Italian  Code  —  Codes  which 
wore  certainly  not  framed  on  Church 


principles.  But  the  Bill  is  retrospective. 
It  will  create  by  Act  of  Parliament  many 
marriages.  If  the  Bill  passes  I  do- 
not  know  how  many  ocmples  will  be 
united  in  the  bonds  of  matrimony  with- 
out .  Then,  agai  n,  e  v en  thei  r  consent  being 
obtained,  1  object  to  it  Ufjon  the  ground 
that  it  is  retrograde  legislation  with  regard 
to  women.  Why  are  women  to  be  placed 
in  this  matter  on  a  different  footing  to 
men  ?  The  tendency  of  the  present  day 
is  to  place  women  on  the  same  footing  as 
men,  but  it  is  not  proposed  to  allow  a 
woman  to  unite  herself  with  a  deceased 
husband's  brother.  Again,  the  promoters 
of  the  Bill  say  that  the  present  kw 
is  very  hard  upon  women.  Let  the 
women  speak  for  themselves,  Next^ 
they  maintain  that  a  sister-in-law  makes 
the  best  nurse  for  the  children  of  her 
sister.  If  they  are  to  go  on  that  prin- 
ciple, I  should  say  that  the  mother-in- 
law  will  make  the  best  housekeeper,  and 
best  nurse  for  her  grand-children.  It  is 
the  nii>ther-in-law,  then,  that  they  should^ 
have  regard  for.  It  was  suggested  not 
long  a^o  that  we  should  wait  until  women 
obtain  the  franchise,  and  then  introduce 
this  Bill.  That  is  a  very  good  suggestion, 
because  if  women  possess  votes  better 
means  will  be  afforded  of  forming  a  just 
opinion  upon  this  subject.  I  object  ta* 
the  Bill,  because  it  is  wanting  in  logic> 
because  it  will  destroy  tJie  principle 
upon  which  the  present  system  is 
founded,  mthunt  supplying  us  with  a 
principle  upon  which  to  re-construct  it,, 
because  it  will  have  an  injurious  social 
influence,  and  because  it  will  destroy 
domestic  peace  in  many  homes,  merely 
for  the  satisfaction  of  a  comparatively 
few  persons* 

♦(3,23.)  Mb.  HENEAGE  (Great 
Grimsby)  !  The  hon.  Member  for  Shrop 
shire  (Mr.  S.  Leighton)  referred  to  what 
he  was  pleased  to  call  the  delusion  of  the 
working  man  in  favour  of  this  measure  ;. 
but  when  he  did  tliat  he  entirely  de- 
stroyed the  argument  of  his  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford 
(Mr.  Talbot),  who  said  the  working- 
men  were  not  in  favour  of  the  proposed 
change  of  the  law.  I  believe  the  work- 
ing men  are  in  favour  of  it.  1  believe 
they  are  under  no  delusion  whatever ^ 
but  are  of  opinion  that  the  measure  will 
be  of  great  benefit  to  them.     Some  hon. 
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Members  opposite  have  shown  great 
anxiety  for  the  deceased  husband's  brother. 
Are  any  uf  them  prepaid  to  pnt  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper,  and  to  ask 
the  House  to  ac5Cept  it  t  The  fact  of  the 
matter  is,  tliat  hon.  Members  know  that, 
'On  both  sides  of  the  House,  there  is  the 
strongest  objection  to  such  an  Amend- 
ment, and  they  only  trot  it  out  because 
they  liope  to  catch  some  votes  by  bring* 
ing  it  forward.  The  promoters  of  the 
Bill  are  perfectly  willing  to  meet  hou. 
Gentlemen  opposite  in  every  possible 
way  they  can  in  Committee,  but  I  state,  m 
the  face  of  the  House,  thet  we  are  not 
prepared  to  eittend  the  Bill  one  jot  or 
tittle.  Tlie  Bill  is  intended  to  promote 
uniformity  between  the  Mother  Country 
and  the  Colonie*i,  and  if  we  adopt  the 
suggestion  to  extend  the  measure  to 
other  degrees  of  affinity  we  shall,  instead 
of  promoting  uniformity  throughout  the 
British  Empire,  make  confusion  worse 
confounded.  We  desire  to  repeal  the  un- 
just restrictions  of  the  Act  of  1835,  and 
beyond  that  we  do  not  desire  to  go.  The 
hou.  Member  for  the  Universityof  Oxford 
complained  about  the  wording  of  the 
2nd  clause.  In  tliat  clause  it  is  stated 
that  no  clergyman  shall  be  liable  to 
prosecution  for  refusing  to  perform  the 
niiirriage  oeremony  in  the  ciise  eon- 
tempkted  by  the  BilL  But  then,  if  a 
•clergyman  has  a  scruple,  he  must  not 
prevent  another  clergyman  taking  his 
pl&ce  because  he  has  a  right  over  the 
church.  If  thei-e  are  words  in  any  of 
the  clauses  which  can  be  fairly  altered 
withcmt  trenching  on  the  principle  of 
the  Bill,  the  supporters  of  the  measure 
will  willingly  accept  such  alteration. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Saffron 
Wnlden  (Mr.  H,  Gardner)  in  introducing 
the  Bill  ho[)ed  some  new  argument 
would  be  brought  forward.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Finsbury  (Mr. 
Gainsford  Bruce)  complied  with  that 
request,  for  he  brought  forward  a  new 
mud  very  curious  argument  for  an  hon. 
Gentleman  learned  in  the  law.  The  bon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  said  that  the 
rule  of  marriage  we  are  anxious  to 
alter  has  existed  in  the  ooUntry  for  cen- 
turies. Surely  the  learned  Gentleman 
must  be  aware  that  the  Act  which  we 
desire  to  repeal  has  only  existed  since 
1 1835!  Does  the  hon.  and  learned 
iember  mean  to  say  that  by  the  Common 
Mr,  Heneage 
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Law  before  1835  Uiese 
illegal  t 

♦Me.  GAIKSFORD  BRUCE :  By  the 
Common  Law  such  marriages  were  not 
set  aside;  that  could  only  be  done  by 
sentence  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Court. 
The  Act  does  not  alEect  the  validity  of 
the  marriage. 

•Mr.  HENEAGE  :  Before  1835. 
the  marriage  was  imj^ached,  it  was  h 
and  the  yalidity  of  the  marriage  ooaU 
only  be  imijeached  dui  ing  the  lifetime 
of  the  husband.  You  might  as  well  msj 
that  no  marriages  are  legal  in  this 
country  because  when  the  banns  are 
given  out  somebody  may  raise  an  objec- 
tion to  the  marrijige  taking  place* 
It  was  during  the  lifetime  of  the  husband 
such  a  marriage  could  only  be  impeached^ 
but  if  he  died  before  impeachment  then 
the  wife  became  a  widow  legally,  and 
his  children  were  deemed  legitimate. 
But  that  is  not  the  case  now,  when  the 
man  dies  the  wife  is  not  considered  a 
widow,  and  his  children  are  not  odXi* 
sidered  legitimat6|  and  should  the  man 
leave  any  property  in  this  country,  or  if 
a  colonist  comes  to  this  country,  reaides 
here  and  dies  here,  and  leaves  wife  and 
children  after  such  a  marriage,  these 
have  to  jiay  the  full  amount  of  Legacy 
Duty  precisely  as  if  they  were  not  related 
to  the  dead  husband  and  father.  The 
law,  I  say,  is  a  very  different  thing  to 
what  it  was  before  1835.  It  waa  a 
strange  peculiarity  in  tlie  speech  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that  he, 
having  laid  down  certain  matters  of  faict, 
went  back  almost  to  the  dark  agea  to 
prove  them,  and  said  little  of  later 
history.  We  are  accused  of  attacking 
an  outpost  while  it  is  imid  we  liftve 
designs  against  the  whole  degrees  ef 
affinity.  But  there  is  no  reason  to  doubt 
our  good  faith  when  we  say,  as  we  ha  ire 
said  on  previous  occasions,  that  our  only 
object  is  to  repeal  the  mstriction  that 
now  prevails,  and  prevails  in  this  country 
alone,  to  marriage  between  a  man  and  his 
deceaaed  wife's  sister.  I  was  very  muoh 
surprised  to  hear  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen* 
tleman,  who  is  a  stout  Churchman,  found 
himself  on  the  position  of  the  Church  of 
Rome  regarding  these  marriages.  I  can 
accept  such  an  argument  coming  from 
the   hon.  Member  for  Donegal  (Mr.  A* 
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CyCoxmor),  becanae     lie    speaks    as    a 
believer  in  the  discipline  of  his  Chnrch, 
but    for  a  member  of  the   Chnrch  of 
England  to  ^contend  ^that  marriages  are 
against    Divine    law,  which  can    take 
pJace  by  the  dispensation  of  the  head 
of    another     Chnrch,    lEkppears    to    me 
to  be  bnt  a  sorry  aignment  for  a  Mem- 
ber   of    the     Chnrch    of    England    to 
use.      Maj    I    remind    th^    Honse   of 
aome  &ct8  in  regard  to  the  Act  of  1835, 
which  have  been  little  thought  of  in 
debate  1    Prior  to  1835,  as  I  have  already 
stated,  these  marriages  were  not  void  at 
Common  Law,  unless  they  were  impeached 
during  the  lifetime   of    the  man  con- 
tracting the  marriage,  and,  in  1835,  when 
the    BiU  was    brought    forward,    those 
who  promoted  the  change  of   the  law 
bad     no    intention    to    prevent    these 
marriages ;  their  object  was  to  prevent 
the  impeacdmient  of  them  for  more  than 
a  limited  time;  but  they  found  that 
they  could  not  cany  their  Bill,  and  so 
they  agreed  to  an  iniquitous  bai^gain,  by 
which  the  marriages    that  had   taken 
place  were  made  legal  and  all  future 
marriages  were  made  absolutely  illegal. 
I   cannot  imagine  how  Bishops  of  the 
Church  of  England  came  to  make  such  a 
compromise.      If    they    believed    such 
marriages  were  wrong  they  ought  never 
to  have  consented   to  the  sanction  of 
previous  marriages.    This  law  was  never 
accepted  by  the  people  of  England ;  it 
was  against  public  opinion.     On  previous 
occasions  I  have  quoted  the  opinion  of 
Lord  Francis|Egerton,  who:stated  the  law 
was  not  accepted,  and  never  had  been, 
and   the    Bqyal    Commission  to  which 
the  hon.   Member    for   Roxburghshire 
(Mr.  A.  Elliot)  has  referred  declared  that 
ih^iaw  wasimmoral  from  its  very  founda- 
tion, and  had  ever  been  bed  for  the  people. 
We  have  heard  again  to-day  something 
of  the  .Scriptural  argument.     Now,  this 
Scriptural  argument  was  never  worth 
much,  and  it  becomes  worth  less  year  by 
year.     We  have  had  a  recent   revision 
of  the  Scriptures,  and  the  revision  of  the 
passage   upon   which    reliance    in  this 
argument  is  placed  has  shown  there  is 
nothing  in  it.     We  have  had  a  Colonial 
Conference  in  London,  at  which  Colonial 
Representatives  protested    againsfc  Her 
Majesty's  subjects  being  allowed  to  con- 
tract marriages  in  the  colonies,  and  yet, 
coming  here,   find   those  marriages  de- 
VOL.   CCCXLHI^    [third  series.] 


clared  illegal.  We  have  had  a  German 
revision  of  the  Scriptures,  too,  and  the 
learned  President,  Dr.  Schroder,  has  ex- 
pressed his  opinion  that  marriage  with  a 
deceased  wife's  sister  is  not  forbidden  by 
the  Mosaic  law,  and  that  the  passage  so 
much  relied  on  to  prove  the  objection  is 
only  directed  against  a  man  taking  the 
sister  during  his  wife's  life-time  and 
setting  up  the  sisters  as  rivals.  The 
chief  Jewish  Authorities  have  unani- 
mously confirmed  this  view,  and  hold 
that  the  Babbinical  Law  does  not  forbid 
marriage  with  a  deceased  wife's  sister^ 
and  we  must  accept  them  as  being  able 
to  give  a  better  opinion  on  the  rea£ng  of 
the  18th  chapter  of  Leviticus  than  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member.  How  is 
this  restriction  kept  upl  It  is  not 
kept  up  by  the  wish  of  the  Representatives 
of  the  people  in  this  House,  it  is  kept 
up  by  the  vote  of  the  Bishops  in 
another  place,  who  prevent  these 
marriages,  not  only  in  their  own 
church  but  in  all  other  churches.  If  this 
were  only  Church  Law,  only  Church  of 
England  churches  would  be  affected  by 
it;  but  being  the  law  of  the  land  it 
operates  against  such  marriages  in  all 
churches  throughout  Qreat  Britain  and 
Ireland.  We  know,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  that  many  of  the  Ohurch  of 
England,  many  Presbyterian  Churches, 
and  many  churches  outside  England^ 
who  follow  the  Anglican  form,  are  in 
&vour  of  the  restriction  being  removed. 

(3.40.)  The  UNDER  SECRETARY 
OF  STATE  POR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
J.  Febgusson,  Manchester,  N.E.) :  No, 
no ! 

•Mb.  HENEAGE:  My  right  hon. 
Friend  disputes  that;  but  I  think  results, 
show  that  I  am  stating  a  iact  Have  not 
many  of  our  Colonies  passed  laws  legal- 
ising such  marriages?  But  I  do  not 
wish  to  detain  the  House  at  greater 
length.  I  should  have  liked  to  have  had 
more  Members  taking  part  in  the  Debate, 
and  I  should  be  glad  to  have  the  question 
settled.  If  our  opponents  have  public 
opinion  on  their  side,  let  them  show  it. 
The  hon.  Member  who  seconded  the 
Motion  for  the  Second  Reading  said  he 
had  bad  no  experience  in  getting 
up  Petitions ;  but  here  he  might  have 
I  3  T 
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found  an  opportunity  for  trjing  his  hand^ 
imd  sure  I  am  that  his  experienoe  would 
have  shown  hira  unmistakably  that  he 
had  not  public  opinion  on  his  side.  It  ii 
not  by  the  wish  of  the  Representatives  of 
the  people  that  the  law  is  maintained ; 
but  it  m  maintained  by  the  votes  of  a 
few  hereditary  Peers  and  of  the  Bishops 
in  the  House  of  Lords ;  and  but  for 
these  votes  this  Bill  would  have  been 
the  law  of  the  land  many  years  ago. 

Sm  J,  FERGUSSON  :  The  ar- 
guments  on  this  subject  have  been  stated 
flo  often  that  it  is  not  surprising^  there  is 
not  a  full  attendance  of  Members  ;  but 
when  great  interests  are  involved  in  the 
assertion  of  a  principle  it  behoves  those 
who  maintain  it  not  to  be  slow  to 
avow  their  convictions,  and  to  resist  to 
the  last  a  change  in  the  law  which  they 
deem  to  be  inexpedient,  and  not  in 
harmony  with  the  general  sentiments  of 
society.  Often  as  the  arguments  for  a 
change  have  been  stated^  aa  they  have 
just  been  jmi  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  they  seem  more  shadowy  and  loss 
ctmvinoing  thim  ever.  They  chiefly  rest 
upoD  the  inclinations  of  individuals  to 
contract  marriages  which  are  oontraiy  to 
the  Civil  and  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Law, 
upon  the  &ct  that  some  foreign  countries 
and  some  British  colonies  have  altered 
their  laws,  and  upon  aasertions  that 
frtiblic  opinion  in  this  country  is  in 
favour  of  a  change  in  the  law.  It  is  to 
be  regretted  that  a  larg&r  number  of 
Members  did  not  hear  the  statements 
inade  with  so  much  ability  and  ful- 
ness by  the  hon.  Members  for  the 
Holborn  Division  and  the  University 
of  Oxford.  It  is  still  necessary,  I  think, 
that  such  statements  as  have  been 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Darlington  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  the  Member  for  Grimsby  shonld 
be  met  at  once  with  the  denial  which,  in 
my  opinion,  it  is  very  easy  to  give  to 
t!iem.  The  hon.  Member  for  Darlington 
h  ts  said  that  there  is  urgent  need  for  an 
alteration  of  the  law,  because  there 
are  people  who,  in  defiance  of  the 
law,  have  entert^d  into  these  marriages. 
Uofortiinately,  it  happens  that  a 
great  many  persons  reject  the 
duty  of  marriage  before  cohabitation, 
and  spend  their  lives  in  a  state  of  sin ; 
Mr.  Hen&age 


but  it  does  not  follow  that  on  that  acooimt 
the  ordinance  of  marriage  should  be  done 
away  with.  It  is  not  for  the  salco  of  the 
breakers  of  the  law  that  a  law  sliould  be 
abolished.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Grimsby  has  referred  to 
the  difference  of  the  law  in  the  colonies.  I 
know  something  about  the  law  in  the 
colonies,  as  I  happened  to  be  Govemof 
of  the  colony  of  South  Australia,  when 
that  colony,  the  first  of  all  the  ooloniee, 
passed  the  law  legalising  marriage  with 
a  deceased  wife's  sister,  and  I  am  in  a 
position  to  say  that  the  agitation  on  the 
subject  was  altogether  artificial  and 
factitious.  The  measure  was  pofised  in 
opposition  to  the  whole  religious  con- 
viction of  the  colony,  and  there  is  not 
at  this  moment  one  clergyman  of  the 
Church  of  England  in  that  colony  who 
will  celebrate  these  marriages.  I  ventui^, 
thc-refore,  to  dissent  from  the  right  Hon. 
Gentleman  when  he  stated  that  church 
feeling  in  the  colonies  was  in  favour  of 
the  change.  For  some  years  after  the 
passing  of  the  Act  for  Sonth  Anstrfdia 
there  was  one  clergynmn,  of  no  very  good 
reputation,  who  solemnised  these  marriages 
for  the  sake  of  the  high  fees  exacted  ; 
but  now,  I  say,  no  clergyman  in  the 
colony  will  solemnise  these  marriageai 
I  do  not  think  that  that  shows  that  the 
church  opinion  of  the  colony  is  in  Cayour 
of  the  law.  It  is  quite  true  that  a 
majority  of  the  House  of  Commons  has 
in  successive  years  passed  this  Bill^  and 
that  it  has  only  been  thrown  out  by  a 
majority  in  the  House  of  Lords,  composed, 
no  doubt,  partly  of  Bishops.  I  do  not 
know  what  the  Bishops  sit  in  the  House 
of  Lords  for  unless  they  are  prepared  to 
maintain  the  Christian  element  in  our 
laws.  At  all  events,  I  do  not  think  the 
House  of  Ljrds  would  have  rejected  this 
Bill  year  after  year  had  public  sentiment 
in  the  country  been  so  strong  as  has 
been  represented.  In  my  opinion,  the 
House  of  Lords  better  expresses  the  feel- 
ing of  the  country  on  this  subject  than  the 
House  of  Commons.  I  am  not  awM« 
that  there  is  any  such  manifestation  of 
public  opinion  as  will  justify  anybody 
in  saying  that  the  country  is  in  favour 
of  a  change  in  the  law.  I  have  the 
honour  to  represent  a  popular  consti- 
tuency, very  largely  composed  of  working 
men,  and  I  have  received  no  representa- 
tion whatever  to  that  effect.     I   think 
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if  the  working  men  of  Manchester  do 
not  put  any  such  pressure  upon  their 
Representative  I  have  a  riglit  to  con- 
<!ilude  that  there  is  no  strong  feeling 
mnong  the  working  classes  in  favour  of 
this  propoeaL  It  is  a  device,  I  had 
iLbnost  said  a  hypocritical  device,  to 
represent  this  movement  as  emanating 
from  the  working  classes.  The  hon^ 
Member  for  Roxburgh  has  expressed 
^ome  doubt  as  to  the  law  of  Scotland  on 
the  subject. 

Mr.  a.  ELLIOT:  I  quoted  legal 
opinion,  showing  that  the  law  is 
•doubtful. 

♦Sm  J.  FEBGUSSON  :  I  do  not  deal 
with  a  statement  confessedly  but  on 
^iler  dicium, 

Mb.  a.  ELLIOT :  It  was  an  opinion 
given  in  reply  to  an  inquiry  by  those 
interested  in  getting  the  law  altered. 

•Sib  J.  FERGUSSON:  But  my  hon. 
Friend  will  look  a  long  time  before  he 
will  find  a  decision  from  the  Bench  in 
•conformity  with  his  interpretation  of 
the  law.  The  Act  of  1690  adopted  the 
Con/esaion  of  Faith  as  the  CivO  Law  of 
Scotland. 

Mb.  A.  ELUOT:  It  was  upon  tkis 
point  Lord  Rutherford  expressed  the 
doubt  as  to  whether  an  article  in  the 
Confession  of  Faith  became  the  law  of 
the  land. 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  No  Scotch 
lawyer  will  say  that  the  children  born 
of  such  marriages  are  legitimate,  I 
-do  not  wish  to  detain  the  House  at 
great  length ;  but  I  must  refer  to  a 
remark  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite, who  said  that  the  reference  of 
my  hon*  Friend  (Mr.  Bruce)  to  the 
decisions  of  the  Church  of  Rome  was 
no  sobd  argument  as  tending  to  show 
the  ananimity  of  opinion  among  Chris- 
tian Churches, 

•Mr.  HENEAGE  :  No  ;  I  said  I  was 
surprised  that  a  member  of  the  Church 
of  England  should  quote  the  Church  of 
Bome^  where  such  marriages  are  allowed 
by  the  dispensation  of  the  Pope. 

•Sib  J.  FERGUSSON:  I  vriU  refer 
to  the  position  of  the  Roman  Church 
in  another  sense.  I  think  the  opponents 
'Of    the    Bill    are   entitled    to   say  that 


the  Christian  Church  is  unanimous  in 
its  op]josition  to  the  change ;  and  in 
this  connection  I  think  I  am  entitled  to 
refer  to  the  position  of  the  Rtjman 
Catholic  Church  as  going  to  make  up  the 
consensus  of  ecclesiastical  authority. 
If  it  is  said  that  the  temptation  to 
break  the  law  of  the  Church  in  this 
matter  is  so  strong,  I  would  ask  whether 
members  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
find  the  temptation  too  strong  1  Is  not 
the  prohibition  of  such  marriages  by 
that  Church  sufficient,  in  the  enormouji 
majority  of  cases,  to  deter  its  members 
from  contracting  thera  ?  I  do  not  think 
that  because  the  law  of  the  CJiurch 
of  England  aitti  more  lightly  upon  its 
members  that  is  an  argument  in  favour 
of  this  change.  If  there  is  one  insti- 
tution which  better  illustrates  the  purity 
of  the  Christian  faith  than  another  it  is 
the  institution  of  marriage.  A  man  by 
his  marriage  makes  his  wife's  relations 
his  own,  and  I  venture  to  say  we  are 
not  to  be  told  that  we  are  to  interpret 
the  Old  Testament  by  Jewish  lights.  If 
we  do  so  we  shall  liavo  to  reject  the  in- 
terpretation we  now  ptlt  on  many  pas- 
sages which  are  the  basis  of  our  faith. 
Our  interpretation  of  the  Old  Testament 
rests  upon  the  spirit  not  upon  the  letter. 
On  this  our  laws  of  marriage  are  based, 
and  the  relations  between  man  and  wife 
placed  upon  a  higher  footing,  ennobling 
society  and  carrying  Chriatianity  into 
the  most  intimate  relations  of  life.  Tliere 
may  be  some  upon  whom  these  considerar 
tions  sit  lightly,  who  desire  more  freedom, 
or,  as  I  should  say,  more  Ucense  ;  hut  not 
for  these  would  I  relax  those  old  rules 
which  have  placed  the  institution  of 
marriage  on  a  high  footing,  and  those 
restrictions  which  the  Christian  Church 
places  upon  men  following  their  own 
inclinations.  It  is  evident  that  the 
Christian  Church  has  impc:»sed  an  obliga- 
tion which  ought  not  to  be  lightly  set 
aside  ;  and  I  venture  to  say  that  if  this 
Bill  were  passed  it  would  be  found  that 
one  of  the  principles  of  Christian 
marriage  would  be  seriously  weakened. 
Before  I  sit  down  I  should  like  to  diuW 
attention  to  a  contrast  which  the  c<3untry 
is  sure  to  notice,  and  that  is  in  regiird  to 
the  amount  of  attention  paid  to  what  is 
after  all  but  a  femall  question  compared 
with  one  which  touches  the  well-being  of 
OUT  social  life.  We  were  told  last  nigbt 
3  T  2 
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thattlie  timeof  the  Htm  ae  would  not  pertait 
the  discusBioti  of  the  licenfiing  question. 
It  is  a  remarkable  fact  that  the  whole 
of  one  day  should  be  given  up  by  the 
House  to  discussing  this  question,  which 
ia  of  infinitesimal  importance  as  com- 
pared with  licensing*  Why  should  we 
be  called  upon  to  discuss  the  subject  of 
marriage  with  a  deceased  wife's  sister 
apart  from  the  larger  question  of  the 
iweeping  away  all  the  prohibited  degrees 
of  affini^  ?  There  are  degrees  of  affinity 
less  close  than  that  of  a  deceased  wife's 
sister^  and  yet  it  is  not  i*rc»po8ed  to  do 
away  with  the  prohibition  with  regard  to 
them.  My  last  objection  to  this  pro- 
poBai  is  that  it  is  an  insult  to  and 
a  slur  upon  the  working  men  of  this 
country  to  suppose  that  they  cannot 
respect  the  restrictions  of  the  law 
eoclesioBtical  which  prevents  them  from 
marrying  their  deceased  wives'  sisters, 
and  that  a  working  man  cannot  live  in 
the  same  house  with  his  sister-in-law 
without  abusing  and  seducing  her.  A 
greater  » insult  was  never  cast  upon  the 
people. 
•(4.5.)  Me.  J^R  KELLY  (Camber- 
well,  N.) :  It  was  brought  tt>  the  know- 
ledge of  the  late  Lord  Hatherley,  who 
opposed  this  amendment  of  the  law  on 
the  ground  that  there  wei*e  bo  few  crises 
of  marriage  with  a  deceased  wife*8  sister 
among  the  lower  classes,  that  in  a  very 
small  area  indeed  there  were  100  such 
cases.  Those  who  oppose  tliis  measure 
appeal*  to  have  forgotten  the  Report  of  a 
Royal  Commission  which  sat  in  1847,  in 
which  it  was  stated  that  there  was  con- 
siderable diversity  of  opinion  on  the 
question  among  the  clergy  of  the  Church 
of  England,  a  great  many  of  whom 
believed  that  such  marriages  are  not  pro- 
hibited by  the  law  of  God.  If  such  a 
great  diversity  of  opinion  pre^^ailed 
among  the  clergy  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land in  those  days,  what  reason  is  there 
for  supposing  that  a  similar  diversity  of 
opinion  does  not  prevail  among  them  at 
the  present  time  ?  Many  clergymen 
advocate  the  change  in  the  law  proposed 
by  this  Bill  in  the  interests  of  morality 
and  of  religion.  It  is  a  matter  of  public 
knowledge  that  a  well-known  clergyman 
in  the  South  of  Ix>ndon  wishes  the  BiU 
carried,  and  t!mt  he  holds  that  there  is 
nothing  in  the  disputed  text  from  Leviti- 
cus, and  nothing  in  the  law  of  God| 
Sir  J,  Fergusson 


against  those  marriages.  We  are  told 
that  we  are  making  an  att^ick  ujxjn  the 
purity,  the  integrity,  and  the  liberty  of 
married  life ;  but  do  those  who  make 
that  charge  impute  to  oar  colonies,  where 
such  marriages  are  lawful,  that  their 
married  life  is  less  pure  than  it  is  in  this 
country,  or  do  they  impute  tiiat  Enghiih. 
men  are  more  base  in  their  morals  thau 
the  Canadians  are  ?  Under  onr  existing 
law  scandal  may  arise  when  a  man  livea 
in  the  same  himse  with  a  young  and 
beautiful  sister-in-law  after  his  wife's 
death ;  whereas  if  the  law  is  altered, 
they  will  be  at  liberty  to  many  th( 
will  be  no  scandal  at  all  in  tiie; 
living  in  the  same  house,  because 
they  wish  to  do  so  they  can  get  married- 
If  I  feel  strongly  alxmt  this  matter  it  ia^ 
because,  as  the  law  now  stands,  there  is 
one  law  for  the  rich  and  another  for  the 
pot>r  I  know  of  one  instance  in  which 
the  High  Sheriff  of  a  county  married  his 
deceased  wife's  sister,  who  was  received 
everywhere  in  society  as  his  legitimate 
wife,  and  no  one  has  ever  dared  to- 
impeach  the  validity  of  their  mairia^ 
or  the  legitimacy  of  their  children.  The 
children  of  poor  people,  however,  under^ 
such  circumstances  would  be  branded  as 
bastai-ds.  It  is  perfectly  well-known 
that  rich  people  set  the  law  at  defiance 
with  the  full  approval  of  their  friends ; 
and  there  are  instances  of  people  who 
have  sacrificed  home  and  friends  and 
have  gone  to  other  English-speaking 
countries  where  their  position  cannot  be 
called  in  question  ;  but  still  poorer  people 
can  neither  enjoy  immunity  fi-om  ooo» 
sure  nor  avail  themselves  of  the  remedy 
of  ex|>atrialion.  The  1847  Commisnon 
found  that  there  were  in  this  country 
at  least  500  of  these  marriages  per 
annum  ;  and  as  it  is  known  that  there 
are  1,000  a  year  in  France,  there  it. 
every  reason  to  suppose  there  are  now 
quite  as  many  in  this  country.  In  Mail' 
cheater,  Liverpool,  and  other  large  towns 
it  is  found  that  these  marriages  are  being 
constantly  contracted  among  the  poorer 
classes ;  and  as  to  this,  the  Royal  Com* 
mission  of  1847  pointed  out  that  with 
these  people  who  are  now  held  up  to 
odium  as  law-breakers,  the  sense  of 
religion  was  no  less  strong  than  with 
otber  people,  and  that  their  lives  were  in 
no  degree  marked  by  greater  laxity  of  con* 
duot.  I  think  it  is  ti  me  that  this  stigma  cast 
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Upon    them    by  an   odious    law    is    re- 
InoTed. 

♦(4.22.)  The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL 
FOB  SCOTIiAKD  (Mr.  M.  T.  Stormonth 
iDiRLiKG,  Ediiiburgh  and  St.  Andrews 
Univeraities)  :  I  shoitild  like^  in  response 
to  the  chatlengo  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Kozburghshire,  to  make  a 
gtatemeot  as  to  the  present  state  of  the 
law  in  Soottand.  It  does  not  depend 
upon  a  critical  and  precise  reading  of 
the  text  in  Leviticus  ;  but  it  depends  upon 
a  broad  statement  in  the  Confession 
ef  Faith  ratified  by  an' Act  of  Parliament. 
The  doubts  expressed  by  Iiord  Ruther- 
ford and  Lord  Fraser  wei*e  of  the  most 
hesitating  kind,  and  they  admitted  that 
^11  the  institutional  writers  on  the  law 
of  Scotland,  with  one  accord »  pronounced 
sgainst  the  validity  of  such  marriages. 
If  this  We  w  be  not  accepted  it  can  be  easily 
toted  by  an  action  to  decide  the  validity 
of  a  marriage*  From  the  first  the  law 
of  Scotland  has  recognised  these  mar* 
riages  as  illegaL  For  my  own  part,  I 
shall  oppose  the  Bill  because  the  present 
4Btate  of  the  law  is  logical  and  consistent, 
;and  the  Bill  would  make  it  illogical  and 
ItLOonsi  stent. 

•(4,26,)  Sm  J.  PEASE  (Durham, 
Barnard  Gaatle) :  I  should  not  liave 
4:aken  part  in  the  Debate  this  afternoon 
if  it  had  not  been  for  the  speech  of  tlie 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
which  presents  a  very  narrow  view  of 
the  question  before  the  House.  I  was 
very  much  surprised  to  hear  a  man  of 
his  experience  make  such  a  speech.  H© 
quoted  the  views  of  the  Church  Councils 
and  ministers,  I  am  not  one  of  those 
who  are  accustomed  to  take  their 
religious  views  from  other  people.  I  am 
not  accustomed  to  loc^k  to  the  clergyman 
or  to  the  minister  for  those  views.  I  am 
accustomed  rather  tu  turn  to  the  Bible 
as  a  guide  in  faith  and  morals,  and  I  say 
4hat  no  man  studying  the  Bible  with 
an  enlightened  conscience  for  himself 
can  find  anything  in  it  which  prohibits 
iliese  marriages,  A  great  deal  has  been 
said  on  both  sides  on  certain  not  very 
«lear  pas.sages  of  Mosaic  law  without 
throwing  any  definite  light.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  deal 
with  the  case  of  the  colonies^  and  sug- 
^ated  that  we  ought  to  be  bound  by  the 
law  of  the  Christian  Church  rather  tlian 
ihat  of  a  Legislature.     But  we   make 


laws  here  for  the  observance  of  the  State 
Church.     It  ia  not  so  many  years  ago 

that  we  laid  down  a  new  Litany  for  the 
Church  of  England  and  compelled  clergy- 
men to  read  those  portions  of  Scripture 
we  selected  for  them  each  Lords  Day. 

*Sm  J.  FERGUSSON:  In  the  colony 
to  which  I  referred  there  is  no  State 
Church  at  all,  and  clergymen  are  not 
compelled  to  perform  these  marriages, 

♦SiH  J,  PEASE  :     Very  well     Let  me 
just  ask  what  is  the  law  of  the  Colonies  1 
The  child  of  the  marriage  is  legitimate, 
and  that  child  inherits  the  colonial  pro- 
perty in  case  of   intestacy ;  but   if  the 
parents  come  over  here  the  marriage  is 
regarded  as  illegal,  and  the  child  as  illegi- 
timate»  and  does  not  inherit  in  case  of  in^ 
testacy.    That  is  the  position  in  which  we 
place  tbe  people  in  our  colonies  and  other 
distant  ptirts  of  tlie  Emigre,  there  being 
one  set  of  laws  for  the  United  Kingdom, 
and  another  for  our  Colonial  Possessions. 
What  is  right  and  moral  in  the  Colonies 
is  neither  right  nor  moral    here.     The 
right    hon.  Gentleman  has  stated   that 
tills  is  a  rich  man^s  question,  aud  not  a 
poor  man^s.     He   must   have   forgotten 
the  fact  that  no  fewer  than    10,000   of 
the  cabmen  of  this  Metropolis  signed  a 
Petition  that  was  sent  to  the  House   of 
Lords  in  favour  of  this  Bill,  they  being  a 
class  of  men  who,    by   reason   of   their 
business,  are  necessarily  a  great  deal  away 
f ixDm  their  homes,  and  who  feel  that  they 
liave  a  real  grievance,  owing  to  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  law.     I  might  mention 
the  case  of  a  friend  of  my  own,  who  has 
recently   died.      He    went   abroad    and 
there  marrie<l  his  deceased  wife's  sister ; 
but  acconling  to  the  English   law    that 
marriage  was  not  legal,  and  the  child  of 
tliat  marriage  is  by  law  here  a  bastard  to 
this  day.     The   poor   lady   fell    ill,  and 
duiing  her  illness  had  only  a  very  few 
fiiends  who  would    visit  her;  while   in 
another  case  I  know  of  a  person,  who  had 
contrsicted  a  similar  marriage,  went  with 
the  wife  to  whom  he  had  been  married 
abrtmd  to  the  Communion  Table  of  his 
jftirish  church,  and   they  were    refused 
tlie    Saci'ament.      Can    it  be  said    that 
these  things   are    helps  to  religion  and 
morality  ?     It    seems    to   me    that  they 
are   entirely  opposed    to   morality    and 
religion.      These  are  the    arguments   I. 
liave  before  used  in  supjxsrt  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  this  Bill :  and  it  is  because  they 
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appear  to  me  to  be  deserving  of  serious 
consideration  that  I  now  put  them  to 
the  House,  in  the  hope  that  the  Hc»use 
may  be  induced  to  assent  to  an  altera- 
tion of  the  law,  which  I  believe  will 
be  oonsiBtent  with  religion,  justice,  and 
morahfcy. 

•(4.35.)  CoLONKL  MAKINS  (Essex, 
S.W.) :  It  is  perfectly  clear  that  there 
IS  a  great  difference  of  opinion  on 
this  subject,  and  an  utter  absence  of 
that  general  consensus  of  view  which 
is  essential  for  the  carrying  of  a 
measure  of  this  kind.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Camberwell  has  made  a 
most  impassioned  appeal  to  the  House  in 
the  interest  of  those  who  have  broken  the 
law  or  who  are  tempted  to  break  it ;  but 
I  aak  the  Houae  to  consider  whether  a 
law  is  necessarily  a  bad  law,  either 
because  there  are  some  who  break  it 
or  who  desire  to  break  it.  When 
a  question  of  this  kind  has  been  debated 
for  40  or  50  years  it  is  difficult  to  say 
anything  new  about  it.  Many  argu- 
ments have  been  used  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men opf>otiite  iu  support  of  this  measure  ; 
but  I  think  that  l>efore  the  House  is 
called  upon  to  take  up  a  question  of  such 
unlimited  importance  as  a  change  in  the 
Marriage  Law  of  this  country  some  very 
strong  feeling  ought  to  be  manifested 
out  of  doors,  some  force  that  will  drive 
the  House  into  legislation,  instead  of  its 
being  brought  up  as  a  sort  of  hardy 
annual  by  any  hon.  Member,  or  set  of 
Memliern,  in  this  House.  The  condition 
of  the  House  during  the  debate  and 
the  paucity  of  Petitions  that  have  been 
presented  for  or  against  the  measure  are, 
I  think,  quite  sufficient  to  abow  that 
there  is  no  great  feeling  on  this  question 
outside  the  House,  except  perhaps  on 
the  part  of  those  who  either  have  broken 
or  who  contemplate  the  breaking  of  the 
law.  Hitherto  this  question  is  one  that 
has  been  studiously  kept  outside  the 
range  of  Party  politics,  and  I,  for  one,  am 
anxious  that  that  state  of  things  should 
continue,  but  1  may  state  that  I  have 
to-day  received  a  circular  from  the 
Treasurer  of  a  Society  called  The  Mar- 
riage Law  Bef  orm  Association,  in  which 
I  am  told  if  the  Unionists  do  not  support 
this  measure  the  Unionist  alliance  will 
be  in  danger.  This  means  that  we  are  en- 
dangering the  Unionist  cause^ — and  we  are 
to  put  our  consciences  in  our  pockets.  I 
Sir  J.  Pease 


do  not  think  that  that  sort  of  pressure  will 
have  much  eSect  on  this  House,  and  I 
believe  that  every  hon.  Member  who 
mny  vote  on  this  measure  will  vote 
according  to  his  conscience  without  any 
regard  to  his  political  interests.  I  cao 
quite  understand  those  who  look  upon 
marriage  simply  in  the  light  of  a  civil 
contract,  not  thinking  it  of  much  im^ 
portance  to  maintain  the  present  lawi 
but  to  tho.se  who  regard  marriage  as  ai| 
interchange  of  life-long  vows  before  tfc 
Almighty  it  is  a  matter  of  very  greaf 
importance,  I  would  suggest  to  the 
who  are  so  anxious  to  bring  the  lai 
into  line  with  that  prevailing  in  our 
colonies  that  they  should  begin  at  the 
other  end.  They  should  call  on  the 
Government  to  take  up  the  whole  que^ 
tiou  of  the  Marriage  Laws,  which  n\ 
present  is  in  a  very  complicated  ooa^ 
dition,  especially,  I  may  say,  North 
the  Tweed,  The  matter  should  be  care-^ ' 
fully  ct>nsidered  and  legislated  upon  ;  and 
the  first  thing  to  be  done  should  be 
to  m^ike  |3erformanoe  of  the  civil  rite 
obligatory  and  compulsory  in  every  cnae 
of  marriage,  leaving  each  Church  or_ 
religious  body  to  solemnise  the  religion 
portion  of  the  ceremony  in  accordano 
with  its  peculiar  doctrines  and  tenets^ 
That,  I  think,  would  be  an  intelligi oW 
starting  point.  The  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Durham  (Sir  Joseph  Pease^ 
used  the  argument  that  this  House  hm 
the  power  to  alter  the  laws  of  the  Church 
of  England.  If  he  means  the  lav 
affecting  the  property  of  the  Church,  I 
am  with  him,  but  if  he  means  that  thia 
House  can  alter  the  law  relating 
to  the  sacred  obligations  and  the 
dutiea  of  the  clergy,  I  entirely  diis- 
agree  with  him.  For  several  years  I 
have  had  on  the  Order  Book  of  the 
House  a  Motion  for  an  Address  praying 
for  the  apiK>intment  of  a  R<^»yal  Com* 
mission  to  inquire  into  these  matters,  and  I 
think  that  would  be  the  proper  way  of 
dealing  with  the  question.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Camberwell,  in  putting  thia 
question  forward  as  a  poor  man*8  question^ 
B4iid  Lord  Hatherley  hatl  been  told  that 
within  the  limits  of  one  parish  as  to  whic 
he  had  made  inquiries  there  were  as  raanj 
as  100  cases  that  would  be  afEected  by  this' 
Bill*  But  Lord  Hatherley 's  reply  t<i  that 
statement  was  that  he  only  wanted 
arrive  at  the  truth,  and    he  should 
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glad  if  he  were  furnished  with  the  names 
and  residences  of  those  persons,  but  this 
information  was  not  forthcoming,  1 
think  that  a  great  deal  more  must  be 
done  in  the  way  of  bringing  evidence 
before  this  House  before  it  will  feel  dis- 
posed to  make  so  great  a  change  in  the 
law  as  would  be  affected  by  this  Bilh 
The  alteration  of  the  law  in  the  way 
proposed  wouJd  have  the  effect  either  of 
Terym.uch  hastening  Disestablishment,  or 
of  providing  a  crop  of  clerical  martyrs  such 
as  sprang  up  under  the  Public  Worship 
Begnlation  Act.  Moreover,  it  must  be 
remembered  that  women  are  much 
more  interested  in  this  matter  than 
men,  and  I  unhesitatingly  state  that 
the  proposed  change  is  unpopular  with 
women*  There  has  been  no  attempt  on 
the  pirt  of  women  tt>  promote  this 
change,  and  we  know  that  if  they  desired 
it  they  would  not  bo  behindhand  in 
bringing  their  views  before  this  House, 
I  may  state  that  1  liave  never  been  asked 
the  question  at  any  election  in  reference 
to  this  matter,  and  although  there  are 
16,000  voters  in  my  conBtitnency  I  have 
neyer  received  more  than  one  letter  on 
this  subject  from  any  one  of  those 
persons.  Therefore,  I  think  it  idle  to 
I  Bay  there  is  a  strong  public  feeling  on 
this  question  ;  and,  until  there  is  such  a 
feeling,  1  think  the  House  will  be  very 
ill-advised  in  tampering  with  a  law  which 
is  not  only  the  law  of  this  land,  but  has 
been  the  law  of  all  ChriBtendom  from  the 
earliest  ages*  Sir,  I  trust  that  we 
may  reverse  the  verdict  of  former  cxv 
casions,  and  I  feel  sure  that,  at  any 
rate,  until  the  Marriage  L  iws  are  taken 
lip  as  a  whole  and  dealt  with  in  a  states- 
manlike manner,  the  feeling  of  the 
eountry  will  be  that  the  law  had  better 
remain  as  it  is. 

I  ♦(4.45.)  M».  J.  A.  BRIGHT  (Birming. 
ham^  Central) :  Mr.  Speaker,  the  hon. 
Member  who  lias  just  sat  down  said 
a  much  larger  consensu e  of  opinion 
was  required  before  we  could  be 
called  upon  to  repeal  the  law  which  now 
exists.  This  seems  to  me  to  be  the  wrong 
way  of  looking  at  the  question,  and  that 
a  consensus  is  necessary  to  maintain  the 
law  as  it  is  at  present,  which  is  not  sup- 
ported by  those  who  have  no  conscien* 


tious  objections  in  this  matter.  The  hon 
Member  for  Shropshire,  who  spoke  earher^ 
said  this  law  was  founded  on  no  principle^ 
and  it  appeared  to  me  that  he  might 
have  applied  that  term  to  the  opposition 
to  the  Bill.  I  cann€>t  gather  that  thero 
is  any  argument  on  the  ground  of  Scrip* 
tura  A  certain  extremely  obscure  text 
in  Leviticus  is  referred  to,  and  that  is 
made  the  reason  for  supporting  a  law  of 
this  kind.  But  there  is  another  text  in 
Deuteronomy  which  is  by  no  means  obscure, 
and  that  is  the  text  which  enjoins  that  a 
man  shall  marry  his  deceased  brother^s 
widow.  If  we  are  to  take  one  d<»ubtf  ul 
text  as  our  rule,  and  throw  to  the  winds 
another  by  no  means  obscure  text,  where 
is  our  consistency  ?  I  am  rt* minded  o£ 
the  text  as  to  the  slavery  of  Onesimus, 
which  commanded  the  belief  of  the 
southern  slave-holder,  who  said  that  waa 
the  text  for  him, and  that  he  considered  all 
the  rest  of  the  Scriptures  was  purely  figu* 
rative*  Hon.  Gentlemen  have  not  gone 
back  fer  enough.  They  go  back  to 
medieeval  times,  when  a  great  many  ar- 
tificial matters  were  introduced  into 
Christianity.  They  do  not  go  back  t<> 
the  time,  for  instance,  when  the  book 
called  the  Doctrhiea  of  the  twelve  Apmtles 
was  written,  which  shows  a  very 
simple  state  of  ritual  and  of  worship 
in  those  days.  But  if  we  go  back 
to  Leviticus,  I  do  not  see  why  we- 
should  not  go  biick  to  Gt^nesis,  where  the 
second  marriage  spoken  of  was  between 
a  brother  and  his  sister.  The  hon* 
Member  for  Manchester,  in  a  remarkable 
s]ieech,  asserted  that  the  decrees  of  the 
Church  are  binding  on  us.  On  whom  7  I 
do  not  consider  that  they  are  binding  on 
me  \  and  there  is  a  large  dissenting 
population  who  do  not  consider  the  decrees 
of  the  Church  as  in  any  way  binding 
upon  them.  If  hon.  Gentlemen  wish 
these  marriages  to  rt*main  illegal  among 
members  of  the  Chni^ch  of  Kngland,  by 
all  means  let  them  keep  the  law  of 
tlio  Church  so,  and  let  them  refrain  from 
marrying  their  sisters-in-law,  however 
attractive,  but  let  them  leave  the  poop 
dissenter  to  d<»  i\E  he  thinks  right- 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Oxford 
University  said  what  a  hardship  it  would 
be  if  one  clei^man  were  allowed  to  per*" 
form  the  Marriage  Service  in  the  case  of  a 
man    who   wedded   his   deceased   wifeV 
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fiister  in  the  church  of  a  clergyman  who 
was  opposed  to  such  marriages*  It  was 
rather  a  curious  expression  which  the 
hon.  Member  used — ''  his  church.'* 

•Mb.  TALBOT:  I  was  quoting  the 
words  of  the  section  of  the  Bill  now 
before  the  House, 

•Mr.  J.  A.  BRIGHT :  It  seemed  to  me 
tbiit  the  hon*  Member  rather  regarded  the 
church  as  private  property.  But,  in  my 
opinion^  a  church  is  a  State  public  build' 
iug^  and  the  minister  is  a  State  public 
officer ;  and  if  the  law  says  that  people 
have  a  right  to  be  married  in  a  certain 
way,  certain ly  the  clerg^^man  who  refuses 
til  perfonn  the  service  beaiuse  of  con- 
scientious objections^  must  albw  some- 
one else,  who  is  not  actuated  by  that 
feeling,  to  do  it  for  him.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Shropshire  spoke  of  marriage  with 
a  deceased  husband's  brother.  There  is 
BO  demand  for  such  an  alteration  of 
the  law ;  but  I  should  be  perfectly 
willing  to  agree  to  it,  and  I  am  unable 
to  see  that  any  argument  has  been 
brought  against  it.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Camberwell  has  said  that  this  is  dis- 
tinctly a  poor  man's  question,  and  it 
is  all  very  weU  for  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  to  say  that  ix»or  men  do 
not  seek  an  alteration  of  the  law; 
but  a  number  of  cases  could  be  brought 
to  prove  this  point.  Well-to-do  people 
who  make  these  marriages  can  go  abroad 
to  have  them  solemnised,  but  in  the  case 
of  a  man  occupying  two  rooms,  whose 
wife  dies,  how  can  his  deceased  wife's 
eiftter  live  in  that  small  space  with  bim, 
to  look  after  his  children,  without  incurring 
iJiat  risk  of  scandal  against  which  only 
marriage  can  protect  her,  and  he  cannot 
go  abrcmd  to  be  married.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
thitik  we  have  sufficient  real  sins*  without 
tryingf  to  make  artificial  ones.  I  think 
that  the  text  which  has  been  alluded  to 
will  he  considered,  by  people  whose  minds 
have  not  been  sophisticated  by  ecclesiasti- 
cal technicalities^  as  having  no  reference 
at  all  to  the  subject  which  we  are 
discussing.  There  is  another  point 
-^an  important  one.  In  the  colonies 
we  have  freedom  from  this  restraint. 
What  is  the  position  of  a  man 
who  is  marned  under  this  law  in 
the  ciilunies,  if  he  desires  to  come  and 
again  visit  the  old  trountry  before  he  diest 
Mr,  J,  A.  Hritjht 


Why,  if  he  dies  here,  his  children  or© 
not  considered  legitimate.  That  18 
a  very  unjust  stigma  to  ca«t 
upon  them.  The  fact  is  the  situation 
is  becoming  more  absurd  year  by  year, 
and  before  long,  I  think,  this  law  will  bo 
regarded  as  are  the  Test  Acts,  and  the 
regulations  which  prevented  the  horn 
Member  for  Northampton  from  taking 
hia  seat  in  this  House.  I  feel  very 
anxious  indeed  tliat  this  House  should 
show  tliat  its  interest  in  this  question 
ha«  not  at  all  passed  away,  and  that  we 
sliall  have  a  larger  majority  in  favour  of 
it  than  has  ever  been  given  before. 

•(4  J 7)  Mr,  de  LLSLE  (Leicestershire^ 
Mid) :  1  would  not  have  ventured  to  intor- 
vene  in  this  debato  if  it  had  not  been 
tliat  the  fact  of  dispensations  being 
sometimes  granted  by  the  world-wide 
communion  to  which  I  have  the  honour 
to  belong  Ims  been  unduly  emphasised* 
The  hon.  Gentleman  has  rcfei-red  to  the 
marriage  between  brother  and  sister, 
which  was  the  original  foundation  of  the 
Marriage  Law,  so  far  as  the  children  of 
Adam  and  Eve  were  concerned,  but  tlie 
Christian  €hurch  does  not  say  that  such 
marriages  «»re  good.  On  the  contrary, 
they  have  ahvays  been  forbidden,  though 
not  against  tt^e  primeval  Divine  law. 
But  they  depend, upon  a  Divine  sanction, 
just  08  the  Sunclay  observance  d6pendt 
upon  the  original  ©pmmaud  to  keep  1^ 
seventh  day  of  the  week  holy.  If  you 
come  to  later  times,  you  have  poly- 
gamy. But  you  cannot  go  to  patri- 
ai^hial  times  or  to  thve  Jevnsh  dispensa- 
tion. You  must  aco^ept  the  Marriage 
Law  solely  on  its  m^erits  as  the  social 
basis  of  the  Christiaii  dispensation  and 
as  the  accepted  lawof^^Ohristian  Govern- 
ments. The  hon.  Men^iber  has  referred 
to  Papal  dispensations.  I  defy  him  to 
point  to  any  dispensations granted  before 
the  time  of  Pope  Alexand«^*r  Borgia.  It 
is  quite  true  the  modern  Church,  for 
grave  reasons,  has  granted  su^ch  dispensa- 
tions, but  I  have  reason  to  bjelieve  they 
will  be  fewer  in  future  beca*use  of  the 
danger  of  this  law  being  brotjen  down* 
I  do  not  oppose  the  Bill  beca^use  it  is 
contrary  to  Divine  law  in  the  abeoluto 
sense  of  the  word,  but  becausip  it  is 
contrary  to  the  sacred  law,  as  it  ha^  been 
legitimally  modified  for  us  hy  tlie 
authoriiy  of  the  Church.     The  ChrisliMi 
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idea  of  marriage  makes  the  i-ektiou 
between  a  man  and  his  wife's  relatives 
the  same  as  between  him  and  his  own 
relatives — exactly  the  some  as  if  they 
were  blood  relations.  That  is  the  fnnda- 
mental  idea  of  the  Christian  religion^ 
which  has  [mn6ed  and  elevated  the 
human  nice  in  a  degree  nnknown  to 
heathen  states.  Being  a  Conservative 
and  an  Englishman,  I  think  It  won  Id 
be  a  great  detriment  to  the  happiness 
and  pro8i>eritj  of  oar  country  if  we 
were  to  break  down  our  ancient 
tradition.  As  to  the  Church  of  England 
— which  I  desire  to  see  maintain  its 
position  until  the  long -wished- for  re-union 
between  the  Churclies  of  Christendom 
takes  place — 1  trust  it  will  always  oppose 
the  passing  of  Lhia  measure.  The  Church 
of  England  cannot  and  will  not  sanction 
this  marriage,  and  to  pass  this  Bill  would 
be  to  offend  the  Church,  to  disorganise 
society,  and  to  upset  all  ordinary  views 
of  right  and  wrong.  I  say  to  pass  the 
Bill  would  be  to  interfere  with  and 
obscure  the  universally  accepted  ideas  of 
right  and  wrong  which  affects  the  whole 
well-being  of  the  oountiy  and  our  social 
customs.  I  think  it  would  be  most  de- 
plorable if  the  House  were  to  lightly 
tamper  with  this  matter.  We  are  told 
that  the  colonies  have  accepted  the 
principle  of  this  measure,  and  that 
we  ought  to  do  likewise,  in  order  to 
have  one  uniform  system,  but  it  seems 
to  me  a  very  modern  and  radical  idea 
that  we  are  to  take  our  ideas  of  right 
and  wrong  from  our  children.  I  trust 
that  the  dispensation  of  the  Church  of 
Borne  will  not  be  <] noted  as  an  argument 
in  favour  of  this  Bill.  The  Church  of 
Rome  is  the  only  institution  in  the 
world  that  is  able  to  maintain  the  law, 
and  at  the  same  time  give  dispensations. 
We  have  a  law  in  our  Church  which 
18  occasionally  dispensed  with,  but  the 
law  is  rendered  none  the  less  effective  by 
the  possibility  of  breaking  it  down  in 
exceptional  cases  ;  but  in  this  country  if 
you  interfere  with  the  law  the  principle 
at  stake  will  altogether  disappear. 

(5.5.)      The    House    divided  : — Ayes 
222;  Noes  155.— (Div.  List,  Na  65.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Wednesday,  25th  June. 


GUARDIANS  OF  THE  POOR  (ELECTION). 
BILL.— (No.  33.) 

SECOND   REAJDING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 
♦Cafiain  VERNEY  (Bucks,  N.) :  In 
moving  the  Secund  Beading  of  this  Bill^ 
I  desire  to  say  that  it  is  the  outcome  of 
the  bye-election  of  last  autumn,  and  is 
drawn  exactly  on  the  lines  of  the  Local 
Government  Act  of  1888.  It  is  a  per- 
fectly straightforward  and  innocent  Bill, 
and,  so  far  as  I  know,  there  is  not  con- 
cealed in  it  any  clause  that  ought  to  1x3 
objected  to  by  hon»  Gentlemen  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House.  It  proceeds 
on  the  same  reg-ister  as  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Act,  and  provides  that  the  elections 
to  Boards  of  Gaardians  shall  be  con- 
ducted by  Ballot,  and  that  the  plural  vote 
shall  be  abolished^  It  contains  a  provi* 
sion  for  the  appointment  of  ex  officio 
Guardians,  whom  personally  I  should  be 
glad  to  see  abolished.  Now,  if  anyone 
has  taught  the  country  that  these  are- 
desirable  principles  it  Is  the  present 
Government,  who  have  impressed  on 
us  that  these  are  the  conditions  on 
which  elections  ought  to  be  conducted. 
The  election  of  last  autumn  taught  me 
that  there  is  no  measure  which  would 
more  readily  appeal  to  the  sympathies  of 
agTicultuml  labourers  than  one  to  enable 
them  to  elect  their  own  Guardians.  At 
present  the  labourers  of  the  country  take 
very  little  interest  in  elections  to  Boards  of 
Guardians,  because  they  know  that  they 
are  likely  to  be  swamped  by  the  plural 
votes,  and  because  pressure  can  be 
brought  to  bear  upon  them  under  the 
system  of  open  voting.  The  President 
of  the  Local  Government  B^jard  has  on 
the  Paper  a  Bill  providing  for  an  appeal 
from  Sanitary  Authorities  under  the 
AUotments  Act,  I  hold  that  the  electors 
should  themselves  be  the  body  appealed  to. 
If  this  view  is  adopted,  elections  to  Boards 
of  Guardians  will  be  regarded  seriously  ; 
those  who  vote  will  feel  that  something 
depends  upon  their  votes,  and  the 
labourers  especially  will  feel  that  their 
acquisition  of  allotments  depends  upon 
the  Guardians  elected.  Let  the  labourer- 
feel  that  if  he  allows  himself  to  be  cajoled 
into  sending  on  to  the  Board  of 
Gnardtana  a  man  who  does  not  repre* 
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sent  bim  he  must  submit  to  it, 
until  another  election  comes  round. 
Imitation  is  said  to  be  the  sin- 
cereat  form  of  flattery,  and  1  would 
point  out  to  the  Presideot  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  tliat  this  measure 
is  an  imitation  of  his  Local  Government 
Act.  In  every  clause  I  have  endeavoured 
to  incorporate  the  principles  of  that  Act* 
It  may  be  objected  that  the  passing  of 
Ihis  Bill  may  interfere  with  the  establish* 
ment  of  District  Councils,  but  I  do  not 
think  there  need  be  any  fear  of  that. 
On  the  contrary,  I  think  it  would  be  a 
reason  why  great  disappointment  would 
not  be  felt  if  the  introduction  of  a  District 
-Councils  Bill  is  postponed  this  Sessicm. 
It  is  very  generally  felt  now  that 
Guardians  do  not  do  their  duty  in  respect 
cl  eanitary  matters,  such  as  water  supply, 
drainage,  and  insanitary  dwellings.  If 
this  Bill  is  passed » the  voters  will  only 
have  themselves  to  blame  if  the  Guardians 
do  not  discharge  theirduties  satisfactorily. 
If  the  measure  can  be  improved  in  any 
respect  I  shall  gladly  accept  Amendments. 
Speaking  for  myself,  if  any  Amendments 
fihould  be  proposed  to  bring  the  Bill  more 
into  harmony  with  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Act  I  shall  be  perfectly  ready 
to  accept  tbem*  I  am  sure  if  hon. 
Members  opposite  will  take  the  trouble 
to  read  the  Bill  they  will  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  it  is  a  bond  fide  attempt 
to  deal  with  admitted  evils. 

It  being  half  after  ¥we  of  the  o'clock, 
further  proceedings  stood  adjourned  till 
4iO-morrow. 

FI^HEfilES  EEGULATION  (SCOTLAlTD) 
BILL.^(No.  53.) 

SECOND   BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.*^ — {Mr.  Marjoribanks,) 

Sir  H.  MAXWELL  (Wigton)  :  I  trust 
the  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  press  the 
Motion  now.  The  Government  are  not 
yet  in  a  position  to  present  their  Bill  on 
the  subject. 

Mr.MARJORIBANKS  (Berwickshire) : 

I  think  I  have  a  right  to  ask  when  the 
Government  Bill  will  be  produced. 
Captain  Ver7iey 


Sm  H.  MAXWELL :  I  am  afraid  I 
cannot  take  the  responsibility  of  saying 
when  the  Government  Bill  will  be  pre- 
sented 

Mfi.MARJORlBANKS :  May  laskthe 
First  Loi'd  of  the  Treasury  ? 
♦l^HE  FIRST  LORD  op  tub  TREA* 
SURY  (Mr,  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  We 
minster)  :  I  think  if  I  were  to  under 
the  management  of  the  af&kirs  of  Soot- 
land,  the  Scotch  Members  would  be 
down  on  me.  I  will  inquire  when  the 
Bill  will  be  ready. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  Friday. 

PDBLIC    iKUSTEE  BILL  [LORDS.] 

(No.  230.)] 
SECOND   BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pix^posed^ 
**  Tliat  the  Order  for  the  Second  Reading 
be  deferred  till  Monday  nex^t." 

♦Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLER  (Wolver- 
hampton, B.)  :  I  should  like  to  know 
whetber  this  is  a  Government  Bill  or 
not  ;  it  waa  a  Government  Bill  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  but  in  our  Paper  the 
asterisk  is  not  placed  opposite  the  Order. 
If  it  is  a  Governmeut  measure  I  want  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether  he  will  deal  with  it  as  he  deals 
with  other  Government  metiaures,  and 
make  such  arrangements  tliat  there  can 
be  such  a  Debate  as  so  important  a 
question  demands. 

♦Mb*  W.  H.  SMITH:  Clearly  a 
measure  of  tliis  importance  does  require 
the  careful  consideration  of  the  House, 
and  I  wiU  take  care  to  make  such 
arrangements  as  will  permit  of  such  con* 
sideration  being  given  to  it.  Of  course, 
after  the  Second  Reading  the  Bill  will  be 
referred  to  one  of  the  Grand  Com- 
mitees. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 


PUBLIC  ACCOUNTS  COMMITTEE, 

Second  Re|x»rt,  with  Minutes  of  Evi- 
dence and  Apiiendix,  brought  up,  and 
read. 

Report  to  lie  ujon  tlie  Table,  and  to  be 
printed,     [No.  157,] 
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GOUBT  OP  JCTDICATUEE    (pROCEDUEB 

On  llotion  of  Mr.  Finlay^  Bill  to  amend  the 
Pro66diire  of  th«  Supreme  Court  of  Judicatory 
in  England,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
FinUy,  Mr.  Asquithf  Sir  Henry  James,  Sir 
dhiirlre  RaBsell,  Mr,  Robert  Reid,  Mr.  Charlea 
Hmll,  and  Mr.  Bruoe^ 

Bill  pretexted,  tuid  read  first  time.  [Bill  245.] 

LOCAL  TAXATION  (CUSTOMS  AlTD  EXCISE) 
DUTIES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  M:r.  Hitchie,  Bill  for  the  diB- 
iribution  and  application  of  certain  Butiea  of 
Custoroa  and  Excise,  and  for  other  purposea 
connected  therewith,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr,  Ritchie,  Mr.  Secretary  Matthewa,  Mr. 
Chanoellor  of  the  Exohe^^uer,  Mr.  Arthur 
Balfour,  and  the  Lord  Advocate. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  arst  time.  [Bill  244.] 

sale  of  intoxicanng  liquors  on  sukbat 
(wales)  act  amenhmekt  bill, 

On  Motion  of  3Ir.  Roberte^  Bill  to  amend 
**The  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday 
<Wale«)  Act^  1881,^'  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
bv  Mr.  Roberta,  Mr.  Oaborne  Morgan,  Bir 
HuBsey  Vivian,  Mr.  Bryn  Roberta,  and  Mr. 
Arthur  WiUiama. 

Hill  pre&ented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  246.] 

'COOTOMS  OONSOLIDATIOK   kCt   (1876)  AMBNEh- 

MEVT  BILL. 

On    Motion  of    Sir  Albert  RolHt»   Bill  to 

further  amend   **  The  Custoroa   Consolidation 

Act,  1876/'  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir 

Albert  RoUit,  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Colonel  Hill, 

Mr,    Sexton,    Mr,    William     M* Arthur,    Mr. 

Madura,  and  Mr.  Craig* 

Bill  presented,  and  read  Brat  time.  [Bill  247.] 

PURCHASE  OF  LAND,  &o.  (IRELAND) 
BILL. 
On  the  Motion  for  Adjournment, 
Sir      W.     LAWSON     (Cumberland, 
<7ockennoiith) :   There  are  still   a  large 
number  of  Members  on  ibis  side  of  the 
House  who  desire    to  take   part  in  the 
Debate  on  the  Irish  Land  Purchase  Bill ; 
and  therefore   I    should   like    to   know 
whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Gro- 
vernment,  in  view  of  this  fact,  to  cloee 
the  Debate  to-morrow  t 

♦Mr,  W.  R  SMITH:  A  definite 
arrangement  has  been  arTiyed  at  be- 
tween both  sides  of  the  House  that  the 
Division    should   take   place   to-morrow 


evening ;  but  with  a  view  of  giving  hon# 
Gentlemen  opposite  a  little  more  lati- 
tude, I  have  given  notice  to  move  the 
Buspenaion  of  the  12  o'clock  Rule.  I 
trust,  however,  it  wiU  not  be  necessary 
for  us  to  sit  unduly  late. 

♦Mn.    E.    ROBERTSON   (Dundee):    I 

do  not  know  whether  it  has  been  repre- 
sented to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasuiy 
or  not ;  but  there  is  a  considerable  body 
of  opinion  on  this  side  of  the  House 
hostile  to  the  progress  of  the  Bill,  which 
has  not  as  yet  found  esipression  in  any 
speech  but  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr,  Labouchere).  I 
would  suggest  to  the  First  Lord  and  the 
Grovemment  that  they  would  lose  very 
little  if  they  gave  us  Friday  as  an 
additional  day  for  the  discussion  of  the 
Bill.  If  we  cannot  raise  the  question  of 
principle  on  tlie  Second  Reading,  I  give 
notice  that  we  shall  raise  it  probably  at 
greater  length  on  every  available  oppor- 
tunity in  Committee. 

•Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLER :  As  there  has 
been  some  captious  newspaper  criticisms 
of  the  length  to  which  this  Debate  has 
extended,  I  would  like  to  recall  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  recollection  the 
actual  time  consumed  on  the  last  great 
Irish  Land  Bill,  namely,  that  of  1881, 
when  the  Party  opposite  were  out  of 
office  and  the  Liberal  Party  were  in 
power.  The  Second  Reading  of  the 
Irish  Land  Bill  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  was  moved 
on  April  25,  1881.  The  Debate  on  the 
Second  Reading  lasted  eight  days,  and 
the  Division  was  not  taken  till  May  1 9 
The  Committee  stage  began  on  May  26, 
and  lasted  37  days.  The  Rc^prtrt  stage  oc- 
capied  three  days,  and  the  Third  Reading 
Debate  lasted  two  days  I  make  no 
prophesy  as  to  the  time  which  will  be 
consumed  on  the  Committee  stage  of 
the  present  Bill,  which  I  may  observe  is 
much  more  complicated  than  the  Bill  of 
1881.  But,  having  regard  to  the  fact 
that  eight  days  were  given  to  the  dis^ 
cussion  on  the  Second  Reading  o'  '*J^* 
Bill  of  1881,  it  is  not  an  un^nffolk  at 
demand  to  make  that  the  pn^etermined 
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•ehouM  not  be  limited 
a  half. 

Sir  J.  PEASE  (Durham,  Barnard 
Castle) :  lu  confirmation  o£  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dundee,  let  me 
eaj  there  are  several  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
this  Bide  of  the  House  who  are  opposed 
altogether  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill, 
aLd  who  have  not  yet  been  heard.  1 
do  not  wish  to  urge  a  course  that  would 
be  inconvenient  to  the  House ;  but  I 
think  it  would  be  convenient  to  Mem- 
bers if  Friday  were  given  up  to  the 
Debate. 

♦CiLFrAiN  VERNE Y :  I  belong  to  the  very 
small  class  of  Members  who  do  not  wish 
to  ipeak  on  the  Bill,  but  who  wish  to  hear 
what  has  to  be  said  ;  and  I  know  there 
is  a  great  deal  to  be  said  that  has  not 
yet  found  the  opportunity  of  expression. 
I  hope  an  additional  day  will  be  given 
on  the  Second  Beading* 

•Mb.  W.  H,  SMITH:  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  has  had  many  oppor- 
tunities of  hearing  the  Debate ;  but  I  have 
not  observed  that  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  always  formed  part  of  the 
limited  audiences  who  occasionally  were 
present  during  the  discussions.  I  have 
myself  been  in  the  House  very  frequently 
when  there  were  not  more  than  15  or  20 
Members  present  for  hours  together,  and 
I  am  not  sure  that  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  was  one  of  them.  I  always 
desire,  as  far  as  possible,  to  meet  the 
wishes  of  hon.  Members  on  both  sides  ; 
but  an  understanding  was  arrived  at  last 
week  that  the  Division  should  be  taken 
to-morrow,  and  on  the  basis  that  a  four 
nights*  Debate  would  be  sufficient.  If, 
now,  on  Wednesday  evening  tho  Govern- 
ment were  to  alter  that  arrangement 
great  inconvenience  would  be  caused  to 
Members  in  all  parts  of  the  kingdom. 
When  a  great  measure  is  before  the 
House  it  is  always  customary  to  arrive  at 
an  understanding  as  to  the  period  of  the 
conclusion  of  the  Debate.  I  hope  that 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  just  spoken 
''*  ^nd  a  further  opportunity  of  eat* 
T  iu^Ti^u'^eir  sentiments  ;  but  they 
X  thmk  1  hi»^  ^y  ^Yieir  short  speeches 
FowUr 


this  evening,  shown  their  decided  opposi- 
tion to  the  Bill.  That  is  a  contribution 
to  the  consideration  of  the  question  that 
both  the  House  and  the  country  will 
value.  At  all  events,  it  will  save  them 
from  the  extreme  disappointment  of  not 
having  expressed  their  opinions.  But 
there  will  be  ample  opportunities  in  the 
future  for  hon.  Members  to  express  thdr 
opposition  to  the  BilL  It  is  true  that 
the  Land  Bill  of  1881  occupied  a  great 
deal  of  time,  but  that  may  be  partly 
owing  to  the  ftict  that  it  was  perfectly 
novel  legislation ;  whereas  the  present 
measure  is  based  on  the  lines  of  measures 
which  have  gone  before  it. 

Mr,  MAEJOREBANKS  :  It  is  true  an 
arrangement  was  arrived  at,  and  I  feel 
we  are  not  entitled  to  expect  an  exten- 
sion of  the  Debate.  I,  however,  in  the 
circmnstanoes,  make  an  od  nii^ericordtofyi 
appeal  to  the  Government  for  Friday 
afternoon.  I  do  not  think  that  would 
cause  any  inconvenience  to  hon.  Members;: 
and  I  would  remind  the  First  Lord  of  tho 
Treasury  that  the  speech  of  the  right  hon 
Gentleman,  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham (Mr,  Chamberlain)  has  given 
the  Debate  a  new  turn,  introducing,  aa 
it  has  done,  many  new  considerations. 

Me.  JESSE  COIiLINGS  (Birmingh&m,, 
Bordesley) :  Friday  afternoon  has  been 
already  fixed  for  the  Allotments  Bill,  and 
therefore  I  hope  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  will  not  yield  to  the  appeals 
made  to  him. 

Db.  HXTNTER  (Aberdeen,  N.) :  I  go  one 
step  further  than  the  hon.  Member  for 
Berwickshire  (Mr.  Marjonbanks),  and 
invite  the  Government  to  take  the  whole 
of  Friday,  Many  hon.  Members  who  are 
totally  opposed  to  the  principles  of  Land 
Purchase  have  not  yet  had  an  oppor* 
fcunity  of  expressing  their  views. 

Me.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  A  great  many 
Irish  Members  who  wish  to  take  part  ia 
the  discussion  have  nut  yet  spoken.  I 
therefore  hope  the  Government  will 
give  way  on  this  very  important  point. 

House  adjoamed  at  five  minates- 
befofo  Six  o'dock. 
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HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Thursday,  Ut  May,  1890, 


LORD  LOUTH. 
Beporfe  made  from  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
that  the  right  of  Randal  Pilgrim  Ralph 
Plankett,  Baron  of  Louth,  to  vote  at  the 
electioos  of  Representative  Peers  for 
Lreland  has  been  established  to  the  satis- 
faction of  the  Lord  Chancellor;  read, 
and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

House  adjourned  daring  pleasure ;  and 
resumed  by  the  Earl  of  Cork  and  Orrery. 

SAT  FIRST. 
The  Lord  Digby,  after  the  death  of 
his  father. 

COMPANIES    (MEMORANDUM    OF 

ASSOCIATION)  BILL.     . 
Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1* ; 
and  to  be  prmted.     (No.  67.) 

Houie  adjourped  at  half  past  Four  o'clock, 

till  To-morrow,  a  quarter  past 

Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  1st  May,  1890. 


FETITION . 

THE  SALFORD  GAS  FRAUDS. 
Mb.  E.  HARDOASTLE  (Salford,  N.) 
presented  a  Petition  from  the  inhabitants 
of  Salford,  praying  for  the  appointment 
of  a  Commission  to  inqnira  into  the 
municipal  contracts  of  that  borough. 

•Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
I  beg  to  ask  whether,  under  the  Standing 
Orders  of  the  House  on  Petitions 
relating  to  matters  of  personal  grievance, 
urgent  in  character,  discussion  can 
arise  on  the  Petition  which  has  just 
been  presented  ?  The  allegation  is  that 
thete  have  been  gross  frauds  at  Salford, 
a  man  now  being  in  gaol  in  connection 
ndth  them,  and  that  an  endeavour  is 
being  made  to  compromise  the  fraud  in 
behalf  of  people  alleged  to  be  parties  to 
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it  by  the  payment  of  a  large  sum  of 
money.  It  is  felt  that  immediate  action 
should  be  taken,  in  order  to  prevent  a 
defeat  of  justice. 

*Mr.  SPEAKER :  I  do  not  think  that 
this  is  a  case  which  comes  under  Stand- 
ing Order  No.  20,  which  makes  exception 
of  instances  of  personal  grievance.  If 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  presented  a 
Petition  from  any  person  in  gaol  there 
would  have  been  a  distinct  diSerence  in 
the  case.  As  I  understand  it,  the  case 
is  one  of  a  general  grievance,  which  the 
hon.  Member  can  take  an  early  oppor- 
tunity of  bringing  forward. 

•Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  The  grievance 
is  rather  a  personal  one  of  the  rate- 
payers, who  have  been  defrauded  of  an 
enormous  sum. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  :  That  is  the  very  dis- 
tinction to  which  I  referred.  The  Stand- 
ing Order  makes  exception  in  favour  of 
personal  grievances  of  such  pressing 
urgency  as  to  justify  immediate  Debate. 
The  case  which  the  hon.  Member  has 
brought  forward  is  one  of  general 
grievance. 

QUESTIONS. 


BURY  ST.  EDMUNDS  ASSIZES. 

Lord  ELCHO  (Ipswich):  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  what  public  advantage  is 
gained  by  holding  separate  Assizes  at 
Bury  St.  Edmunds,  where  there  is  no 
gaol  accommodation ;  whether  he  is 
prepared  to  consider  the  advisability  of 
doing  away  with  these  Assiz?s ;  whether, 
while  the  matter  is  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Government,  he  will,  in  order 
to  prevent  the  repetition  of  cases  of 
innocent  men  being  taken  backwards 
and  forwards  in  chains  between  Ipswich 
and  Bury,  forbid  absolutely  the  use  of 
chains  and  irons  in  the  conveyance  of 
untried  and  tractable  prisoners ;  aud 
whether  the  practice  of  indiscriminately 
chaining  untried  prisoners  together,  and 
conveying  them  backwards  and  forwards 
from  the  gaol  to  the  place  of  trial,  pre- 
vails anywhere  else  in  the  United 
Kingdom  1 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Matihews, 
Birmingham,  E.)  :  The  question  of  hold- 
ir^  Assizes  for  iiie  County  of  SufEolk  at 
Bury  or  elsewhere  cannot  be  determined 
3U 
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solely  by  the  absence  of  gaol  ace  >inmo- 
dation.  There  are  many  places  where 
thare  is  no  prison  aiid  where,  neverthe- 
less, Assizes  and  Quarter  Sessions  are 
held.  Baf ore  doing  away  with  Bury  Assizas 
the  Government  would  require  evidence 
that  local  opinion  was  in  favour  of  the 
change,  and  that  it  would  promote  the 
convenience  of  Judges,  magistrates, 
jurors,  and  witnesses  in  civil  and 
criminal  cases.  So  far  as  Prison  Autho- 
rities are  concerned,  they  would  prefer 
an  Assize  town  in  which  there  was  a 
prison,  and  I  hop 3  the  Local  Authorities 
will  feel  the  necessity  of  providing  ac- 
commodation for  prisoners  awaiting  trial, 
so  as  to  obviate  the  necessity  of  con- 
veying them  backwards  and  forwards. 
I  am  informed  that  there  is  no  practice 
of  indiscriminately  chaining  untried 
prisoners  together.  Old  offenders  and 
first  offenders  are  carefully  kept  separate. 
I  have  more  than  once  given  instructions 
that  handcuffs  and  chains  are  not  to  be 
used  unless  a  prisoner  is  violent  or  an 
escape  or  rescue  is  apprehended.  But 
throughout  England  the  use  of  handcuffs 
and  liglit  chains  in  cases  of  necessity  is 
permitted  by  the  Prison  Rules ;  and  so 
long  as  Governors  of  prisons  are 
criminally  responsible  for  an  escape  they 
must  be  allowed  some  means  of  securing 
prisoners  in  places  where  they  might 
easily  run  off.  It  has  been  considered 
in  practice  less  conspicuous,  less  offen- 
sive, and  more  secure  to  handcuff  one 
arm  to  the  warder's  arm  than  to  have  a 
warder  holding  each  prisoner  by  the 
collar.  I  am  quite  of  opinion  that 
untried  prisoners  should  be  treated  with 
as  much  consideration  as  is  consistent 
with  their  safe  custody. 

POLICE  SUPERANNUATION  BILL. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  :  I  b^g  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  when 
the  Police  Superannuation  Bill  will  bo 
introduced  and  in  the  hands  of 
Members  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  The  Bill  is  now  in 
the  hands  of  the  Parliamentary  draftsmen, 
and  will  be  introduced  as  soon  as 
possible. 

CONDITION  OF  SOUTH  COAST  ROADS. 

Mr.  THOMAS    HENRY    BOLTON 

(St.    Pancras,    N.) :    I   beg  to  ask  the 

Secretary     to    the    Local    Government 

Mr.  MatthetuM 


Board  whether  he  is  aware  that  one  of 
the  principal  coast  roads  in  the  South  of 
England,  at  Lancing,  in  Sussex,  has 
become,  through  incursions  of  the  sea, 
impassible,  to  the  great  inconveniece  of 
the  public ;  and  whether  he  will  inquire 
into  the  matter,  with  the  view  of  com- 
pelling those  responsible  for  the  main- 
tenance of  the  rcMbd  to  restore  the  same 
to  a  proper  state  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Loko, 
Wilts,  Dc3vizes) :  I  am  aware  that  the 
coast  road  at  Lancing  has  become, 
through  incursions  of  the  sea,  impas- 
sible. This  condition  of  things  has,  I 
believe,  existed  for  some  years.  The 
Local  Government  Board  have  no  powers 
under  which  they  could  determine  the 
question  as  to  the  persons  on  whom  any 
liability  to  re -instate  the  road  may 
devolve,  nor  to  compel  the  restoration  of 
the  road.  The  re-instatement  of  the 
road  without  sea-defences  would,  I 
believe,  be  of  little  service. 

HULL  GRAMMAR  SCHOOL. 

Mr.  LENG  (Dundee) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  hon.  Member  for  Penrith  (Mr.  J.  W. 
Lowther)  if  he  can  explain  why  the 
Charity  Commissioners,  having  authorised 
the  sale  of  the  ground  and  buildings  of 
the  old  Free  Grammar  School  at  Hull, 
and  sanctioned  the  purchase  of  a  piece  of 
land,  declaring  by  their  order  that  it  was 
to  be  used  for  the  site  of  new  school 
buildings,  and  having  approved  the  plans 
of  the  new  school  1o  be  erected  from  the 
proceeds  of  the  sale  of  the  old  school, 
ultimately  intimated  they  would  not 
permit  the  new  building  to  be  proceeded 
with  until  the  school  was  endowed,  it 
having  previously  existed  for  400  years 
without  such  endowment;  whether  it 
is  the  case  that,  under  the  present  head 
master,  who  is  conducting  the  school  in 
temporary  and  inconvenient  hired  pre- 
mises,  the  number  of  scholars  has  risen 
from  40  to  nearly  200 ;  and  whether, 
under  the  circumstances,  the  Charity^ 
Commissioners  will  consider  the  desir- 
ability of  providing  better  accommoda- 
tion without  delay  ? 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumberland, 
Pennth)  :  The  Charity  Commissioners 
authorised  the  sale  of  the  ground  and 
buildings  of  the  Old  Free  Grammar 
School  at  Hull,  and  sanctioned  the  pw> 
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not  suspended  in  connection  with  the 
Eidley  Commission,  but  because  there 
were  no  vacancies  present  or  in  the  near 
future. 

OFFICERS  OF  THE  SAVINGS  BAMK 
DEPARTMENT. 
Mr.  CEEMER  (Shoreditch,  Haggera- 
ton)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether  the  Treasury  haye 
refused  to  g^raut  the  Second  Class  offioerg 
of  the  Savings  Bmk  Department  more 
tlian  7  i>er  cent,  of  their  average  salaries 
as  compensation  for  16  percent,  more 
work  recently  imposed  upon  them  by  the 
introduction  of  the  seven  hours  working 
day  in  that  Department  ;  whether  the 
then  Lower  Division  clerks  in  that 
Department  received  15  per  cent,  on 
their  average  salaries  when  the  system 
was  applied  to  them  in  January,  1889  ; 
whether  the  maximum  salary  of  the 
Second  Class  has  baen  increased  £50 
only,  while  that  of  the  Lower  Division 
has  been  increased  by  £150  since 
January,  1889  j  whether  the  Second 
Class  otfioyrs  referred  to  have  had  three 
times  the  length  of  service  of  the  Lower 
Division,  and  are  now  engaged  upon 
sapertor  work  ;  and  whether,  in  view  of 
the  superior  claims  of  the  Second  Clajas, 
he  will  consider  whether  some  further 
corapenssifcion  can  be  awarded  them  ? 
♦The  chancellor  o*  the  EXCHK- 
QLJER  (Mr.  Goschkn,  St  George^ 
Hanover  Square)  ;  The  hon.  Member's 
question  rests  upon  the  fallacy  that 
compensation  for  the  extra  hoar  is  to  be 
^iven  on  the  sime  scale  as  the  payment 
for  the  other  six  hours.  The  Royal 
Commission  were  doubtful  whether  any 
compensation  for  the  extra  hour  waa 
necessary  for  Classes  above  the  Lower 
Division,  and  the  same  opinion  was 
expressed  in  a  Debate  in  this  House, 
We  have  gone  beyond  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Royal  Commission  in 
granting  an  allowance  for  the  extra  hour 
ia  the  Savings  Bank  Department,  and 
we  trust  that  the  House  will  support  ua 
in  refusing  further  demands, 

THE    POLICE     BUILDINGS     ON      THE 
THAMES    EMBANKMENT. 
Mr.       cavendish       BENTINCK 
(Whitehaven)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  he  is  rt?sponsible  for  the  adop- 
tion of  the  design  of  2^Ir.  N.  Shaw,  R.A.| 
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chase  of  a  piece  of  land  for  a  site,  and 
approved  plans  for  a  new  school,  in  the 
expectation,  which  failed  through  local 
opposition  to  ba  realised,  of  being 
enabled  to  provide  an  endowment  i6T 
it  from  other  charitable  endowments  in 
Hall.  The  Charity  Commissioners  have 
always  declined  to  permit  the  whole 
endowment  of  the  Free  Grammar  School 
to  be  absorbed  in  building,  and  the 
foundation  to  be  re*organised  under 
scheme  without  any  endowment,  in  face 
of  the  comi>etition  which  would  arise 
from  existing  schools  in  the  town,  and 
frjni  a  new  8ch(3ol  to  be  shortly  started 
upon  the  Hymers*  Endowment  of 
£50,000.  The  Charity  Commissioners 
arc  quite  prepared  to  consider  the  de- 
sirability of  raising  sufficient  fands  to 
provide  better  accommodation  for  the 
school. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  EXAMINATIONS. 

CAPm^j  M*CALM0NT  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  thi.^  Tre^iaury  whether, 
pending  the  re-organisitiou  of  the  Civil 
Service  in  connection  with  the  Ridley 
Commission,  the  usual  examinations  in 
the  Lower  Division  of  the  Civil  Service 
have  been  suspended  since  August,  1887^ 
whether,  on  the  Order  in  Council  re- 
organising ths  Lower  Division  of  the 
Civil  Service  beiag  issued,  it  is  now 
intended  to  hold  an  examination  on  1 3th 
May ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  many 
young  men,  who  have  spent  a  couple  of 
years  in  preparation,  will  bo  a  month  or 
two  over  ngo  at  that  date  ;  and  whether, 
conoid 9 ring  that  no  notification  was  given 
that  snch  an  interval  as  two  and  a  half 
or  nearly  three  years  would  elapse  before 
another  examination  should  take  place, 
Bttch  candidates  will  be  allowed  some 
extsnalon  of  the  maximum  age  at  the 
forthcoming  examination  1 

Trk  SECRETART  to  THE  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jacesojt,  Leeds,  N.)  :  It  ia 
true  that  there  has  been  a  suspension  of 
opan  competitive  examinations  for  Lower 
Division  Clerkships  since  August,  1887  ; 
but  both  by  answers  to  questions  in  this 
House  and  by  advertisemrnta  in  news- 
papers, candidates  were  warned  some  time 
ago  that  no  date  could  bo  fixed  for  the  next 
examination.  The  rule  as  to  age  is  fixed 
by  the  Order  in  Conncil,  and  consequently 
cannot  be  varied  at  discretion  in  favour 
of  individualB.    The  examinations   were 
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for  the  Police  Buildings  lately  erected 
on  the  Thames  Embankment ;  whether 
the  Commissioners  of  Woods  and  Forests 
as  Trustees  of  the  Grown  Lands  on  which 
these  buildings  have  been  erected,  pro- 
tested against  the  design,  or  made  any 
representations  with  respect  to  it,  and 
whether  he  will  produce  any  correspon- 
dence on  the  subject  which  may  have 
taken  place ;  and  why  these  designs, 
before  being  carried  into  execution,  were 
not  submitted  for  the  inspection  of  the 
Members  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  I  am  responsible 
for  the  adoption  of  the  designs  for  the 
Police  Buildings  on  the  Embankment. 
It  IS  not  the  fact  that  the  Commissioners 
of  Woods  and  Forests  protested  against 
them.  The  designs  were  before  the 
OflBce  of  Works  and  the  Office  of 
Woods  for  the  purpose  of  satis- 
fying them  that  the  building  did  not 
infringe  certain  conditions  considered 
necessary  for  the  protection  of  adjoining 
Crown  Land.  They  made  no  representa- 
tion adverse  to  the  designs.  It  has  never 
been  the  practice  to  submit  the  designs 
of  Police  Buildings  to  the  inspection 
of  Members,  and  many  other  large  public 
buildings  have  been  erected  without  such 
inspection.  The  original  designs,  from 
which  some  variation  has  been  made, 
were  exhibited  in  the  Royal  Academy  in 
1887  and  wore  favourably  noticed  in  the 
Press.  Having  regard  to  the  results  of 
the  most  conspicuous  recent  instance  of 
a  competition  in  designs  for  a  large 
public  building,  I  preferred  to  select  an 
eminent  architect  on  whose  artistic  and 
practical  knowledge  full  reliance  could 
be  placad.  I  cannot  in  the  space  of  an 
answer  argue  the  point  whether  the 
style  is  or  is  not  out  of  harmony  with 
surrounding  buildings.  Th  design  was 
submitted  to,  and  sanctioned  by  me,  and 
I  consider  it  to  be  a  successful  solution 
of  the  difficult  architectural  problem  of 
providing  accommodation  for  a  staff  of 
some  300  persons  upon  a  site  limited  in 
dimensions,  and  the  building  appears  to 
me  worthy  of  its  bite  and  its  purp  )se. 

Mr.  CAVENDISH  BENTINCK :  Is 
there  no  correspondence  on  the  subject 
between  the  Home  Office  and  the  Office 
of  Woods  and  Forests  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  have  stated  the 
purport  of  the  communication. 
Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinch 


TREATMENT    OF    UNCONVICTED 
PUISONERS   IN  SCOTLAND. 

Mr.  ANGUS  SUTHERLAND  (Suther- 
land)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  case  of  a  boy  named  Bobert  Hood, 
an  apprentice  printer  in  Ayr,  who  was 
recently  apprehended  on  a  charge  of 
assault,  was  marched  through  the  public 
streets,  handcuffed  between  two  police- 
men, to  Ayr  Prison,  and,  on  arrival 
there,  was  stripped  of  his  own  clothes, 
forced  into  a  cold  bath,  compelled  to 
assume  the  prison  garb,  given  oakum  to 
pick,  and  eventually  was  brought  before 
the  Sheriff  to  emit  his  declaration  clad 
in  the  prison  dress ;  and  whether  it  is 
consistent  with  the  regulations  of  Her 
Majesty's  Prisons  that  an  untried,  un- 
convicted prisoner,  who  may  bo  proved 
innocent  of  the  charge  against  him, 
should  be  subjected  to  such  treatment  7 

•Thb  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  Robertson,  Bute):  The  facts  of 
this  case  are  materially  different  from 
those  indicated  in  the  question.  There 
being  reasonable  ground  for  apprehend- 
ing an  escape,  the  constables  secured  the 
wrists  of  the  accused,  but  not  with  hand- 
cuffs. When  Hood  came  to  the  prison 
he  was  supplied  with  a  warm  bath  and 
clean  clothes,  which  are  set  apart  for 
untried  prisoners,  and  he  availed  himself 
of  these.  He  was  told  that  he  might 
either  work  or  not  as  he  liked,  but  that 
if  he  chose  to  work  he  would  be  credited 
witli  marks,  which  meant  money  on 
going  out,  and  he  preferred  working. 
When  he  went  before  the  Sheriff  he  did 
so  in  the  clean  clothes,  going  and  return- 
ing by  a  private  passage.  He  was  in  the 
prison  for  only  five  hours.  His  treat- 
ment while  in  prison  was  consistent  with 
the  regulations. 

SECOND  DIVISION  CLERKS. 
Mb.  TUITE  (Westmeath,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  issue  an  Order  in  Coun- 
cil to  give  effect  to  Clause  29  of  the 
TrcBsury  Minute  of  the  10th  August, 
1889,  which  recommends  the  creation  of 
a  class  of  "  special  employes  of  an  order 
lower  than  the  Second  Division,"  or 
'*  persons  of  the  class  of  Statistical  Ab- 
stracters;" and,  if  so,  whether  he  can 
state  when  such  Order  in  Council  will 
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probably  bo  promulgated  ;  and  whether 
it  is  coatemplated  to  promote  meritorioas 
writers  of  long  a^rrica  to  the  class  re* 
fdrred  to  ? 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN'  :  The  Treasury  do  not 
consider  it  necessary  to  issue  an  Order 
in  Council  creating  a  general  class  of 
emplogSs  of  an  order  lower  than  the 
Second  Division.     If  the  Head  of  a  De- 

rtment   considers  that   a  part  of  the 

cirk  of  iiis  Department  oug^ht  to  be 
Jone  by  such  a  class  of  ernployia^  the 
Treasury  will  consider  the  point  with 
him.  The  question^  therefore,  as  to  the 
promotion  of  copyists  into  such  a  class 
has  not  arisen. 


THE  HORSLEYON-TYNE  POST 
OFFICE. 
Mb.  mac  mi^ES  (Xorfchumberland, 
Hexham) :  I  beg  to  a^k  the  Postmaster 
General  for  what  public  advantage  the 
business  of  the  Post  Office  at  Horsley-on' 
Tyno  has  b^en  remoyed  from  the  place 
where  it  has  been  conducted  for  many 
years  to  the  sritisfaction  of  the  neigh  - 
bourhood  ? 

•The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (ilr. 
Raikes,  Cambridge  University) :  In  con- 
sequence of  the  resignation  of  the  Sub- 
Postmaster  at  Horsley,  the  Post  Office  in 
that  village  has  b-*en  removed  to  his 
successor's  premises.  I  am  not  aware 
that  the  removal  has  caused  any  public 
inconvenience. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COMPETITIVE  EX. 

AMI  NATIONS. 

Mr.  JOHN  KELLY  (Camberwell, 
N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  daring  the  last  thrje  years  no  open 
competitive  examinations  for  the  Lower 
Division  of  the  Civil  Service  have  been 
held,  aud  that  on  this  account  all  Civil 
S:?rvica  writers  under  25  years  of  age 
have  during  such  period  l>een  debarred 
from  entcTing  such  Division  by  examina 
tion,  arTiingements  will  b3  made  for  the 
admission  of  such  of  the  writers  into 
the  Second  Division  as  may  have  been  so 
debarred  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  The  OfEcial  Regula- 
tions limit  the  age  up  to  which  copyists 
can  compete  for  Second  Division  Clerk- 
ships to  25,  or  5  years  beyond  the  age 
fixed  for  ordinary  compL^tition,  and  the 
Tiieasury  do  not  consider  that  they  can 
extend  the  limit. 


LX3RD  LIEUTENANT  OF   GLAMORGAN- 
SHIRE. 

Mb.  SAMUEL  EVANS  (Glamorgan, 
Mid):  1  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Dj^pa rtment  whether 
he  can  state  when  the  appointment  of 
the  Loi-d  Lieutenant  of  Glamoi^gan- 
shire  will  be  made. 

Me.  MATTHEWS  :  I  am  informed  by 
the  Prime  Minister  that  the  appoint- 
ment will  be  made  in  the  course  of  next 
week. 

THE  INHABITED  HOUSE  DUTY. 

Mr.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Cimncelbr  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether  it  be  true,  as  seems  to 
be  understood  by  some  tax-col  lee  tora  in 
the  country,  that  when  a  householder 
occupies  two  adjoining  tenements  which 
communicate,  and  of  which  the  joint 
rental  exceeds  £60,  whilst  each  of  the 
reutalSj  taken  separate ly»  would  qualify 
for  a  reduction,  he  will  be  deprived  of 
any  reduction  under  the  proposed  altera- 
tion in  the  Inhabited  House  Duty,  and 
will  have  to  pay  the  whole  rate  of  duty; 
and,  in  the  affirmative  case,  will  he  take 
steps  to  remedy  the  alleged  grievance  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Under  the  existing 
law  two  tenements  in  one  occupation 
with  inter-communication  are  chargeable 
as  one  house,  and  the  reduction  in  the 
duty  would  make  no  difference  in  this 
respect.  I  cannot  admit  that  there  is  a 
grievance*  as  practically  the  householder 
in  question  is  occupying  premises  of 
which  the  rental  exceeds  £60, 

THE  CHARGE  OF  THE  LIGHT  BRIGADE 
ATBALAKLAVA, 

Mb.  NORRIS  (Tower  Hamlets,  Lime- 
house)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  be  can  state  if  it 
is  a  fact,  as  reported,  that  more  than 
30  men  who  took  part  in  the  Charge 
of  the  Light  Brigade  at  Balaklava  are 
now  in  absolute  want;  if  so,  whether 
any  steps  have  been  or  will  be  taken  to 
afford  them  some  relief ;  and  if  any 
balance  remains  out  of  the  Patriotic 
Fund,  or  if  there  is  any  other  fund 
applicable  to  such  a  purpose? 

♦The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Horn  castle)  :  I  have  no  information  in 
my  possession  which  will  enable  me  to  say 
whether   the  fact  quoted  by   mj    bon. 
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Frieiid  is  correct,  though  I  am  makiiig 
some  inquiry  into  it.  I  have  considered 
'  whether  the  Government  will  be  justified 
in  proposing  to  provide  any  special  pen- 
sion, for  these  men.  But  at  present  I  see 
this  difficulty :  that  it  is  almost  impos- 
sible to  draw  any  hard  and  fast  line 
between  the  survivors  of  the  Light 
Brigade  in  this  ever  memorable  Charge 
and  the  men  who  performed  the  duties 
assigned  to  them  with  great  gallantry  and 
even  more  hardships  in  the  trenches  before 
Sebastopol,  or  in  some  of  the  stirring  itici- 
dents  of  the  Indian  Mutiny.  I  understand 
that  this  csise  is  being  met  by  a  public 
subscription  ;  but  the  House  will,  I  am 
sure,  agree  with  me  that  in  one  way  or 
another  any  proved  destitution  in  this 
case  ought  to  be  relieved. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.) :  Is 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  no 
fewer  than  six  of  the  survivors  of  the 
Light  Cavalry  Charge  are  at  present 
inmates  of  workhouses  in  England  ? 

•Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  I  have  seen  that 
statement  in  the  newspapers  ;  but  I  am 
ilot  aware  whether  it  is  true  or  not. 

Mr.  NORBIS  :  I  will  call  attention  to 
the  subject  on  the  Estimates. ' 

MARRIAGES  IN  MALTA. 
Mb.  de  COBAIN  (Belfast,  E.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  with  reference  to  the 
communication  appearing  in  the  Malta 
Gazette^  of  the  27th  March  last,  under 
the  name  of  General  Sir  John  Lintorn 
Simmons,  Her  Majesty's  recent  Plenipo- 
tentiary to  the  Papal  See,  indicating  the 
intention  of  Her  Slajesty's  Government 
to  introduce  a  project  of  law  in  the 
Council  of  Government  in  Malta,  to  in- 
valid Ue  all  marriages  between  contract- 
in?  partias  one  of  whom  is  a  Roman 
Catholic  and  the  other  not  so,  which  are 
not  celebrated  uccording  to  the  form 
established  by  the  Council  of  Trent, 
whether  the  issue  of  such  marriages  will 
be  held  in  the  legal  sense  to  be  illegiti- 
mate, and  whether  such  regulations  will 
come  into  force  before  the  British  Parlia- 
ment has  had  an  opportunity  of  express- 
ing an  opinion  on  the  matter;  whether 
one  of  the  provisions  of  the  Protocol 
between  Sir  John  Lin  torn  Simmons  and 
the  Papal  See  is  to  extend  this  law  in 
its  application  to  all  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects in  Her  African  Possessions  ;  and, 
if  such  be  the  case,  will  Parliament  be 
Mr,  E.  Sfnnhop^ 


permitted  to  review  such  provisioii  be- 
fore its  final  ratification ;  and  whether 
he  has  any  objection  to  submit  to  the 
House  the  substance  of  the  conoenioiis 
made  by  these  Protocols  to  the  Papal 
See  t  .       - 

rrsB  UNDER  SECRETARY  o? 
STATE  FOB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  J.  Febgusson,  Manchester,  N.E.) :  (1) 
The  present  law  of  Malta  (which  is  the 
Canon  Law)  will  be  in  no  way  altered 
by  the  proposed  Bill  as  to  marriages  in 
which  one  or  both  parties  is  a  Cai^oHc; 
but,  whereas  it  is  believed  that  the  pre- 
sent law  throws  doubt«  on  the  validity 
of  marriages  in  which  neither  party  is 
a  Catholic  and  not  celebrated  according 
to  the  Decrees  of  the  Council  of  Trent, 
the  proposed  Bill  will  remove  those 
doubts  and  make  the  marriages  abso- 
lutely valid.  (2)  There  is  no  such  pro- 
vision in  the  Protocol.  (3)  Papers  show- 
ing the  arrangements  made  with  the 
Papal  See  will  be  presented  when  the 
instrument  is  in  complete  form. 

Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  (Woiverhamp- 
ton,  E.) :  Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
lay  on  the  Table  a  copy  of  the  despatch 
of  Sir  Lintorn  Simmons  in  reference  to 
the  validity  of  these  marriages  in 
Malta? 

•Sib  J.  FERGUSSON:  I  must  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  repeat  that 
question. 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTING. 
Mb.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether,  as  the  Board  have  struck 
out  at  the  instance  of  Local  Authorities 
Clause  6  of  the  Board's  Model  Order 
prohibiting  a  supply  of  electricity 
beyond  the  area  of  supply,  he  is  pre- 
pared to  make  a  similar  concession  to 
Electric  Lighting  Companies ;  and 
whether  he  will  grant  to  companies  the 
same  concession,  namely,  an  appeal  to 
the  Board  of  Trade  in  the  matter  of 
compulsory  works,  which  the  Board 
made  to  Local  Authorities  at  their  recent 
interview  with  the  officials  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  on  the  24th  of  April  last  ? 

♦The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Bbach,  Bristol, 
W.) :  My  answer  to  the  first  inquiry 
must  be  in  the  negative,  seeing  that  the 
position  of  a  company  limited  to  an  area, 
and  possibly  with  other  companies  in 
adjoining  areas,   is  distinct  from   that  of 
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a  Local  Authority  having  jurisdiction 
oyer  their  own  local  district,  even 
though  this  should  ba  larger  than  their 
area  of  supply.  As  regards  the  second 
inquiry,  I  am  prepared  to  treat  com- 
panies and  Local  Authorities  alike. 

COLLECTORS  OF  INLAND  REVENUE. 

Mb.  O'HANLON  (Cavan,  E.> :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  the  regulations  allowing  assis- 
tance in  the  offices  of  the  Collectors  of 
Inland  Revenue  daring  the  absence  on 
leave  of  clerks  has  been  withdrawn ;  if 
representations  have  been  made  by 
collectors  of  their  inability  to  grant  the 
Whole  of  the  annual  leave  to  clerks,  more 
espdcially  where  the  s'afE  consists  of  three 
clerks  only ;  and  what  provision  it  is  pro- 
posed to  make  so  that  the  annual  leave 
allowed  under  the  regulations  may  not 
be  lost  to  such  clerks  ? 

Mb,  JACKSON :  I  am  informed  that 
in  consequence  of  the  re  arrangement  of 
the  bosioess  in  collectors*  offices,  with  a 
view  to  the  increase  of  the  salaries  of 
clerks,  the  practice  of  allowing  assistance 
when  clerks  where  on  private  leave  was 
discontinued,  and  the  regulations  relative 
to  all  officicals  in  Somerset  House  ex- 
tended to  the  country  offices.  In  a  few 
instanc.s  representations  have  been  made 
to  the  Boai^  on  the  matter  of  leave  to 
clerks;  but  they  consider  that,  with  proper 
arrangement^  in  the  respective  offices,  all 
clerks  may  obtain  their  leave  within 
each  official  year.  There  does  not  appear 
to  be  any  necessity  to  alter  the  existing 
regulations. 

THE  HOUSE  DUTY. 

Mb.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether,  for  considerations  of 
public  policy,  he  will  remit  the  House 
Daty  upon  Fire  Brigade  Stations,  which 
are  occupied  as  barracks  by  the  firemen, 
and  as  stabling  for  the  horses,  engines, 
and  appliances  ? 

Mb.  GOSCHEN.:  The  hon.  Member's 
question,  I  think,  involves  the  delicate 
relations  of  Imperial  and  of  local  finance, 
and  I  am  not  sure  how  far  such  a  con- 
cession would  carry  me.  As  I  stated  the 
other  day,  the  inevitable  efEect  of  remis- 
sions of  Hoose  Duty  in  one  quarter  is  to 
lead  to  farther  claims  for  exemption  in 
another.     At  the  same  time,  if  the  case 


of  the  Fire  Brigade  Station  is  an  isolated 
one,  I  do  not  say  that  it  could  not  be 
taken  into  consideration. 

THE  VOLUNTEER  DRILL  HALL  IN 

COLCHESTER. 
Mr.  CAUSTON  (Southwark,  W.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  what  annual  contribution  is  made 
by  the  Government  towards  the  main- 
tenance of  the  Volunteer  Drill  Hall  at 
Colchester,  and  to  whom  is  it  paid  ;  and 
whether  the  hall  is  available  for  public 
and  political  meetings  without  distinction 
of  Party ;  and,  if  so,  upon  what  terms  P 

•Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  :  No  direct  con- 
tribution to  the  Drill  Hall  at  Colchester 
is  made  by  the  War  Office  ;  but  the 
Volunteers  there  receive  the  usual 
capitation  allowances.  The  use  to  be 
made  of  the  Hall  is  within  the  discretion 
of  the  commandinjg  officer. 

CUSTOMS'  OFFICERS. 

Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  it  is  intended  that  the  inquiry 
into  the  position,  duties,  and  grievances 
of  the  officers  of  the  Out-door  Depart- 
ment of  Her  Majesty's  Customs  shall 
include  the  duties  and  position  of  the 
boatmen  or  watermen  employed  in  the 
Customs  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Yes ;  it  is  intended 
to  include  the  case  of  the  boatmen  in  the 
inquiry,  and  so  they  would  have  been 
informed  if  they  had  applied  for  infor- 
mation direct,  instead  of  seeking  it 
through  that  political  intervention  which 
I  always  deplore. 

CRETE. 

Mr.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  AfEairs  if  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  a  further  telegram  in  the 
Manchester  Guardian  of  the  29th  instant, 
dated  Canea,  Saturday  last,  that  the 

**  OfiScer  Hassan  Bey,  who  outraged  the  girl 
Marie  Damanaki,  has  been  arrested,  but  Chakir 
Pasha  is  endeavouring  to  screen  him  by  pre- 
tending that  the  girl  has .  changed  her  re- 
ligion ;•' 

and  whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  use  their  influence  to  prevent  such 
a  miscarriage  of  justice  ? 

•Sir  J.  FERGtrSSON :  We  have  no 
reason  to  believe  that  the  inquiry  will 
not  be  fairly  conducted.     Should  there 
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be  any  probability  of  a  failure  of  justice 
Her  Majesty's  Consul  will,  no  doubt, 
report. 

COLONIAL  GOVERNMENT  SECURiriES. 

Mr.  peter  Mcdonald  (siigo,  n.)  : 

I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether  he  has  now  considered 
the  question  of  permitting  Trustees  to 
invest  their  Trust  Funds  in  Colonial  Go- 
vernment Securities ;  and,  if  so,  what 
conclusion  has  he  arrived  at? 

•Me.  GOSCHEN:  A  Dapartmental 
Committee,  as  I  think  the  House  is 
aware,  was  appointed  to  consider  how 
the  difficulties  connected  with  the  ad- 
mission of  Colonial  Stocks  into  the 
category  of  trust  investments  might 
best  be  surmounted,  in  the  event  of  its 
being  thought  desirable  to  take 
steps  to  provide  for  their  admis- 
sion. The  Report  of  the  Committee  has 
been  presented  to  the 'Treasury,  but  I 
have  not  yet  had  time  to  consider  their 
conclusions. 

MURDER  AND  SDICIDE. 
Mb.  WILLIAM  CORBET:  I  beg  to 

ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  if  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  number  of  murders  as 
reported  in  the  Press,  committed  during 
the  present  year  followed  by  the  suicide 
or  attempt  at  suicide  of  the  persons  who 
committed  the  acts  ;  and  are  any  records 
kept  from  which  statistical  information 
as  to  the  murders,  homicides,  and 
suicides,  committed  by  lunatics,  and  not 
included  in  the  Judicial  Statistics,  such  as 
the  tables  given  for  1885,  p.  81,  can  be 
obtained  ;  and  if  so,  will  he  lay  a  Return 
on  the  Table. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  informed  by 
the  Lunacy  Commissioners  that  the 
number  of  suicides  in  institutions  for 
the  insane  amongst  single  patients  is 
returned  by  them  in  Appendix  B2  of 
their  42rl  Report,  and  has  been  given  in 
former  3eirs  ;  but  that  they  know  of  no 
record  (other  than  the  Judicial  Statistics), 
of  homicides  and  suicides  by  lunatics  not 
under  care  and  control. 

ASSESSMENT  OF  LODGING  HOUSES. 
Mr.  MACLURE  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Stretford) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  when  he  will  submit 
to  the  House,  in  a  definite  form,  his  pro- 
poials  for  placing  lodging  houses  on  an 
Sir  J.  Ferj/itsMn 


equality  with  hotels  as  regards 
ment  to  Inhabited  House  Duty,  and  from 
what  date  this  alteration  in  the  incidence 
of  the  duty  is  to  take  effect  ? 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  The  new  propc»alg 
as  regards  lodging  houses  are  contained 
generally  in  the  Customs  and  Inland 
Revenue  Bill.  The  Inland  Revenue 
Department  will  lose  no  time  in  framing 
such  Regulations  as  may  be  necessary  to 
give  effect  to  these  proposals,  and  they 
will  be  known  long  before  the  next 
assessment  of  the  Inhabited  House  Duty 
takes  place. 

RABID    DOJS. 

Mr.  FARQUHARSON  (Dorset,  W.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Agriculture  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  Report  of  the 
Executive  Committee  of  the  London 
County  Council  for  the  quarter  ending 
March  31st  last,  which  states  that  the 
number  of  rabid  dogs  for  the  quarter  is 
seven  as  against  two  in  the  corresponding 
quarter  of  last  year ;  whether  the  alleged 
general  increase  of  rabies  in  scheduled 
districts  has  been  accompanied  by  a 
corresponding  increase  in  the  cases  of 
hydrophobia  ;  in  how  many,  if  any,  of 
the  alleged  outbreaks  of  rabies  relied  in 
by  the  Board  of  Agriculture,  in  justifying 
the  Muzzling  Order,  was  the  alleged  rabid 
dog  under  the  observation  of  a  veterinary 
surgeon  of  experience  while  still  living  ; 
whether  the  remuneration  of  veterinary 
surgeons  employed  by  the  Board  depends 
in  any  way  upon  the  number  of  dogs 
declared  rabid;  and  whether,  owing  to 
to  the  increase  of  rabies  in  the  scheduled 
districts,  he  can  hold  out  any  hopes  of 
withdrawing  the  Muzzling  Order  ? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD  of 
AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  Chaplin,  Lincoln- 
shire, Sleaford)  :  1  must  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  postpone  the  question. 

MURDERS  IN  GREECE. 
Me.  SCHWANN:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  telegram  from  Athens  of 
Monday  last,  28th  April,  which  appeared 
in  the  Daily  News  of  the  29th  April,  to 
the  following  effect : — 

**  On  the  24th  and  26th  instant  two  Chris- 
tians  were  killed  at  Gasneliani  aod  Ghara,  in 
the  district  of  Monofasti.  The  murder  at 
Chara  is  ascertained  to  have  been  committed 
by  Tnrks;" 
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aBd  if  he  will  ascertain  tlie  truth  of 
the  truth  of  these  detailed  allegationB, 
and,  in  case  they  prtjve  to  be  true,  take 
all  possible  steps  in  his  power  to  cause 
the  gnilty  parlies  to  be  brought  t-o  justice 
and  punished  for  their  crimes  1 
♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  These  particu- 
lar crimes  have  not  yet  been  reported  to 
the  Foreign  OiBce  ;  but  mui^ders  of  both 
Christians  and  Mussulmans  are,  unfor- 
tunately^  of  common  occurrence*  Her 
Majesty's  Consul  has  standing  orders  to 
ext?rt  himself  in  the  interests  of  justice. 


I 
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r  OFFICE  SAVINGS  BANK 

CLEltK8. 
CAUSTON :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  whether  be  will 
state  the  average  length  of  service  and 
salary,  and  the  maiimum  of  the  (then) 
Lower  Division  in  the  Post  Office  Savings 
Bank  prior  to  the  introduction  of  a 
seven  hour^'  working  day  for  this  lx»dy 
in  January,  1889;  whether  he  will  also 
static  the  average  length  of  service  and 
salary  and  the  maximum  of  the  Second 
Class  officers  of  the  old  establishment 
who  have  recently  been  ordered  to  work 
seven  hours  a  day  ;  whether  both  these 
bodies  have  been  placed  in  the  new 
Second  Division  of  the  Service  with  a 
maximum  of  £3.'i0  per  annum,  the  im- 
mediate compensation  fi>r  the  seventh 
hour  being  in  both  cases  XI 5  per 
annum  ;  whethr?r  he  will  grant  some 
inerjas'd  compensation  to  the  Second 
Class,  who  have  only  received  six  per 
cent,  of  their  average  salaries  for  16  per 
cent,  more  work,  while  the  Lower 
Division  have  received  14  per  cent,  ;  and 
whether  the  Second  Class  have  lu*en  and 
are  engaged  on  superir>r  work  to  that  of 
the  Lower  Division  clerks^  their  juniors 
in  the  office  ? 

•Mb.  RAIKES  :  I  can  easily  state  the 
average  length  of  service  and  salary  of 
the  two  bodies  of  officers  referred  to  by 
the  boD,  Member  on  a  given  datp— say, 
the  31st  of  December,  1888.  The  first 
body  of  officers  mentioned  in  the  question 
had,  on  that  djite,  an  avenige  lenerth  of 
service  of  five  years,  with  an  averas'e 
f-alary  of  £113,  The  average  length  of  ser- 
vice of  the  second  body  was  19  years,  with 
an  average  silary  of  £261.  Care  was, 
however,  taken  '\\\  placing  the  oiBcers  of 
these  two  ^  bodies  on  the  new  Second 
Division,  tro  place  them  at  the  proper 
points  of  the  new  scales  of  salary,  and  to 


give  to  thera  the  proper  increment  to 
which  in  each  case  they  were  entitled, 
so  that  so  far  from  losing,  they  have  all 
gained  by  the  change  which  has  taken 
place*  No  further  compensation  will  be 
granted  to  either  body,  and  it  is  obvious 
that  the  seniors  were  necessarily  em* 
ployed  on  higher  work  than  their 
juniors. 

COUNTY   COURT   KEGISTRARS. 

Mr.  JOHN  ELLIS  ;  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  if  he  can  inform  the 
House  how  many  Registrars  of  County 
C*ourts  reside  within  the  district  of  their 
Coarts,  as  required  by  Section  25  of 
^^  The  County  Courts  Act,  1888";  and 
whether  steps  are  being  taken  to  enforce 
the  provisions  of  tliat  section  in  the  case 
or  Registrars  not  so  residing  t 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir  B. 
Webster,  Isle  of  Wight)  :  I  am  informed 
that  out  of  500  Registrars  of  the  County 
Courts,  471  either  reside  in  their  districts 
or  have  their  places  of  business  as 
practising  solicik>r8  in  the  Cuurt  towns* 
Of  the  remaining  2 0^  five  were  appointed 
before  the  year  1850,  12  are  Registrars 
of  Metropolitan  County  Courts,  and  three 
have  only  just  been  appointed,  and  will 
reside  within  their  districts.  As  to  the 
remaining  nine  I  have  no  information. 
In  April,  1888,  after  the  pfissing  of  the 
County  Courts  Consolidation  Act  the 
Loid  Chancellor  brought  to  the  notice  of 
all  the  County  Court  Judges,  with  whom 
the  appointment  of  Registrar  rests,  the 
provisions  as  to  residence,  and  his  atten- 
tion has  not  baen  called  to  any  ca83 
since  the  County  Courts  Act,  1888, 
came  into  operation. 

CHARGE  AGAINST  AN  IRISH 
JJAGIHITRATE. 

Mr.  O'HANLON  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whether 
complaints  have  reached  him  that  a 
certinn  Magistrate,  who  holds  a  com- 
mission of  the  ptiace  for  Londonderry 
City,  at  the  last  Assize  Court,  requested 
jurors  to  make  a  certain  judgment  in  a 
case  before  the  Court,  and  during  the 
case ;  and  whether,  if  this  be  proved  to 
be  a  fact,  be  will  call  the  attention  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor  to  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  No  complaint  of  the 
kind  baa  reached  the  Irish  Govern- 
ments 
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THE  BERLIN  LABOUR  CONFERENCE. 

;  Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower  Ham- 
lets, Poplar)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  what  action  the  Gk)vem- 
ment  propose  to  take  in  order  to  carry 
out  the  recommendations  of  the  Berlin 
Labour  Conference;  and  whether^  the 
House  will  have  an  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing the  resolutions  come  to  by  the 
Conference? 

•Thb  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  Westminster)  : 
Tfee  resolutions  of  the  Berlin  Labour  Con- 
ference are  now  under  the  consideration 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  will 
be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
without  any  unnecessary  delay.  Her 
Majesty's  Governm2nt  are  not  yet  pre- 
pared to  specify  the  particular  measures 
which  they  may  hereafter  propose  for 
the  consideration  of  Parliament  on  the 
subject.  If  the  hon.  Member  desires 
to  raise  a  discussion  on  the  resolutions  of 
the  Conference  he  can  do  so  by  the 
ordinary  Parliamentary  means. 

Mb.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.)- 
la  presenting  the  resolutions  will  the 
Government  also  lay  upon  the  Table  the 
proceedings  of  the  Conference  ? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  apprehend  that 
the  usual  course  in  regard  to  Papers  of 
this  character  will  be  taken,  and  that 
Papers  will  be  presented  in  the  ordinary 
course. 

RELIGIOUS  DIFFERENCES  IN  INDIA. 
Mb.  JAMES  MACLEAN  (Oldham^ : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  if  he  can  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  the  substance  of  any 
Reports  received  during  the  last  10 
years  from  officers  in  charge  of  districts 
in  India  regarding  conflicts  on  the 
subject  of  cow-killing  or  similar  religious 
difEerences  between  Hindoos  and  Maho- 
medans  ? 

•The  under  SECRETARY  op  STATE 
FOB  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gobst,  Chatham) :  No, 
Sir  ;  there  are  no  special  Reports  made 
upon  conflicts  arising  from  religious 
difEerencss  in  India  ;  and  such  a  Return 
as  that  asked  for  is,  therefore,  impracti- 
cable. 

LEPROSY  IN  UPPER    BURMA. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras,  E.)  :  I 
beg     tu  ask    the    Under    Secretary    of 


State  for  India  whether  it  is  a  &€t,  as 
stated  by  the  Press,  ^*  that  the  prevalence 
of  leprosy  in  Upper  Burma  is  attracting 
some  attention";  and,  if  such  is  the 
case,  whether  any  practicable  steps  can 
be  taken  by  the  authorities  to  prevent 
its  spreading  into  other  parts  of 
Burma  ? 

•Sib  J.  GORST :  No  information  has 
reached  the  Secretai7  of  State  about  the 
prevalence  of  leprosy  in  Upper  Burma  ; 
but  he  is  aware  that  proposals  have  been 
made  for  establishing,  with  Government 
aid,  a  lepers*  home  at  Mandalay.  When 
the  Leper  Bill  now  before  the  Indian 
Legislature  becomes  law,  it  will  become 
possible  to  segregate  lepers  in  Upper 
Burma  and  for  Local  Bodies  to  assign 
funds  for  the  maintenance  of  lepers. 

THE  TELEGRAPH  UMON   STAFF. 

Mb.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W  )  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  why 
any  difference  is  made  in  the  sick  pay  of 
the  commercial  and  engineering  branches 
of  the  Telegraph  Union  Staff,  the  former 
being  two-thirds  and  the  latter  one-half; 
whether  the  difference  made  between 
the  London  and  Provincial  branches  of 
the  commercial  staff  is  on  account  of  the 
cost  of  living,  and,  if  so,  why  it  does  not 
apply  also  to  the  engineering  branch ; 
and  whether  he  can  explain  why,  while 
Inspectors  have  received  two  increments 
of  pay  during  the  last  two  years,  first 
£50,  then  £30,  per  annum,  with  a  year's 
back  pay,  the  foremen  have  only 
received  2s.  per  week  increment,  and 
the  linemen  nothing  at  all  since  their 
transfer  to  the  Public  Service. 

•Mb.  RAIKES  :  The  whole  question  of 
the  payment  of  servants  of  the  Post 
Office  during  their  absence  on  account 
of  sickness  is  now  under  consideration 
and  I  trust  that  it  may  be  possible  to 
arrive  at  an  early  decision.  The  lion. 
Member  is  under  a  misapprehension  in 
supposing  that  the  Inspectors  have  had 
their  scale  of  pay  increased  twice  during 
the  last  two  years,  and  that  the  foremen 
and  linemen  have  derived  so  little  benefit 
from  their  transfer  to  the  Public  Service ; 
but  I  may  explain  that  whilst  the  duties 
of  the  latter  officers  have  scarctly  changed 
at  all,  those  of  the  former  have  become 
much  more  important 
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EXCISE  LICENCES  IN  CORK. 
Mil.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) :  I 
feeg"  to  ask  the  Attorney  Geneml  for 
Ireland  whether  the  fiue  of  Thomas 
Oorbestt,  who  was  convicted  on  the  3rd 
of  March  at  Ballymartle  Petty  SeesionSt 
County  Cork,  of  having  a  revolver  with- 
oat  an  Excise  licence,  was*  ]mid  by  his 
master,  Mr.  J.  B.  Coughlan,  a  lociil 
Magistrate  ;  whether  the  Magistrate  for- 
^mrded  a  recommendation  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  that  the  fiue  should  be 
reduced ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
evidence  was  given  that  Corljett  had 
fired  off  his  revolver  while  sttmding  in 
the  dour  of  a  public  liouso,  and  also  on 
the  public  road ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  District  Inspeet<ir  of  the  Royal 
Irish  Constiibulary  stated  that  Coi'bett 
was  one  of  the  w^orst  charact:;rs  in  the 
district;  has  his  fine  been  red  ace  d  ;  on 
what  grounds  kas  no  prosecution  l>een 
instituted  against  Corbett ;  and  whether 
Corbett's  licence  to  carry  anus  will  Ixs 
continued  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  The  reply  to  the 
inquiry  in  the  first,  second,  and  fifth 
paragraphs  is  in  the  affirmative.  (3)  I 
understand  that  the  evidence  was  not 
gone  into,  the  man  hivin|L^  pleaded  g;uilty. 
(4)  The  District  Inspector  reprts  that 
the  statement  he  made  was  not  that  the 
man  was  one  of  the  worst  characters  in 
the  district,  but  that  ho  was  reckless 
when  under  the  influence  of  drink.  (6) 
No  additional  prosecution  was  in.stituted 
against  the  man,  as,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Local  Authorities,  the  prosecution  under 
the  Gun  Licensing  Act  would  meet  the 
requirements  of  the  case.  (7)  The  man 
has  ceased  to  be  in  the  employment  of 
Mr.  Coghlan,  and  no  longer  holds  a 
licence  to  have  or  carry  arms. 

THK  LEOGFIELD  LU.VATIC  ASVUJM. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  CORBET  (Wicklow, 
E*}  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Dapartment  if  las  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  following 
paragraph  in  the  Daihj  Xews  of  the  28th 
April,  1890,  with  r<;ference  to  the  Re]x>rt 
of  the  Commissioners  of  Lunacy  on  the 
subject  of  the  iU-treatment  of  ijatienta 
in  the  Ledgfield  Lunatic  Asylum  : — 

'*  These  (iffidjilH  slatfs  lh:it  they  were  sutiafied 
tbat  three  >ttteudautti  wtjre  guilty  of  ill -treat* 
iD«at  to  patieDtn  under  their  charge,  and  they 


declare  that  diamiasah  with  a  month*i  waijes  ia 
lieu  of  notice,  waa  aiterly  disproportionate  to 
the  ofTtiOCt);  *' 

can  he  siy  when  the  o&nc©  was  coro- 
mitted ;  what  is  the  da  to  of  the  Commis- 
sioners- Report  to  which  reference  is 
made ;  what  was  the  nature  of 
the  injuries  inflicted  on  the  patient:^  ; 
did  the  patients  die ;  and  why  were 
not  steps  taken  to  bring  the  atten- 
dants to  justice,  and  is  it  too  late  now  to 
do  so. 

•Mr.  iMATTHEWS  :  The  ill-treatment 
was  alleged  to  have  taken  place  on 
several  occasions  prior  to  Srd  January 
this  year.  The  paragraph  is  based  on 
an  entry  made  by  the  Visiting  Com- 
missioners in  the  book  of  the  Durham 
County  Asylum  of  the  13th  Febmary, 
No  patient  died,  and  uo  steps  were 
taken  to  bring  the  offenders  to  justice,  as 
the  Visiting  Commissioners  did  not  con- 
sider that  Buflicient  evidence  was  forth- 
coming to  justify  proceedings  being 
taken. 

LUNATIC    PATIENTS. 
Mr,  WILLIAM  CORBET:  I  beg  to 

ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  all  persons  having 
charge  of  single  patients  alleged  to  be 
mentally  affected  are  bound  by  the  Act 
of  1889  to  transmit  all  letters  of  such. 
patients  to  the  Home  Office  unopened ; 
and  whether  it  is  the  custom  to  reply  to 
or  acknowledge  the  rticeipt  of  such 
letters  ;  and,  if  not^  what  guarantee  have 
the  writers  that  the  requirements  of  the 
Act  are  observed  or  how  are  they  to 
know  whether  their  communications  have 
or  have  not  been  forwarded  1 

♦Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  The  duty  of  for- 
warding such  letters  unopened  to  a 
Secretary  of  State  is  laid  down  by 
Section  41  of  the  Lunacy  Act,  1890.  It 
is  not  the  custom  for  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  reply  officially  to  such  letters. 
When  a  letter  is  received  from  any 
lunatic  which  is  tolerably  coherent  it  is 
at  once  referred  to  the  Commissioners 
in  Lunacy  for  sjiecial  inquiry  and  report, 
and  the  action  which  is  taken  thereupon 
by  the  Commissioners  is  held  to  be  a 
sufficient  answer  to  the  letter  of  the 
patient  and  a  sufficient  guarantee  that 
his  complaints  have  l>een  attended  to. 
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Lunatic  Asylum,  1832 


THE    POSTMASTEKSHIP    OF 
WATER  FORD. 

Me.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Monaghao, 
N.):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  the  occasion  of  the  present 
vacancy  for  a  Postmaster  at  Waterford 
will  be  taken  advantage  of  to  create  a 
flow  of  promotion  amongst  the  class  of 
Postmasters  in  Ireland,  who  are  not 
usually  given  other  outside  appointments, 
in  the  same  manner  as  was  lately  carried 
out  in  England  and  Scotland  ? 

•Mr.  RAIKES  :  I  shall  be  very  glad  if 
I  find  among  the  candidates  recom- 
mended to  me  the  name  of  an  Irish 
Postmaster  whom  I  can  promote  to  be 
Postmaster  of  Waterford.  The  mode 
suggested  in  the  hon.  Member's  question 
has  recommended  itself  to  me  in  several 
cases  ;  and  he  may  rest  assured  that  the 
question  whether  it  should  or  should  not 
be  adopted  also  in  the  present  case  will 
be  distinctly  before  me  when  the  vacancy 
at  Waterford  comes  to  be  filled. 


THE 


LABOURERS'  DWELLINGS 
ACTS. 


Sib  CHARLES  LEWIS  (Antrim,  N.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  whether,  having  regard  to  the 
great  and  increasing  interest  taken  by 
the  class  of  agricultural  labourers  in 
Ireland  in  the  question  of  the  Amend- 
ment to  the  Labourers*  Dwellings  Acts, 
the  Government  will  consider  the  pro- 
priety of  .  introducing  Amendments  to 
the  Irish  Land  Bill,  when  it  reaches  the 
Committee  stage,  to  provide  that  all 
tenants  who  become  purchasers  of  their 
holdings  under  the  Bill  shall  be  bound  to 
make  duo  provision  for  the  proper 
housing  of  the  labourers  working  upon 
such  holdings. 

Mr.  madden  :  As  my  hon.  Friend  is 
aware,  there  is  provision  made  in  the 
Purchase  Bill  for  giving  to  labourers  in 
Ireland  certain  benefits  in  localities 
where  the  Guardians  have  not  taken  ad- 
vantage of  the  Labourers'  Dwellings 
Act.  I  may  say,  on  behalf  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary,  that  he 
will,  of  course,  be  glad  to  consider  in 
Committee  any  proposals  which  may 
carry  out  more  effectually  the  objects 
aimed  at  by  that  part  of  the  Land 
Parchase  Bill  which  deals  with  labourers' 
cottages. 


RENT  REDUCTIONS  IN  WESTMEATH. 
Mb.  TUITE  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  whether  he  has 
received  a  copy  of  a  resolution  adopted 
unanimously  by  the  MuUingar  Board  of 
Guardians  on  tiie  3rd  instant,  and  pub- 
lished in  the  Westmeath  Examiner  of  the 
4th  instant,  complaining  of  the  in- 
sufficient reductions  in  rent  given  by  the 
Westmeath  Sub-Commission  at  their 
recent  sittings  in  Mullingar;  and  whether, 
considering  the  dissatisfaction  and  dis- 
content which  such  decisions  have  pro- 
duced, he  will,  in  the  intsrests  of  peace 
and  order,  consider  the  desirability  of 
transferring  some  of  the  other  Sub-Com- 
missions to  the  county  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  A  copy  of  the  reso- 
lution mentioned  was  received.  If  the 
parties  are  dissatisfied  with  the  decision 
referred  to  they  can  appeal.  It  would 
not  be  proper  for  the  Government  to 
issue  directions  to  the  Court  of  the  Irish 
Land  Commission  upon  complaints  made 
by  either  landlords  or  tenants,  with 
reference  to  any  decisions  of  Assistant 
Commissioners  upon  their  cases. 

DUN  DRUM  LUNATIC  ASYLUM. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  CORBET :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  police  were 
called  in  to  quell  a  disturbance  in  the 
Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum,  Dundrum,  on 
the  27th  April ;  whether  this  is  the  first 
time  the  police  were  called  on  to  act  in 
the  Asylum ;  what  was  the  origin  of  the 
outbreak  ;  and  will  any  inquiry  bo  made 
into  the  management  of  this  Institu- 
tion? 

Mr.  madden  :  The  reply  to  the  in- 
quiry in  the  first  paragraph  is  in  the 
affirmative,  to  that  in  the  second  paragraph 
in  the  negative.  The  origin  of  the  dis- 
turbance was  the  withdrawal  of  certain 
extras.  The  Inspectors  of  Lunatic  Asy- 
lums have  already  arranged  to  inquire 
generally  into  this  Institution  at  an  early 
date. 

Db.  tanner  (Cork,  Mid)  :  By  whose 
authority  were  the  police  called  in  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  I  cannot  tell. 

Db.  tanner  :  Was  it  by  order  of 
the  Magistrates,  or  otherwise  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  The  hon.  Member 
had  better  give  notice  of  the  question, 
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DESTRUCTION  OP  WOODS  IN  IRE- 
LAND. 

Mb.  FLYNN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  if  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  Judgment 
of  Mr.  Commissioner  McCarthy  in  the 
Land  Purchase  Court  last  week,  in  which 
he  strongly  deprecated  the  destruction  of 
ancient  woods  by  landlords  who  have 
sold  their  estates  under  Lord  Ashbourne's 
Act ;  and  if  the  Government  will  intro- 
duce any  measure  debarring  landowners 
who  sell  under  the  Ashbourne  Act  from 
devastating  the  localities  in  which  such 
properties  are  situated  as  referred  to  in 
the  Judgment  of  the  learned  Com- 
missioner ? 

Mb.  madden  :  The  Government  are 
fully  alive  to  the  importance  of  the  sub- 
ject. So  far  as  their  information  goes 
the  greatest  part  of  the  injury  is  due  to 
the  actions  of  the  purchasers.  The 
Government  will  gladly  consider  any 
practical  suggestion  which  may  be  made 
for  dealing  with  the  question. 

DERBY  GAOI. 

Mb.  O'HANLON  :  I  bsg  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  if  he  can 
explain  why  Djrry  Gaol  has  been  for 
several  months,  and  is  still,  without  a 
Catholic  chaplain ;  whether  prisoners 
committed  for  a  term  over  one  month 
have  been  sent  to  Belfast,  a  distance  of 
100  miles;  whether  policemen  are  taken 
off  their  other  business  to  go  this  long 
journey  ;  and  whether  he  will  state  the 
cost  of  policemen  in  connection  with  this 
duty  since  the  order  was  made,  and  the 
cost  connected  with  the  prisoners  for  the 
same  period? 

Mr.  madden  :  With  reference  to  the 
inquiries  in  the  first  two  paragraphs,  I 
beg  to  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the 
reply  given  to  the  question  on  this 
subject  put  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Donegal  on  17th  February.  (3) 
The  prisoners  are  conveyed  under  police 
escort.  It  is  part  of  the  duty  of  the 
police  to  act  as  escorts  on  such 
occasions.  (4)  The  General  Prisons 
Board  are  at  present  unable  to  afford  the 
information  indicated  in  the  last  para- 
graphy  as  they  have  not  yet  received 
from  the  Constabulary  their  claims  for 
the  period  named. 


LIGHT   RAILWAYS  IN  IRELAND. 

Mb.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land whether,  in  considering  the  merits 
of  the  various  lines  of  railway  suggested 
to  be  made  under  the  Light  Railways 
Act  of  last  Session,  the  attention  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  in  Council  was  called  to 
the  following  passage  in  the  Report  of 
the  Royal  Commission  on  Irish  Public 
Works  (page  50) : — 

**  In  the  County  of  Kilkenny  is  a  district 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  practical  and  profes- 
sional men,  cootiins  ^ilarj^e  store  of  coalkao <ra 
to  be  useful  for  many,  though  not  all,  of  the 
purposes  for  which  English  and  Welsh  coal  is 
used.  This  coalfield  is  already  worked  to  an 
appreciable  extent  for  local  purposes ;  but 
though  within  10  to  20  miles  of  three  lines  of 
railway,  has  never  been  opened  up  by  a  branch 
line." 

and  whether  the  development  of 
snch  an  industry  was  one  of  the 
main  objects  of  the  Act  of  last  Session  ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  suggest  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  the  advisability  of 
favourably  considering  the  claims  of  the 
industry  and  district  in  question,  in 
scheduling  any  further  Light  Railway 
schemes  ? 

AIr.  madden  :  The  Lord  Lieutenant 
in  Council  had  its  attention  called  to  the 
reference  made  by  the  Royal  Commis- 
sioners in  their  Report  to  complaints 
made  to  them  in  the  terms  quoted  in  the 
question.  As  already  stated,  in  reply  to 
previous  questions,  it  would  be  premature 
to  consider  any  further  proposals  for 
light  railways  until  the  cases  of  the 
schemes  already  scheduled  have  been 
finally  disposed  of. 

THE  CASE  OP  THE  "  QUEEN  v.  RYE." 
Dr.  TANNER:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  if  it  is  a 
fact  that  Mr.  Harold,  J.P.,  of  Crookr- 
town,  was  requested  or  advised  by 
authority  not  to  adjudicate  in  the  recent 
cas3  at  Ci-ookstown,  County  Cork,  of  the 
Queen  v.  Rye  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  I  am  informed  that 
Mr.  Harold  voluntarily  refused  to  adjudi- 
cate upon  the  case. 

De.  TANNER:  May  I  ask  whether 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
proposes  to  change  the  veuue  from  the 
County  of  Cork  in  order  to  afiEord  some 
chance  for  a  true  bill  to  be  found  ? .     -* 
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Mb.  MADDEN:  I  cannot  say  at 
present  what  conrse  will  be  taken. 

Db.  tanner  :  Is  it  not  the  fact  that 
Mr.  Howard  has  been  called  npon  to 
Ikppear  in  Conrt  and  produce  all  the 
letters  and  telegrams  which  have  passed 
between  himself  and  me  in  his  capacity 
as  one  of  my  constituents  ] 
.  Mr.  madden  :  I  cannot  say  whether 
that  is  so  or  not. 

Dr.  tanner  :  Am  I  to  understand 
that  the  Chief  Law  Officer  of  the  Crown 
in  Ireland  is  not  aware  that  a  summons 
has  been  served  on  this  gentleman  to 
produce  these  documents  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
must  not  understand  anything  of  the 
kind. 

Dr.  TANNER :  Then   I  beg  to  ask, 

Sir 

•Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  ! 

Dr.  TANNER:    It  is  a  question  of 
privilege. 
•Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order  ! 

THE  SHANNON  DRAINAGE  W0RK3. 

Mr,  PATRICK  JOSEPH  O^BRIEN 
(Ttpperary,  N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  whether,  in 
view  of  the  large  sums  of  money  already 
expended  in  the  Shannon  Drainage 
Works,  which  have  produced  no  visible 
beneficial  result,  and  in  consideration 
of  the  widespread  dissatisfacfcion  and 
anxiety  that  prevails  in  the  district 
amongst  all  classes  of  the  ratepayers,  as 
evidenced  by  such  resolutions  as  that 
passed  by  the  Grand  Jury  at  the  last 
Nenagh  Assizes  on  the  subject^  he  will 
consent  to  a  Parliamentary  inquiry  into 
the  whole  project  in  relation  to  the 
fishery  interests  involved  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Member  to  postpone  this  and  the  two 
other  questions  upon  the  same  subject 
which  appears  in  his  name. 

REALTY  IN  IRELAND. 
Mr.  MARUM  (Kilkenny,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  aslc  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  the  circumstance  that  the  realty  of 
England,  Wales,  and  Scotland  has  rapidly 
risen  in  value,  especially  during  the  last 
20  years,  and  is  still  rising,  whilst  the 
taxable  basis  of  loc  vl  taxation  have  re- 
mained stationary,  and  are  50  per  cent, 
under  present  actual  values ;  that  the 
realty  of  Ireland  is  diminishing  in  value 


to  the  extent  that  th^ ' . '  ;h  taxable  basil 
is  now  higher  than  actual  values,  as 
determined  by  the  Irish  Land  Commis- 
sion tribunals ;  whether  the  incidence  of 
local  taxation  in  Ireland  is  at  present  rela- 
tively heavier  than  that  of  those  other 
kingdoms  or  divisions  of  the  United 
Kingdom ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  the 
above  and  of  the  proposed  syndication  of 
the  local  taxes  of  Ireland,  or  portion 
thereof,  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Purchas3  of  Land  andClongestsd  Districts 
(Ireland)  Bill,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  prepared  to  re-adjust  such 
unequal  incidence  of  local  taxation  by 
establishing  an  uniform  taxable  basis 
and  uniform  rating  thereunder  through- 
out the  United  Kingdom,  or  by  corre- 
lative Imperial  contributions  in  aid  or 
otherwise,  before  such  provisions  shall 
become  operative,  or  to  grant  an  inquiry 
whether  such  proposed  asset  of  hypothe- 
cation is  a  fair  and  equal  burden  upcm 
Ireland  for  such  purpose  ? 

•MR.GOSCHEN:  The  lion.  Memberhas 
kindly  given  me  private  notice  of  his 
question ;  and  I  think  he  will  be  satisfied 
that  the  points  he  raises  could  be  better 
dealt  with  in  Committee  on  the  Irish 
Land  Purchase  Bill  than  in  an  answer 
to  a  question  across  the  floor  of  the 
House. 

MR   GEORGE  SANDS. 

Mr.  CLANCY :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  whether  an  inquiry  i^ 
being  made  as  to  the  charges  against 
Mr.  George  Sands  ;  if  so,  where  it  is 
being  held  and  who  is  holding  it  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour.  Manchetf- 
ter,  E.)  :  I  think  the  hon.  Member  had 
better  give  notice  of  the  question. 

THE  LICENSING  BILL. 

•Sir  W.  LAWSON  (Cumberland, 
Cockermouth)  :  I  wish  to  know  from 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether 
the  Bill  dealing  with  licences  is  already 
printed? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  It  is  printed, 
and  I  believe  that  it  will  be  circulated 
to-morrow. 

LEAVE  OP  ABSENCE. 
Mr.  Bolitho  fcr  one  week,  on  accQunt 
of   urgent   private    affairs. — (Mr.    An-^ 
8truther,) 
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PUBLIC  PETmOXS  COMMIITEE, 
Eighth  Report  brought  up,  and  read; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  aud  to  be  printed. 

SITTINGS  OF  THE  HOUSE  (EXCEPTION 
FRO:«  THE  STANblKG  ORDER). 

Ordered — 

*'  That  the  ^roc^dinga  on  the  Secoad  Read- 
ing  of  the  Purchrma  of  Land  and  Congested 
L^iAtHcts  (freland)  Hill,  it  under  discuiaion  al 
at  Twelve  o'clock  ihia  nitfht,  hf^  not  interruptdd 
under  the  StandJDf^  Order,  SiLtioga  of  the 
House/*— (If r.  WilUam  Hmty  Smtth,) 


ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


^M  PURCHASE  OF  LAND  AND  CONUESTED 
H  DISTRICTS  (rRELAKD);RILL,-(No.  199.) 
^P  SEC?OND  READING.      [iDJOUSKED  DEBATE.] 

^1         Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
^V     Debate;    on    Amendment     proposed     to 
Question  [2lsb  April],  "That  the  Bill  be 
^^     now  read  a  secoad  time/* 

^P  And  which  Amendment  was,  to  leave 
^^  out  the  word  **now,"  and,  at  tho  end  of 
the  Question,  to  add  the  worda  **  upon 
this  daj  six  months, — *'  {Mr,  PamelL) 

Qaeation  again    proposed,  '*That  the 
word  ^  now  *  stand  part  of  the  Qaestion." 

Debate  resumed. 

•(4,20.)  The  CHIEF  SECRETARY 
roR  IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balpour:  : 
Mr.  Speaker,  no  doubt  there  are 
speakers  of  weight  and  authority  in  the 
Hod 66  who  have  still  to  addreRS  us 
against  the  Bill  which  we  are  now 
engaged  in  diacnsiiing ;  but  I  suppose  I 
am  not  wrong  in  assuming  that  during  the 
course  of  the  three  days'  Debate  we  have 
had  on  this  subject  the  main  lines  of  attiick 
have  developed  themselves.  We  have  had 
three  speakers  from  the  Fi"ont  Opposition 
Bench,  including  the  leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition ;  w^c  have  had  a  speech  from  the 
leader  of  the  Nationalist  P«rty  in  this 
House  ;  and  we  have  had  a  speech  from 
a  gentleman  of  an  authority  among  hon. 
Memb.^rs  b*3low  the  Gangway  secoud  only 
to  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork — -I 
mean  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo. 
We  have  had,  besides,  utterance  given 
to  the  views  of  that  section  of  the  Radical 
Party  which  is  represented  by  the  senior 
Member  for  Northampton.  I  presume, 
therefore,  we   are   in    pooseasion  of  the 


general  objections  which  are  taken  on 
I  the  other  side  of  the  Hnuse  to  the 
measure  which  it  has  been  my  duty  to 
bring  forward.  I  think  it  will  be  ad- 
nnitted  by  all  those  who  have  followed 
the  Debate  closely,  as  I  have  had  to  do, 
that  the  attack  upon  this  Bill,  though 
often  violent  in  form,  has  in  reality  been 
rather  hesitating  in  substance.  These 
who  used  apparently  the  most  decisive 
aud  vigorous  language  against  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Government  seemed  them- 
selves  to  be  more  or  leas  hamjiered  by 
the  feeling  that  this  Bill  is  in  accordance 
with  the  best  traditions  of  every  Party  in 
this  Hou83,  and  that  they  themselves  pro- 
bably had  been  parties  to  recommending 
proposals  not  based  on  fundament  illy  or 
radically  different  lines,  and  that  pos- 
sibly, in  obeying  the  natural  instinct  of 
an  Opposition  which  is  to  oppose  wlmt- 
ever  the  Government  may  bring  for- 
ward, they  may  not  have  k^en  pursuing 
the  best  interests  of  that  portion  of  the 
United  Kingdom  whose  welfare  I  am 
sure  they  have  at  heart.  One  speaker 
indeed  there  was  quite  undisturbed  by 
inconvenient  reminiscences.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
pounded  away  at  this  Bill  for  two  hours 
the  other  night  without  apparently  recol- 
lecting that  he  was  a  party  to  a  measure 
open  to  all  the  most  vital  objections  which 
he  brought  forward  with  such  force  and 
ability.  I  am  well  aware  that  in  the  view 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  general 
history  of  the  Liberal  Party  is  a  blank 
between  the  Union  and  the  year  1885; 
apfiarently  in  the  matterof  Land  Purchase 
the  blank  continues  till  the  summer  of 
1886.  He  entirely  ignores — he  never 
said  one  woi'd  to  suggest  that  he  had  the 
slightest  recollection  of  the  pi'oposal  to 
which  he  was  a  party  only  three  years 
ago.  Now,  Sir,  it  would  he  very  easy 
to  drag  up  previous  speeches  of  hon.  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  as  ample 
proof  of  the  merits  of  this  Bill,  and  of 
their  inconsistency  in  opposing  it.  It 
would  require  far  less  industry  than  some 
of  them  have  devoted  to  exhume  the 
obscure  placards  aud  election  addresses 
of  certain  friends  of  mine  on  this  side  of 
the  House.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
now  seem  to  regard  it  as  in  no  way 
embarrassing  to  have  their  previous 
utterances  quoted  against  them.  Custom 
has  hardened  tliem  to  that  operation. 
But  they  apparently  still  credit  us  with 
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sufficient  regard  for  consisienej  to  be 
annoyed  by  any  apparent  proof  that  it  is 
absent.  I  notice,  indeed,  that  even  the 
most  industrious  among  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  have  not  been  able  to  extract 
anything  from  my  speeches  to  serve 
their  turn,  though  I  have  no  doubt 
they  have  devoted  special  efforts  to 
that  branch  of  research,  and  I  pre- 
suma,  therefore,  I,  at  all  events, 
cannot  be  charged  with  departing  in  any 
way  from  a  policy  which  I  have  con- 
sistently advocated  for  the  last  10  years. 
I  shall  not  wasta  the  time  of  the  House 
by  accumulating  proof  on  proof  from 
these  old  speeches  of  the  discrepancy 
which  exists  between  the  present 
attitude  and  the  former  professions  of  the 
opponents  of  this  Bill ;  it  is  sufficient 
that  I  should  deal  with  the  speeches  that 
have  been  made  during  the  last  three 
days.  I  think  it  will  be  admitted  that 
those  speeches  were  made  from  a  very 
remarkable  variety  of  points  of  view.  One 
hon.  Member  who  made  a  maiden  speech 
— ^and  a  very  good  speech  it  seemed  to 
me  to  be — against  this  Bill,  the  other 
night,  appeared  to  think  that  the  fact 
that  the  attacks  have  been  made  upon 
the  Bill  from  such  a  variety  of  quarters 
was  a  reflection,  not  upon  the  assailants 
but  upon  the  assailed.  That  would  be 
true  if  all  those  attacks  were  mutually 
self-supporting,  but  it  is  not  true  if 
those  attacks  be,  as  they  certainly  are, 
mutually  destructive.  If  the  objections 
urged  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
the  Bench  opposite  do  not  supplement 
but  contradict  the  objections  of  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway,  that  does 
not  show  that  the  Bill  is  bad,  bat  that 
the  opposition  is  disorganised.  And  I 
venture  to  think  that  it  is  far  more  con- 
clusively proved  by  this  Debate  that  the 
opposition  is  disorganised  than  that 
the  Bill  is  open  to  serious  criticism. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby  and 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  Bridgeton 
Division,  who  have  spoken  with  all  the 
authority  cf  the  regular  Opposition, 
asked  why  a  Bill  of  this  kind  was  not  to 
be  extended  to  England  and  Scotland, 
while  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  and 
every  representative  politician  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  have  always 
maintained  that  the  position  of  the  Irish 
land  question  is  so  peculiar,  and  that  its 
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peculiarity  arises  so  directly  from  his- 
torical causes  for  which  this  conniay  is 
more  or  less  responsible,  that  the  case  of 
Ireland  must  be  dealt  with  on  an  en- 
tirely different  basis  from  that  of 
England  and  Scotland.  Again,  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Derby  said  that  he  had 
always  objected  to  making  the  annuity 
of  the  purchasing  tenant  less  than  the 
fair  rent.  How  he  could  say  that  when 
he  must  have  had  in  his  mind  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  of  1886,  which 
lowered  tlie  fair  rent  of  every  tenant  in 
Ireland  by  20  per  cent.,  I  cannot  imagine. 
The  same  right  hon«  Gentleman  told  us 
that  it  was  absurd  to  describe  the  pur- 
chasing tenants  under  our  Bill  as  owners 
in  any  sense  of  the  word.  Why,  they 
have  been  described  in  this  Debate  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  and  they  have 
been  always  regarded  by  everyone  else 
as  owners  in  fact  as  well  as  in  law ; 
and  if  the  circumstances  of  having  to 
pay  an  annuity  deprives  an  occupier  of 
that  title,  then  every  proposal  for 
encouraging  peasant  proprietorship  in 
Ireland  from  1869  downward  has 
been  founded  on  a  delusion.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  told  us  that 
the  boon  to  the  buyers  under  the 
present  Bill  would  be  so  great  and 
would  excite  such  jealousy  among  the 
tenants  of  neighbouring  landlords  who 
declined  to  sell  that  a  state  of  disorder 
will  be  produced  more  formidable  than 
that  to  which  this  Bill  was  designed  to 
put  an  end  to.  But,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  light  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  told  us  that  the  Bill  is 
so  contrived  that  the  whole  of  the  boon 
proposed  to  be  given  to  the  tenants  will  be 
absorbed  by  the  landlords.  I  ask,  how  are 
these  two  contradictory  statements  to  be 
reconciled?  If  the  landowner  is  to  get 
all  the  benefit  there  will  be  no  jealously 
between  the  occupying  buyers  and  the 
tenants  who  do  not  buy.  If,  on  the 
other  hand,  there  is  jealousy  between 
the  purchasing  and  the  non-purchasing 
tenants,  that  proves  that  the  landlords 
have  not  absorbed  the  advantages  de- 
signed fur  the  tenants  under  the  Bill. 
Again,  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby 
has  expressed  his  deliberate  objection  to 
hypothecating  local  rates  to  any  purpose 
of  land  purchase  in  Ireland. 

Sir  W.  HAECOURT  (Derby) :  With- 
out consent. 
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•Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  But  the  Hon. 
Member  for  Cork  based  the  whole  of  his 
speech  upon  the  theory  that  local  rates 
supplied  the  one  security  on  which  the 
Imperial  funds  necessary  for  land  reform 
in  Ireland  could  be  borrowed.  Again, 
hon.  Members  on  the  opposite  Bunch 
have  expressed  their  objection  to 
make  the  State  the  landlord  of 
tenants  in  Ireland,  and  they  have 
especially  expressed  their  objection  to 
making  the  State  landlords  of  these  small 
tenancies,  where  possibly  difficulties  of 
payment  are  more  likely  ix)  occur.  Bat 
in  direct  contradiction  to  this  there 
is  the  scheme  that  was  urged  upon 
our  attention  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Mayo,  who  wanted  the  whole  of  the 
congested  districts  in  Ireland  compulsoriiy 
bought  out,  and  contended  that  the  State 
should  become  the  universal  landlord  in 
the  West  of  Ireland. 

M:b.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  am  un- 
willing  to  interrupt  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen, but  I  desire  to  say  that  I 
expreKsed  my  conviction  that  you  would 
undergo  considerable  risk  in  that  case. 

•Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  perfectly  correct;  that  is 
exactly  what  I  understood  him  to  say, 
and  1  want  the  House  to  notice  the 
differences  of  principle  which  exist 
between  the  hon.  Member  and  his 
friends  on  the  one  hand,  and  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  and  his 
friends  on  the  other,  and  also  to  note 
that  all  these  contradictions,  which  are 
not  superficial  inconsistencies,  go  to  the 
very  root  of  land  legislation.  Yet  these 
are  the  views  uttered  by  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  are  never  weary  of 
telling  us  that  we  oaght  to  base  our 
whole  policy  upon  the  opinions  of  the 
Representatives  of  Ireland  who  sit  below 
the  Gangway.  I  venture  most  humbly 
to  suggest  to  right  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site, that  before  they  lecture  us  for  not 
consulting  Irish  opinion,  they  should 
make  themselves  acquainted  with  that 
opinion,  and  in  obedience  to  their  own 
principles  frame  their  recommendatioos 
upon  what  they  learn  from  the  authori- 
tative mouthpieces  of  public  opinion  in 
the  South  and  West  of  Ireland.  Now, 
Sir,  I  think  I  ought  at  this  stage 
to  deal  with  what  the  leader  of 
the  Irish  Party  called  his  alternative 
proposal  to  our  scheme  of  land  pur- 
chase.    I  shall  not  touch  upon  the  detaik 
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of  that  proposal,  because  I  do  not 
think  they  were  very  carefully  thought 
out  by  the  hon.  Member,  and  in  any 
case  were  criticised  with  great  ability 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  West 
Birmingham.  Let  me,  however,  make 
this  observation.  I  never  have  been 
hostile  ,to — on  the  contrary,  I  approve 
—  the  system  of  fining  down  rents', 
and  I  myself  would  have  introduced 
clauses  into  this  Bill  on  the  subject  if  I 
had  not  been  afraid  of  overweighting  a 
measure,  which  is  already  almost  tco 
gigantic  as  it  stands.  But  consider 
what  invectives  would  have  fallen 
upon  my  unhappy  head  if  I  had 
brought  forward  as  an  important  or 
essential  part  of  this  Bill  the  scheme 
which  has  been  laid  before  us  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork.  In  that  case  the 
speeches  which  would  have  been  made 
against  my  Bill  would  have  been  far 
more  effective  than  those  which  have 
been  made  against  it  as  it  stands,  for 
the  orator  would  have  had  something  to 
say.  I  should  have  been  told,  and  told 
truly,  that  while  I  was  pledging  English 
credit,  that  while  I  was  compelling  the 
State  to  collect  the  rents  of  Irish  tenants, 
that  while  I  was  hypothecating  the  local 
funds  of  Ireland,  that  while,  in  the 
phrase  of  the  Member  for  Newcastle,  I 
was  risking  the  dangerof  allowing  lunatics 
to  run  loose  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  the  land,  I  was  doing  so 
not  in  order  to  establish  peasant  pro-' 
prietorship,  but  to  diminish  rents,  and 
that,  when  my  scheme  was  in  operation, 
and  when  the  risks  of  the  State  had  been 
run,  the  two  classes  of  landlords  and 
tenants  would  still  remain,  as  hereto- 
fore, face  to  face,  and  the  great  social 
difficulty,  the  instrument  and  the  occasion 
of  so  much  agitation,  would  remain 
unsolved,  that  the  whole  system  of 
dual  ownership,  with  its  attendant 
evils,  would  remain  untouched,  and 
that  while  we  had  exhausted  .the 
only  sacurities  which  Ireland  possesses 
for  establishing  peasant  proprietorship 
we  had  not  moved  one  step  towards 
accomplishing  that  object.  Now,  I 
have  told  the  House  that  I  have  always 
been  in  favour  of  fining  down  rents, 
bat  only  if  two  conditions  are  ful- 
filled. The  first  condition  is  that  such 
a  proposal  should  be  subordiii&ted  to 
the  main  scheme  for  establishing 
peasant  proprietors,  and  the  second  con« 
3  X 
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cUtion  is  that  the  tenants  on  the  lands 
where  you  have  fined  down  the  rents, 
should  be  tenants  holding  under 
what  is  called  in  Ireland  a  fee-farm 
grant  or  perpetual  tenure,  and 
not,  as  they  would  be  under  the 
plan  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork, 
still  in  the  position  of  tenants  under  the 
Land  Act  of  1881.  I  regret  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  is  not 
now  present,  but  that  is,  I  think,  a 
fair  account  to  give  of  the  view  we 
&ke  of  his  proposal.  This  I  believe 
was  not  laid  before  the  House  with  any 
desire  to  embarrass  the  Government, 
and  I  trust  that  the  manner  in  which 
I  have  commented  upon  it  will  be 
accepted  by  hon.  Members  opposite  as 
prompted  by  a  similar  spirit.  I  proceed 
now  to  a  subject  of  vital  importance,  and 
which  has  been  dealt  with  at  any  length 
by  only  one  speaker.  I  mean  the  con- 
srested  districts.  The  hon.  Member  for 
tor  Cork  told  us  that  he  intended  to  deal 
with  the  subject,  but  he  forgot  to  do  so, 
and  the  task,  therefore,  fell  upon  the 
shoulders  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo.  I  listened  with  attention  to  the 
Bpsech  of  the  hon.  Member,  and  I  have 
read  it  with  not  less  attention,  and  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  to  me  he  appears 
greatly  to  over-rate  the  differences 
between  his  plan  and  the  plan  of  the 
Bill ;  and  in  those  respects  in  which  his 
plan  differs  from  the  plan  of  the  Bill  it 
differs  materially  for  the  worse.  The 
hon.  Member  made  a  most  eloquent, 
vehement,  and  fiery  attack  upon  emigra- 
tion, and  he  stated  that,  although  the 
Bill  provided  for  migration,  practi- 
cally he  understood  the  Government 
to  discountenance  everything  but 
emigration.  But  that  is  not  a  fair 
interpretation  either  of  the  Bill  or  of  my 
speech  in  introducing  it.  The  Bill 
provides  for  migration  as  well  as  for  emi- 
gration, and  it  will  rest  not  with  the 
Government  but  with  the  Congested 
Districts  Board  to  decide  which  plan  is 
to  be  adopted.  If  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Attorney  General  expressed  his 
private  opinion  that  it  would  be  diflB- 
cult  to  carry  out  on  a  large  scale  a 
system  of  migr.4ion,  that  was  not  his 
interpretation  of  the  provisions  con- 
tained .in  the  Bill;  but  his  infer- 
ence drawn  from  the  facts  of  the  case, 
an  inference  which,  I  am  bound  to 
say,  I  entirely  endorse.  If  migra- 
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tion  can  be  carried  out,  let  us  have 
it,  for  I  shall  prefer  it;  but  hai 
the  hon.  Gentleman  considered  the 
inevitable  difficulties  which  must  attend 
every  system  of  migration  1  The  great 
difficulty  of  all  is  the  difficulty  of  cosl 
1  do  not  mean  to  argue  it  at  length  ;  but 
I  will  put  before  the  House  a  line  of 
reasoning  which  will  suggest  the  class 
of  objections  which  will  have  to  be  met 
whenever  you  attempt  to  carry  oui; 
schemes  of  this  kind.  I  presume  the 
House  would  not  intend  to  house  the 
migrated  population  worse  than  Irish 
labourers  are  housed  under  the  Labourers* 
Acts ;  and  it  would  be  recognised  thstt 
the  social  amelioration  of  this  class  was 
one  of  the  objects  of  the  Bill.  The 
average  cost  of  a  labourer's  cottage 
under  the  Labourers*  Acts  is  about 
£110;  and  that  Will  be  the  fiist 
cost  that  will  have  to  be  incurred 
if  you  have  a  system  of  migra- 
tion. The  second  item  of  cost  is  the 
outlay  on  the  purchase  of  land.  The 
land  to  be  bought  must  necessarily  be 
land  not  in  the  occupation  of  a  tenant; 
otherwise  you  must  buy  out  two  sets  of 
people,  owners  and  occupiers.  It  is  a 
curious  comment  on  the  effect  of  recent 
legislation  that  if  you  want  land  that  is 
not  under  cultivation  by  tenants  you 
will  have  to  pay  considerably  more  for 
it  than  you  would  have  to  pay  if  you 
bought  land  in  the  occupation  of  tenants. 
I  do  not  suppose  you  would  wish  to  plant 
your  migrants  upon  holdings  of  less 
value  than  those  in  the  congested  dis- 
tricts. The  hon.  Member  for  Mayo 
implied  that  the  inferior  limit  for  hold- 
ings ought  to  be  X20  annual  valua- 
tion. Therefore,  for  every  migrated 
family  you  would  have  to  provide  a 
house  that  will  cost  £110,  and  you  will 
have  to  buy  at  20  years*  purchase  a 
holding  of  £20  annual  value.  Of  course, 
these  are  speculative  figures,  but  if  they 
be  anything  like  the  facts  it  will  cost 
you,  without  providing  for  the  iraprove- 
menss  necessary  in  turning  a  grazing 
farm  into  an  arable  farm,  £500  for  every 
family  you  attempt  to  migrate,  even 
supposing  that  suitable  land  can  be 
found.  No  exchequer  can  bear  the  cost 
of  this  on  any  very  great  scale.  Moreover, 
I  believe  the  class  of  population  you  will 
have  to  deal  with  live  upon  the  seaboard  of 
Donegal,  are  accustomed  to  eke  out  theit 
living  by  fishing  and  by  labour  in  Eog« 


1845     Purcha^  c/Land^  tte,        \  Mat  1,  1890} 

lundi  and  are  in  the  habit  of  cultivating 
land  hy  the  use  of  seaweed ;  and  my 
csonviction  ih  that  the  change  in  their 
mode  of  life  caused  by  transferring 
them  to  inland  districts  would  be  so 
great  that  they  would  aa  soon  emigrate 
aa  migrate,  I  am^  of  course,  only  giving 
expPdfision  to  the  piivate  opinions  I 
hiive  formed;  but  if  the  Membars 
of  .  the  Congest  3d  Districts  Board 
ahoald  come  to  a  difterent  conclusion,  no 
one  would  rejoice  mf»re  than  I  should. 
The  hon,  Geutlemaa  went  on  to  tell  us 
the  Bill  did  not  provide  for  fishing.  It 
does  provide  for  fishing;  but  the  hou. 
Gentleman  is  in  error  in  supposing  that 
you  caa  encourage  fishing  by  Irishmen 
oa  the  west  coast  of  Ireland  my  rely  by 
raulti plying  harbours  and  loans.  You 
cannot  do  anything  of  the  sort.  The 
proof  of  that  is  that  Manxmen,  Scotch- 
men, and  Frenchmen  come  and  fish 
under  the  very  eyes  of  Irishmen.  Yon 
want  a  great  deal  mora  than  deep 
harbours,  which  exist  already  along  the 
coast  of  Ireland  more  plentifully  than 
on  the  coasU  of  England  and  Scotland. 
What  are  really  required,  more  than 
harbLiurs  and  loans,  are  knowledge 
and  organisation.  I  warn  those  who 
seeking  the  solution  of  this 
•kragasted  districts  question  by  the  en- 
oottragement  of  fishing,  that  it  is  not 
harbours  and  loans  that  will  enable  the 
fisheries  on  the  West  Coast  of  Ireland  to 
rival  those  of  EngLind  and  Scotland ; 
they  will  have  to  clmnge  not  only  tiie 
habits  but  also  the  distribution  of  the 
population  on  the  Irish  coasts.  It  will 
not  be  sufficient  to  create  harbours  that 
will  accommodate  large  boats.  You 
must  collect  the  people  round  them.  And 
they  will  have  to  learn  that  subordi- 
nation which  is  necessary  when  there 
are  ten  or  a  dozen  men  in  a  boat. 
Capital  will  have  to  be  organised,  the 
fishing  industry  itself  will  have  t^ii  be 
organised,  and  the  children  of  fishermen 
will  have  to  learn  the  subsidiary  indus- 
tries which  are  carried  on  in  the  fishing 
villages  of  England  and  Scotland,  and 
which  must  be  prosecuted  if  fishing 
ifl  to  bo  carried  on  with  success, 
1  absolutely  agree  with  the  hon. 
Geaileman  that  the  Congested  dis- 
tricts Board  ought  to  do  all  in  its 
power  to  encourage  the  fishing  industry  ; 
tmt  the  hon.  Member  will  see  that 
tho      great      end     is     not     simply      a 
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matt3r  of  multiplying  harbours  and 
showeriog  down  loans  on  fishermen. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  tells  us  that  we  d'> 
not  provide  funds  for  carrying  out  the 
object  of  this  part  of  the  Bill,  becanso 
the  £1,500,000  of  the  Church  surplus  is 
also  security  for  the  loans  for  land 
purchases  in  the  congested  counties. 
But  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  see,  on 
reflection,  that  his  inference  is  not  well 
founded.  There  is,  as  I  have  attempted 
to  show,  no  prolmbility,  no  possibility 
whatever  that  the  Church  surplus  or 
the  Contingency  Fund  will  ba  com© 
upon  at  all.  On  the  worst  hypothesis, 
we  shall  not  come  upon  the  full  amount 
until  the  limit  of  loans  permitted  undei* 
the  Act  shall  have  been  reached^  all  the 
purchases  have  taken  place  in  the  con- 
gasted  districts.  During  that  period 
.£4-1,000  a  year  will  be  paid  to  the 
Congested  Districts  Boiu-d,  which  will  be 
available  for  carrying  out  the  industrial 
and  social  objects  which  the  House  and  I 
have  so  much  at  heart. 

Mr,  DILLON  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  not  said  one  word  on  mr 
chief  proposal,  which  was  the  compul- 
sory purchase  of  landlords'  interests  at  a 
reasonable  figure. 

♦Mr,  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  see 
how  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member 
would  injure  the  landlnrtls,  but  I  fail  to 
see  how  it  would  benefit^  tha  tenants 
more  than  that  of  the  Bill.  The 
hon.  Member  proposes  to  give  land- 
l>rds  ei«[ht  years'  purchase  for  their 
land ;  but  t)iore  is  no  ground  for 
thinking  the  land  is  worth  only  eight 
years'  purchase.  Suppose  you  bought 
out  the  landlords,  the  first  result 
would  be  that  the  State  would  become 
the  direct  landlord  of  all  these  people. 
The  second  result  would  be  that  you 
would  diminish  the  amounts  of  their 
rents.  But  does  the  hon.  Gentleman 
think  that  the  redaction  of  rents  will 
materially  affect  their  prosperity! 
He  must  know  that  the  rents  in 
the  congested  districts  have  little  or 
nothing  to  do  with  the  condition  of  the 
people,  A  tenant  in  these  congested 
distriots  has  a  farm — a  barren  farm,  I 
admit — on  which  he  grows  potatoes, 
feeds  pigs,  and  raises  poultry ;  if  the 
holding  be  on  the  seaboard,  he  pro* 
bably  does  a  certain  amount  of 
fishing  ;  he  has  a  residence— of  small 
intrinsic  value,  I  admit;  and  for  these 
3X2 
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things  he  pays  much  less  than  an  English 
labourer  pays  for  his  cottage  and  garden, 
which,  1  believe,  is  between  £^  and 
£b  a  year.  But  thesa  poor  people  pay 
far  less, — ^£4,  £2,  or  £3 ;  and  can 
anyone  contend  that  an  addition  or 
diminution  of  3d.  per  week  will  make 
the  difference  between  destitution  and 
prosperity,  between  civilisation  and  bar- 
barism p  Remember,  Sir,  that  in  order 
to  judge  of  the  plan  of  the  Government 
you  must  consider  not  this  Bill  merely, 
but  other  measures  we  have  passed  or 
proposed.  You  mnst  take  into  account 
the  proposals  contained  in  the  Bill  for  the 
registration  and  transfer  of  land,  brought 
in  last  year  by  the  Attorney  General, 
and  to  be  re-introduced  this  year.  You 
must  take  into  account  the  great  grant 
of  public  money  which  we  made  last 
year  for  the  construction  of  railroads ; 
and  I  bay,  if  you  take  these  things  to- 
gether no  such  plan  for  the  benefit  of  the 
poorer  parts  of  Ireland  has  ever  been 
submitted  by  any  Government  or  Party 
before.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  lay  on 
the  Table  of  the  Honse  Session  after 
Session  multitudes  of  Bills  on  the  sub- 
ject of  Irish  land — Bills  of  that  kind  lie 
"thick  as  leaves  in  Vallombrosa" — but 
have  hon.  Members  opposite  ever  sug- 
gested any  Bill  dealing  with  congested 
districts  ? 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,   N.): 
Give  us  the  power. 

*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Hon.  Gentle- 
men below  the  Gangway  have  been  rich 
in  projects  for  dealing  with  the  property 
of  the  landlords,  but  show  me  the  Bill 
that  has  ever  been  produced  by  any  of 
those  hon.  Members  that  really  deals 
with  the  vital  and  essential  difficulties 
of  the  congested  districts.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men make  many  speeches  in  Ireland. 
Has  any  s^:)eech  ever  been  delivered  by 
any  Member  of  this  House,  or  by  any 
man  who  agrees  with  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  urging  the  inexpediency  of  im- 
provident marriages  ?  Hon.  Gentlemen 
appear  to  regard  that  as  an  extremely 
comic  proposal.  Hon.  Gentlemen  have,  as 
in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mayo,  thrown  the  whole  blame  of  i;he  ex- 
cessive population  of  the  West  Coast  on 
the  landlords.  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that,  even  in  Ireland,  some  responsi- 
bility for  having  children  must  lie  on 
the  parents.  I  am  aware  that  that 
Mr,  A,  J,  Balfour 


appears  to  be  a  paradox  to  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  but  I  can  assure 
them  there  lies  a  not  unimportant  truth 
at  the  bottom  of  it.  Have  hon.  Gentle- 
men ever  discouraged  sub-division  in  the 
West?  [Mr.  Dillon  :  Yes.]  Have  they 
ever  urged  consolidation  ?  [Mr.  Dillok  : 
Certainly.]  Have  they  ever  produced 
any  scheme  in  which  they  have  dis- 
couraged sub-division  ?  Have  they  ever 
urged  emigration  upon  the  people  where 
they  could  not  obtain  a  living  at  home  ? 
Never.  Their  view  is  that,  whether  a 
living  can  be  obtained  or  not  at  home, 
the  people  must  stay.  A  more  pernicious 
doctrine,  or  one  more  fatal  to  the 
interests  of  the  people,  was  never  urged 
by  any  responsible  politician.  The  truth 
is  that  in  this  part  of  the  Bill  the  Govern- 
ment have  attempted,  perhaps  with 
many^  imperfections,  but  they  have 
attempted  a  task  which  no  Government 
has  ever  attempted  before.  We  did  so 
without  having  before  us  any  examples 
or  suggestions  on  the  part  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  of  legis- 
lation bearing  on  this  question.  We 
have  attacked  virgin  soil.  We  have 
had  to  trust  entirely  to  the  resources 
of  our  own  ingenuity  and  invention. 
When  a  scheme  is  thus  proposed  in  all 
good  faith,  a  scheme  which  tends  to  the 
consolidation  of  holdings,  to  the  promo- 
tion of  other  industries  than  agriculture, 
and  to  the  improvement  of  agriculture 
itself,  we  ought  not  to  be  met  in  the 
spirit  in  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo 
has  met  us.  I  now  proceed  to  some  of 
the  principal  objections  urged  against 
the  general  scheme  of  purchase.  Here, 
perhaps,  I  ought  to  give  the  place  of 
honour  to  an  objection  urged  most  ably 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  in  the  very  re- 
markable speech  which  he  delivered  in 
favour  of  the  Second  Reading  of  this 
Bill.  He  urged  that  the  Local  Authori- 
ties in  Ireland  should  be  given  a  regula- 
tive share  in  the  administration  of  the 
Bill,  that  their  permission  should  be 
asked  before  the  Bill  was  put  in 
force  in  their  localities,  and  that 
they  should  have  some  control  over  parti- 
cular contracts  made  between  land- 
lords and  tenants  within  the  areas 
of  their  administration.  I  think  the 
whole  House  will  admit  that  the 
spirit  of  the  observations,  of  the   right 
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hott.  GrentlemaTi  is  entirely  in  accordance 
with  ihe  sentiment  wliich  probably 
everybody  ia  this  House  entartaiua. 
Unqaestionably,  if  Ireland  were  in  a 
normal  condition,  I  apprehend  that 
it  would  be  a  very  desirable  thing  to 
associate  the  County  Councils  in  the 
great  work  in  which  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment is  engaged.  But  is  Ireland  in  a 
normal  condition  1 

Mb,  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Twenty  years  of 
reaolate  government, 
•Ma.  A.  J,  BALFOUR :  Is  Ireland  in 
a  normal  condition  ?  That  is  the  ques- 
tion we  have  to  answer.  This  Bill  has 
no  raigon  ctetre  at  all,  unless  it  is  to 
csarry  out  an  object,  not  merely  local ^  but 
national.  The  end  and  aim  of  this  Bill 
is  not,  as  has  sometimes  b^en  represented, 
to  benefit  those  tenants  and  landlords 
who  happen  to  be  vendoi-s  or  purchasers 
under  it.  The  objuct  is  far  wider  than 
that.  It  affects  the  interests  not  merely 
of  the  loc^ility  in  which  the  purchased 
holdings  are  situated,  but  of  the 
whob  Empire.  It  sjcms  to  me  to  be 
indisputable  that  if  this  be  a  national 
object  we  should  not  allow  ourselves 
to  be  frustrated  in  carrying  it  out 
by  tho  action  of  any  Local  Authority, 
especially  if  we  Imve  fi:round  for 
thinking  that  that  L<x!al  Authority  will 
be  influenced  by  political  reasons,  and  by 
political  reasons  alone.  The  Local 
Authorities  in  many  parts  of  Ireland — 
there  never  was  any  secret  about  it- — are 
afl  much  elected  by  political  arrange- 
ments and  on  political  lines  as  the 
Parliamentary  Party  opposite.  If  it 
6uit3d  the  Parliamentary  Party  opposite 
to  burke  or  misusj — ^^to  burke  the  efforts 
or  misuse  the  liberality  of  the  National 
Government — I  think  it  would  be  most 
rash  to  give  them  a  fitting  instrument 
for  carrying  out  their  designs.  Those 
objections  appear  to  me  to  carry  with 
them  great  weight.  If  they  can  be 
answered  nobody  will  bo  more  gratified 
than  I,  because  I  hope  tbe  time  may 
come,  and  I  think  it  will  come,  when 
Ireland  will  be  in  that  normal  condi- 
tion which  could  justify,  nay,  compel  us, 
to  associate  them  in  tho  working  f>f  one 
scheme.  But  until  that  time  has  come  it 
appears  to  mo  that  it  would  be  an  ex- 
periment of  fome  rashness »  to  say  the 
Jeaat  of  it,  to  band  over  to  the  County 
Councils  the  sole   authority   for  deter- 


mining whether  this  great  object  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament  shall  be  carried  into 
effect  or  not.  I  do  not  know  whether  hoa. 
Gentlemen  desire  me  to  develop  for  them 
this  part  of  the  subject?  I  have  clearly 
indicated  my  views,  and  while  with  the 
general  intention  of  the  suggestion  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  I  concur 
heartily,  on  the  other  hand  I  am  not 
convinced  that  it  can  be  safely  carried 
out.  Then  we  are  told,  and  this  is  the 
next  objection  which  has  been  urged 
with  great  force,  that  Irish  opinion 
hag  been  ignored.  Kow,  I  entirely  admit 
that  any  statement  coming  from  those 
who  represent  a  large  portion  of  the  Irish 
population,  and  who,  in  many  cases,  are 
probably  acquainted  with  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  persons  they  represent,  is 
well  worthy  of  consideration  in  this 
Hcmse.  But,  after  aH,  we  have  to  look 
the  facts  in  the  face.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  do  not  conceal  fromns  that  they 
look  on  this  Bill  as  an  instrument  for 
embarrassing  the  Government,  and  not  as 
an  instrument  for  amelioi-ating  the  con- 
diiion  of  the  people  of  Ireland.  The  hon. 
Member  for  North-East  Cork  expres-sed 
tbe  amiable  hope  that  this  Bill  would  be 
the  means  of  destroying  a  hated  Tory 
Government. 

Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN  (Cork  Co..  N.E.)  : 
Quote. 
*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  repudiates  the  statement  I 
will  withdraw  it,  but  I  think  1  saw  it  in 
some  report  of  his  speech. 

Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN  :  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  desires  to  know  what  I  said, 
I  did  express  a  hope  that  one  result 
of  the  idiotic  character  of  this  Bill  would 
be  tt>  involve  the  destruction  of  tho 
Government,  but  I  stated  most  distinctly 
that  my  ground  of  objection  to  the  Bill 
was  that  while  the  fee  simple  of  their 
farms  would  be  bought  for  a  very  small 
section  of  tenants,  the  great  majority  of 
the  farmers  who  were  excluded  from 
benefits  under  the  Bill  were  to  be  held 
security  against  the  non-payment  of  the 
debts  of  the  richer  minority. 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Of  course 
I  never  questioned  but  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  find  an  excellent  argu- 
ment to  support  his  opinion.  I  think 
that  I  am  borne  out  in  my  statement 
that  he  expressed  the  amiable  hope  that 
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the  Bill  might  be  made  the  instrument 
erf  destroying  a  detested  Government. 

Mr.  W,  O'BRIEN:  1  did  not  suggest 
that  as  my  motive  for  opposing  the 
Bill. 

*Mr,  a,  J.  BALFOUR:  Well,  one  of 
his  motives.  [Mr.  W.  O'Beien:  No.] 
The  controversy  is  not  worth  carrying  on 
aciMsa  the  floor  of  the  Hous?.  I  will 
take  another  example  from  n  speech 
which  I  heard  in  this  House  the  other 
night,  delivered  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Scotland  Division  of  Liv0rpo«»l.  He 
distinctly  said  that  if,  by  refusing  to  pay 
their  iristalmente,  purchasers  could  bring 
disaster  on  a  hostile  Government,  they 
ought  to  repudiate  their  obligations. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O^CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  r  I  said  something  very  d lifer- 
ent from  that* 

♦Mr,  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  This  is  fnira 
the  Timejs.  [Lauffhter,^  Well,  can  the  hon. 
Member  find  me  a  better  report  ?  [An 
hon.  Member  :  The  Star,  and  laughter,] 
The  hon.  Member  said — 

**  He  would  go  further,  and  sAy  that  if 
AHy  tenant  entered  into  a  contract  under 
this  Act,  and  if  hy  ref using  to  pay  he  could 
bring  preMure  upon  a  hostile  Governmefnt  like 
the  present,  that  teDunt  would  be  justified  in  so 
acting." 

Mb.  T.  p.  O^COKKOR:  I  beg  to  eay 

that  I  admit  entirely  the  accuracy  of 
that  Report.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  a  man  capable  of  making  a  distinc- 
tion I  think  he  will  find  that  there  is  a 
great  deal  of  difference  between  that  and 
what  he  attributes  to  me,  I  am  not 
addressing  Gantlcmen  of  less  acute  minds 
than  that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
But  there  is,  he  will  see,  a  very  great 
difference  between  my  proposition  and 
that  repudiation  of  contracts  which  he 
,  iittribntefi  to  me. 

^niR.  A,  J,  BALFOUR:  T  am  sorry 
not  to  be  able  to  earn  the  compliment 
that  has  been  pa4»sed  on  my  acuteness. 
I  do  not  quite  catch  the  distinction  to 
which  he  refers  ;  but,  at  all  events,  how- 
ever you  explain  that  statement  away, 
parsons  whotoke  such  a  view  of  the  Land 
Purchase  Bill  proposed  by  a  Tory  Govern- 
ment cannot  be  considered  by  that  Tory 
Government  as  very  disinterested  ad 
visers.  Hon.  Members  look — -I  do  not  say 
they  are  wrong,  but  they  look  upon  this 
question  from  a  political  point  of  view. 
They  regard  themselves  as  being  sent 
here  to  carry  Home  Rule*.  T  do  not  nay 
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that  they  consider  any  means  good  which 
may  promote  that  object,  but  I  do  say  that 
they  allow  themselvea  considerable  lati- 
tude in  their  choice  of  means  and^ 
therefore,  naturally,  it  is  difficult  lor 
us  to  gain  all  the  advantage  we  should 
be  glad  to  gain  frcm  the  undoubted 
local  knowledge  of  many  of  them — I  say 
many  of  them,  because,  as  the  House  id 
aware,  local  knowledge  is  not  pos- 
sessed by  all.  There  was  a  gentle- 
man, for  instance,  who  addressed  the 
House  the  other  night  for  the  first  time 
— I  refer  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavaii» 
He  made  a  very  able  speech,  and  I  think 
that  the  hon.  Member  will  be  an  orna- 
ment to  the  Debates  in  this  House.  But 
that  Gentleman^  who  told  us  that  he 
represented  the  views  of  Cavan  upon 
this  question,  is  a  gentleman  who  haft 
selected  an  English  University  for  his 
education  and  an  English  profession 
for  his  livelihood,  and  at  this  moment, 
I  believe,  while  denouncing  the  Land 
Pui*chase  Bill,  is  himself  making  every 
preparation  for  selling  his  own  estate 
under  the  Ashbourne  Act,  and,  in  the 
polite  phrase  of  hix  leader,  absconding 
^viththe  plunder. 

Mb.  KNOX  (Cavan,  W.) :  I  ^ish 
to  make  a  personal  explanation.  I 
stated  most  distinctly  in  the  speech 
which  I  delivered  that  I  had  no  objection 
whatever  to  Inud  purchase  under  ilie 
Ashbourne  Act  in  places  where  there 
was  no  pressure  of  coercion  and  no 
pi-essure  of  arrears.  I  did  not  mention 
the  fact,  but  I  have  no  objection  to  its 
being  mentioned,  that  in  a  county  whei*e, 
as  it  is  chiefly  Orange,  there  has  been 
no  coercion,  though  possibly  there  may 
have  been  some  necessity  for  it,  and  on 
an  estate  where  thei^e  is  no  pressure  of 
arrears,  I  have  made  preparations  to 
selL 
•Mr.  A.XBAIaFOlTEr  I  do  not  think 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  have  been 
fortunate  in  the  interruptions  th^  have 
made.  I  quite  accept  every  statement 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  ;  but  that  does 
not  qualify  my  assertion  that  he  is,  in 
the  phrase  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cark» 
*'  absconding  with  the  plunder.**  Now, 
Sir,  a  theory  baa  been  advanced  against 
which  I  think  this  House  should  utter  ita 
most  earnest  protest.  We  have  been  told 
that  if  a  majority  of  the  Irish  Members 
refuse    their    consent    to    the    Bill     thf 
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Irish  people  are  not  bound  by  it,  I  say 
thai  that  theory  has  no  instification 
either  in  politics  or  in  morale.  We  do 
not  vota  here  by  nations  ;  we  vote  here 
as  individaals,  representing  separate  con- 
atitnencies  ;  and  if  you  are  once  going  to 
adopt  the  theory  that  no  constituency  is 
bound  by  any  Act  passed  in  this  Legisla- 
ture if  the  Member  for  that  constituency 
votes  against  it,  then  I  say  tliat  you 
have  not  merely  got  Home  Rule,  but 
chaos  and  disintegration.  I  should  be 
glad  to  know  from  hon.  Members  who 
take  that  view  how  they  propose  under 
Home  Rule  to  manage  the  problem  of 
Ulster,  How  would  hon.  Members  who 
hold  that  theory  have  been  able  to  deal 
with  the  Ulster  minority  if  there  had 
baen  a  Home  Rule  Parliament  sitting  in 
College  Green,  and  the  Land  Bill  proposed 
in  1886  had  baen  passed,  and  if  that 
minority  had  said,  **  We  do  not  pro[X)se 
to  pay  our  instalments  under  the  Actf* 
I  want  to  know  by  what  arguments  lion. 
Gentlemen  who  have  committed  them- 
aelves  to  this  new  theory  of  moral 
obligation  ara  going  to  relate  such 
a  contention  1  I  think  they  would 
find  themselves  very  much  embarrassed, 
When  we  get  to  the  further  development 
of  this  doctrine  contained  in  the  quotation 
which  I  have  read  from  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Scotland  Division 
do  we  not  find  in  it  another  and 
an  almost  tragic  example  of  the  doctrine 
which  has  been  ground  into  the  very 
fibre  of  the  Irish  people  during  recent 
years  of  aj^ltation,  that  every  man  who 
swindles  his  creditor  is  doing  his  country 
a  servica  ?  The  next  objection,  cognata  to 
the  one  which  I  am  considering,  but 
distinct  from  it,  depends  on  the  absence 
from  this  Bill  of  what  is  called  a  buffer 
between  the  Imperial  Exchequer  on  the 
one  hand  and  the  peasant  owners  on  the 
other.  Now,  Sir,  let  me  point  out  that 
the  object  of  a  l>uffer,  be  it  a  Local 
Authority  or  a  Local  Legislature,  is  two- 
fold. The  object,  in  the  first  place,  is  to  give 
to  the  locality  an  interest  in  the  hontsty 
of  the  people  living  in  tho  local! I y  ;  and, 
in  the  second  place,  to  prevent  evictions 
having  to  be  carried  out  by  the  State. 
With  regard  to  the  first  of  these  objects, 
I  maintain  that  without  a  buffer  the 
machinery  of  the  present  Bill  attains  it 
more  completely  than  the  machinery  of 
any  Bill  ever  yet  proposed.     Take,   for 


example,  the  Bill  proposed  in  1886  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  LDthian.  Under  that  Bill  the 
burden  was  thrown  on  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment of  directly  collecting  the  rents 
from  the  owner.  It  is  true  that  the 
Irish  Government  was  supposed  to  be  a 
buffer  between  the  English  Government 
and  the  Irish  tenant. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian) :  No ;  the  Eughsh  Ex- 
chequer had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
the  Irish  tenant,  , 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  do  not  think 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  caught 
what  I  said.  I  said  that  the  Irish 
Government  under  his  Bill  was  supposed 
to  occupy  the  position  more  or  less  of  a 
buffer  between  the  English  Government 
and  the  Irish  tenant. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  Not  in  the 
least.  A  buffer  is  between  two  thin^i^s. 
The  English  Government  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  Irish  tenant, 

*Me.  A.  J.  BALFOUB:  A  buffer  may 
be  between  two  persons  or  two  things.  1 
am  very  anxious  not  to  misrepresent  the 
views  of  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  ex- 
pressed in  the  Bill  of  1886  ;  but  am  I  not 
right  in  saying  that  the  English  Exche- 
quer was  to  lend  money  and  the  tenant 
was  ultimately  to  return  the  money,  and 
that  the  instalments  were  to  be  collected 
by  somebody  from  the  tenants?  That 
*'  somebody  '*  was  an  officer  of  tho  Irish 
Government ;  and,  therefore,  I  apprehend 
that  I  am  strictly  correct  in  saying  that 
the  Irish  Government  was  a  buffer 
between  the  English  Exchequer  and  the 
Irish  tenant. 

Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  The 
remedy  of  the  English  Government  did 
not  lie  against  tho  tenant  at  all ;  the 
English  Government  had  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  the  collection  of  money 
or  with  the  tenants. 

•AIn.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Yes;  and  the 
reason  that  the  English  Government  bad 
nothing  to  do  with  the  tenants  was  that 
there  was  this  buffer.  At  all  events,  my 
po'nt  is  not  now  the  position  of  the  Eng- 
lish Government,  but  the  position  of  the 
Irish  Government;  and  I  say  that 
there  was  no  buffer  between  the  Irish 
Govornmont  and  the  tenant-purchaser, 
and  that  on  the  Irish  Government  was 
thrown  by  the  Bill  of  1886  the  full  respon- 
sibility   of   collecting  rents   from   these 
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tenant  purchasers,  while  the  locality  had 
no  penalty  imposed  upon  it  if  there  was  a 
strike  against  rents  within  its  limits. 
That  will  not  be  denied.  I  therefore  say 
that  the  Irish  Government  was,  under 
the  Bill  of  1886,  brought  far  more 
directly  into  contact  with  the  tenant 
than  is  the  English  Government  under 
this  Bill,  and  for  this  reason.  Under  the 
Bill  of  1886  all  that  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment had  to  r^ly  upon  was  eviction  if 
the  tenant  did  not  pay,  and  eviction, 
though  ii^  might  influence  the  individual, 
could  not  influence  the  locality.  But 
under  this  Bill  you  are  in  an  entirely 
different  position.  You  have  still  the 
remedy  of  eviction,  but  if  you  do 
not  choose  to  evict,  the  British  Exche- 
quer is  none  the  worse ;  while  the 
locality  has  the  strongest  pecuniary 
interest  in  seeing  that  the  obligation  to 
the  English  Exchequer  is  duly  fulfilled 
by  the  purchaser.  I  assert,  therefore,  that 
I  am  justified  in  my  contention  that  the 
one  great  object  of  what  is  called  the 
buffer  system  is  more  completely  carried 
out  under  the  machinery  of  this  Bill  than 
it  would  have  been  under  the  machinery 
of  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian.  The 
objection  is  that  the  State  cannot  throw 
upon  other  shouldei*s  the  duty  of 
evicting,  when  evictions  are  necessary. 
On  that  I  would  remark  that  though,  of 
course,  the  State  is  not  directly 
responsible  for  the  collection  of  rent 
now,  yet  that  under  no  civilised  Govern- 
ment can  you  deprive  a  landlord  of 
his  remedy  against  a  defaulting  tenant, 
or  refuse  the  officers  of  the  Court,  who 
enforce  that  remedy,  the  protection  to 
which  they  are  entitled.  Therefore,  in 
the  sense  of  protecting  those  engaged  in 
evictions  the  State  is  at  this  moment,  and 
must  always  be,  do  what  you  will,  con- 
cjrned  in  and  responsible  for  eviction. 
But  under  this  Bill  the  eviction  of  a 
defaulting  tenant  purchaser  will  not  be 
for  the  purpose  of  replenishing  the 
British  Treasury ;  it  will  be  for  the  pur- 
pose of  preventing  loss  to  the  local  Irish 
Treasury,  and  that  makes  all  the  differ- 
ence. If  not  a  single  eviction  were 
carried  out,  the  British  Treasury  would 
not  lose  a  penny ;  the  loss  would 
entirely  fall  under  the  Bill  upon  those 
local  purposes  for  which  the  contribution 
is  at  present  made  from  the  Imperial 
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funds.  Therefore,  when  the  State  evicts 
under  this  Bill  it  does  not  evict  as  the 
Irish  Government  would  have  evicted 
under  the  Bill  of  1886  for  its  own  sake. 
It  evicts  for  the  sake  of  the  locality. 
That,  I  think  it  will  be  admitted,  alters 
the  whole  complexion  of  the  procedure. 
Now,  before  I  come  to  the  main  question 
— I  mean  the  question  of  the  security 
offered  to  the  British  Exchequer — ^let  me 
correct  one  mistake.  We  are  told  that 
the  Bill  will  drive  out  the  Irish  land- 
lords. That  is  not  its  object  and,  in 
our  opinion,  will  not  be  its  effect.  The 
Irish  landlords  at  present,  in  so  far  as 
they  are  in  conflict  with  their  tenants 
and  so  far  as  they  are  made  the  objects  of 
this  chronic  agitation,  are  not  only 
rendered  powerless  for  good,  but  they  are 
practically  driven  out  of  the  country. 
Relieve  them  of  the  consequences  of 
this  agitation,  and  I  believe  that  the 
Irish  landlords  will  reside  not  less,  but 
more,  in  the  country,  with  greater  power 
of  usefulness  and  greater  power  of  en- 
joying country  life  among  those  with 
whom  they  have  been  accustomed  to  live. 
They  will  again  be  on  good  terms  with 
their  neighbours  and  their  former 
tenantry  ;  and  I  believe  that,  so  far  from 
diminishing  the  number,  the  prestige, 
the  influence,  or  authori^  of  the  land- 
lord class  in  Ireland,  this  Bill  will  do  a 
great  deal  to  increase  them.  Now, 
I  come  to  the  question  of  British 
credit  as  affected  by  the  provisions  of 
this  measure.  I  think  one  fact  must 
have  come  out  very  clearly  to  every 
hearer  in  the  course  of  this  Debate. 
No  single  critic  of  the  Bill  has  ever 
attempted  to  show  by  detailed  argument 
that  the  cash  portion  of  the  Guarantee 
Fund  is  not  amply  sufficient  to  meetevery 
case  of  natural  calamity  due  to  agricul- 
tural depression  or  even  to  famine.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  the  ablest  and  acutcst  critic  of 
the  Bill,  did  not  attempt  to  show 
it. ,  It  has  not  been  shown  either 
by  any  hon.  Gentleman  below  the 
Gangway.  They  have  contented  them- 
selves with  the  vague  assertion  that  the 
security  is  not  worth  the  paper  on  which 
it  is  written ;  but  beyond  generalities  of 
that  kind  there  has  not  been  a  single 
successful  attempt  to  show  that  the  cash 
portion,  as  distinguished  from  the  con- 
tingent portion, of  the  Gt^rantee  Fund,  is 
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not  amply  sufficient  to  meet  everything 
abort — I  am  notsare  that  I  ought  to  use 
the  word  short — of  actual  famine.  The 
more  you  work  out  the  method  in  which 
the  cash  portion  will  work,  the  more 
complete  the  security  seems,  I  am 
justified  therefore  in  ignoring  now  from 
dc'f.iult  arising  from  calamity,  and  I  pass 
to  the  consideration  of  defiiult  arising 
from  i*epudiation.  Kven  moderate  dia- 
houesty,  if  1  may  use  the  phrase,  is 
amply  provided  for  by  the  cash  portion 
of  the  Gun  ran  tee  Fund,  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  degree  of  repudiation  re- 
commended, or  hypothetical  ly  recom- 
mended*  by  the  lion.  Member  for  the 
Scotland  Division  would  be  met  by  it. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  I  did  not 
recommend  repudiation  at  all ;  I  deny  it 
in  toto* 

♦Mb,  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Well,  a  tem- 
porary  refusal  to  pay. 

Mr.  T.  R  O'CONNOR:  Temporary 
refusal  to  pay  which  shonld  cease  with 
the  existence  of  such  a  Government  as 
the  present. 

Hill.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  Well,  Sir,  I 
will  not  use  the  ofltensive  word  again  ; 
but  the  theory  of  temporary  refusal  to 
pay  which  is  now  supported  by  the  hon* 
Gentleman  appears  to  be  this — if  Irisli 
tenants  happen  to  dislike  the  Govern- 
ment in  office,  they  are  at  liberty  to 
withhold  all  paymetits.  If  this  thing 
should  happen  at  the  beginning  of  a  seven 
years'  Parliament,  it  is  f|uite  clear  that 
the  British  Exchequer  or  the  Locfil 
Authority  would  be  out  of  its  funds  for 
a  considerable  period.  Now,  let 
us  leave  the  theory  of  moderate 
dishonesty  and  come  to  the  extravagant 
hypothesis  of  universal  repudititii>n. 
Universal  repudiation,  as  1  understand 
it,  has  been  distinctly  adumbrated,  or 
regarded  as  j>os8ible,  by  the  lion.  Member 
for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  in  a  very  re- 
markable passage  of  his  speech.  He 
told  us  the  Government  vvtis  to  uuder- 
stand  that  not  only  the  dishonesty  of 
the  Irish  tenants,  but  their  honesty,  de- 
pended on  t\iGjial  of  the  Irish  agitator. 
He  told  MA  that  if  purchasers  under  the 
Ashbourne  Acts  and  theChurah  Acts  had 
systematically  and  honestly  paid  their 
debt«  for  the  last  20  year>,  it  was 
because  they  had  always  b^en  racom- 
msnded  to  pay  by  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
below  i\ie  Gangway. 
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Mr.  DILLON ,^  No;  I  did  not  say  that. 
I  said  that  in  our  view  our  advocacy  of 
payment  should  be  taken  into  account  as 
an  element  of  conaideratiou. 

•Mk.  a.  cL  BALFOUR :  These  are  the 
words  which  the  lion.  Gentleman  used — 

*'  It  had  bbeu  pointed  out  in  the  course  of  tho 
Debaltj  that  the  instalinenta  due  to  the  Govern^ 
ment  under  the  eales  of  land  that  had  taken 
place  in  IrelAtid  had  been  punctually  paid. 
Wh>  ?  Bt'cause  the  Iriah  Memhers  had  im* 
preafted  on  the  people  the  Aiurul  ohliguliou 
resting  on  them  to  pay  the  money.  That  waa 
a  ntkie  of  thingfi  very  diff«retit  from  what 
would  hAve  been  the  case  it  thoy  hud  told  tho 
people  that  they  were  under  no  obUjjatioa  to 
pity»  Therefore,  there  was  no  analogy  what- 
aver  between  the  condition  of  thton^s  now  pre- 
vailiDg  lind  that  which  might  prevail  when  the 
leaders  of  the  future,  whoever  they  mij^ht  he, 
or  from  whatever  motive,  proclaimed  to  tho 
people  that  they  would  be  juatitied,  and  acting 
patriotically,  in  refuBiO};  to  pay  the  Govern- 
in  en  t  a  einglo  penny. " 

I  contend,  therefore,  that  I  am  justified  in 
saying  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo 
looks  forward  to  a  time  when  possibly 
other  leaders  may  arise  **  who  know  not 
Joseph  ^'  \fax((fhter,  and  an  Irish  Member  : 
**  Judas  *']  who  may  give  advice  to  the 
people  urging  til  em  to  repudiate  payment, 
on  patriotic  gi-ounds,  and  if  that  course  is 
pursued  the  people  would  refuse  to  pay 
their  debts.  I  accept  for  the  sake  of 
argument  the  hon*  Gentleman's  view  of 
the  honesty  of  the  Irish  tenants  ^nd  the 
honesty  of  the  fu^ture  Irish  leaders.  I 
at?cept  the  theory  he  and  has  laid  before 
ttie  House. 

Mk.  DILLON :  I  said  I  should  do  it 
myself  undtr  certain  circumstances. 

♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  did  not  Uke 
to  put  it  so  offensively. 

Mr.  DILLON  :  I  will  relieve  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  of  all  anxiety  and  say, 
for  my  own  part,  that  I  moist  certainly 
would  do  it. 

*Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  In  my  heart  I 
did  not  doubt  it ;  but  I  did  not  wish  to 
import  anything  acrimonious  into  the 
Debate,  But  whilel  turceptthe  hyjjothesis 
that  the  time  may  come  when  the  Mem- 
ber for  E  ist  Mayo  and  his  friends  will 
recommend  repudiation,  I  desire  to 
point  out  that  we  shall  not  be  saved 
from  that  calamity,  as  Gentlemen 
opposite  vainly  imagine,  by  their  giving 
their  consent  to  this  or  any  other  Bdl, 
How  cjin  such  a  consent  hind  their 
action  in  the  future  ?  I  have  known  other 
sections  and  other  political  Parties  change 
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their  minds.  Your  theory  of  the  way 
Wi  which  a  Land  Purcluise  Bill  ought 
\o  be  carried  is  that  it  is  safe,  and 
only  safe,  when  consent  has  been 
given  to  it  by  the  Members  from 
Ireland.  But  what  securiiy  have  we 
that  that  consent  will  last  ?  What 
ground  have  we  for  supposing  that  the 
Member  for  Mayo  may  not  change  his 
mind,  or  may  not  be  succeeded  by  a 
more  extreme  politician  than  himself, 
who  may  give  advice  to  the  Irish  people 
which  the  Member  for  Mayo  now  says  that 
i^ven  he  is  ready  to  give  under  certain 
contingencies?  If  that  happens,  how 
should  we  be  more  sscure  if  we  brought 
in  a  Bill  which  was  signed,  sealed,  and 
assented  to  by  every  Irish  Member 
sitting  in  this  House?  I  accept,  then, 
4nd  I  ask  the  House  to  accept,  the  pos- 
sible effects  of  universal  repudiation  as 
JL  contingency  which  has  to  be  contem- 
plated, and  contemplated  equally 
whether  we  have  or  have  not  the 
support  of  the  Irish  Members.  What 
we  really  have  to  determine  is  whether 
it  can  be  successfully  carried  out  under 
ihis  Bill,  and  I  say  it  cannot  be  carried 
out,  and  tliat  the  efforts  of  the  Member 
for  Mayo  will  be  exhausted  in  the 
Vain  effort  to  accomplish  any  policy  at 
all  resembling  universal  repudiation.  I 
?will  explain  why.  Anybody  who  has 
barefully  examined  the  methods  of 
Irish  agitation  against  the  landlords  in 
the  past,  and  the  measure  of  success  they 
liave  met  with,  will  see  that  success 
can  only  occur  under  three  condi- 
tions. In  the  first  place,  the  landlord 
attacked  must  be  financially  weak  ; 
in  the  second  place,  the  repudiation  must 
,be  backed  up  by  a  system  of  general  boy- 
cotting in  the  neighbourhood ;  and,  in 
the  third  place,  there  must  be  adequate 
funds  at  the  disposal  of  the  agitators 
to  support  the  evicted  tenants.  Now,  I 
say  none  of  these  conditions  will  be  ful- 
filled in  the  case  of  universal  repudia- 
tion. You  are  not  dealing  here  with  a 
.financially  weak  landlord  ;  you  are  deal- 
ing with  the  British  Exchequer  ;  and  I 
want  to  ask  this  question  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men, Do  they  think  that  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  would  ever  have  been  started, 
or  if  started  would  ever  have  succeeded 
an  estata   on    which    all   the    rent 
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form  of  local  subscriptions  to  the 
neighbourhood?  Clearly  all  the  land- 
lord would  have  to  do  in  these  circum- 
stances would  be  to  diminish  his  sub- 
scriptions, shilling  for  shilling,  as  the 
tenantdiminished his  rent.  Nowthatisthe 
precise  position  of  the  British  Exchequer. 
It  has  only  to  cut  off,  penny  for  penny,  its 
habitual  subscriptions  to  Irish  local  pur- 
poses, and  it  will  not  be  a  penny  the 
worse.  The  second  condition  which  has 
to  be  fulfilled  is  the  condition  that 
there  should  be  general  boycotting  in  the 
neighbourhood.  This  is  obvious,  because 
the  whole  of  our  legislation  is  founded 
on  the  land  hunger  in  Ireland,  and  the 
land  hunger  is  never  likely  to  be  more 
acute  than  when  the  land  to  be  occupied 
is  held  under  Very  favourable  conditions. 
Therefore,  you  will  require  to  have  your 
machinery  of  boycotting  in  its  very 
highest  state  of  efficiency  if  you  mean  to 
prevent  new  purchasers  from  coming  in 
and  taking  farms  from  which  defaulting 
purchasers  have  been  evicted. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Where  will  they 
come  from  ? 

♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Now,  Sir,  I 
fail  to  see  what  motive  the  neighbour- 
hood has  for  taking  part  in  this 
criminal  conspiracy.  By  your  own 
hypothesis  these  men  who  refuse  to 
pay  are  holding  their  land  under 
exceptionally  favourable  terms.  They 
are  objects  of  jealousy  to  the  non- 
purchasing  tenants  in  the  neighbourhood, 
and  why  should  these  non-purchasing 
tenants  band  together  in  a  criminal  con- 
spiracy to  protect  their  more  fortunate 
rivals  ?  No  reason  can  be  shown  for  it, 
and  I  do  not  thmk  it  will  be  done.  But 
there  is  even  a  stronger  obstacle  in  the 
way  of  carrying  out  a  system  of  repudia- 
tion. The  reason  why  there  has  been 
no  attempt  to  spread  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign over  any  large  area  of  Ireland  is 
that  there  is  not  money  to  support  the 
evicted  tenants.  Everybody  knows  that 
who  knows  Ireland.  I  believe  that  the 
tenants  evicted  from  the  Ponsonby 
estate,  in  the  County  of  Cork,  are  paid  at 
the  rate  of  £3  a  month.  That  is,  at  all 
events,  what  I  have  heard,  and  I  do  not 
suppose  that  you  are  likely  to  get  these 
tenants  to  give  up  their  homes  to 
please  hon.  Members  opposite  for  a 
much  less  sum.  Now,  I  am  told 
that  150,030  tenants  are  going  to   buy 
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under  tkis  Bill.  If  all  the  tenants 
lure  going  to  repudiate,  and  if  you  are 
goin^  to  support  them  all  at  the 
rate  I  have  mentioned,  you  will  re- 
quire a  sura  of  £5.400,000  to  da  it.  I 
apprehend  that  the  resources  of  the 
ITational  League,  considerable  as  they 
may  be,  would  hardly  be  equal  to  the 
strain.  You  tell  us  that  we  shall  never 
dare  to  withhold  the  cantingent  portion 
of  the  grant  if  there  is  a  general  repudia- 
tion, I  do  not  agree.  I  do,  indeed,  agree 
that  if,  owing  to  some  visitation  of  Heaven, 
tome  gre^t  calamity  which  man  is  power- 
le»5j  to  resist  or  to  ward  off,  the  agricul- 
tural population  of  Ireland  were  reduced 
to  striryation,  then  you  could  not  touch 
the  Contingent  Fund;  but  if  Ireland  were 
tftill  joined  to  England  the  Imperial 
Parliament  would  have  to  put  their 
haad  in  their  pocket  to  help  the  uufor- 
tunati  peasantry.  If,  howev.T,  this 
repudiatitm  arises  from  a  criminal  con* 
ftpicacy  iu  which  every  one  of  the  rate- 
payers or  a  great  majority  of  the 
ratepayers  are  themselves  pArticipators, 
then  I  say  that  neither  princifjle  nor 
policy,  nor  even  sentiment,  would  inter- 
fere to  protect  those  who  by  hypothesis 
are  guilty  of  this  deUberdte  crimb*.  Now, 
Sir,  I  proceed  to  deal  with  a  part  of  the 
case,  which  I  had  thought  I  might  have 
been  spared.  I  mean  a  defence  of  the 
extension  of  a  peasant  proprietary  in 
Ireland*  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Derby  (Sir  W.  Harcourt),.  foi-getful  of 
iiis  own  previous  efforts  in  a  different 
dirtjctioo,  actually  defended  the  present 
system  of  dual  ownership  in  Ire- 
land, I  believe  that  that  system 
Is  open  to  every  objection  which 
can  be  urged  against  other  systi^ms 
of  land  tenure,  while  it  does  not  possess 
6nQ  of  the  merits  which  other  systems  pos- 
less*  On  the  bad  stock  of  this  system 
you  engraft  a  social  agitation  which  has 
torn  Ireland  to  pieces  for  the  last  10 
years,  and  to  care  that  agitation  you 
adopt  the  absurd,  though  well-mean- 
ing, expedient  of  settling  every  land 
cx>n tract  by  means  of  a  Land  Court. 
What  has  been  the  result  of  that  by  the 
©onfession  of  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  (Opposite  ?  The  lion.  Member 
lor  Mayo  (Mr.  Uillon)  made  a  violent 
attack  on  the  present  constitution  of 
thu  Land  Ci>mmission.  He  implied  in 
the  dearest  language  that^  in  his  opinion, 


the  present  holders  of  office  in  that 
Court  were  not  doing  justice  to  the 
tenant.  I  am  not  going,  at  this 
moment,  to  take  up  the  defence  of  the 
able  and  honest  men  who  have  the 
duty  of  determining  fair  rents  in  Ireland; 
hut  I  v^-ant  to  point  out  the  evil  ol 
the  system  under  which  the  whole  value 
of  every  man*8  property  in  Ireland  de« 
pends  not  ao  much  on  his  industry,  not 
so  much  on  his  thrift,  not  so  much  on 
the  condition  of  the  market  or  the  oscil- 
lations from  time  to  time  in  the  value 
of  land,  as  upon  how  the  Land  Court 
happens  to  be  constituted.  [Monie  RuU 
Cheers*^  You  cheer.  You  think  it  is 
a  wholesome  system.  You  think  it 
is  a  system  which  we  ought  to  en- 
courage and  perpetuate.  I  say  it  is 
a  system  wliich,  however  it  is  worked, 
is  a  bad  system.  Supposing  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  got  their  way  and  cut 
do^vn  rents  by  three-fourtlia  through 
their  appoiutment  to  the  Land  Commia- 
si  on,  it  would  ruin  the  landlords  no 
doubt,  but  would  it  benefit  the  tenants? 
I  say  the  system  is  essentially  and 
radically  rotten.  You  cannot  i*eniain 
where  you  are  ;  you  cannot  go  back ; 
you  must  go  forward  ;  and  the  only  way 
in  which  you  can  go  forward  is  by 
attempting,  as  fast  as  your  means  allow, 
to  substitute  some  rational  system  d 
tenure  for  the  absurd  and  abnormal 
system  which,  partly  by  custom,  partly  by 
legislation,  and  partly  through  historical 
j  causes,  has  grown  up  in  Ireland.  Of 
course,  I  admit  that  objections  may  be 
raised  to  this  Bill,  I  never  heard  of  a 
Bill  to  which  objections,  and  even  legiti  - 
mate  objections,  could  not  bo  raised.  My 
c^:>ntention  is  that  this  Bill  has  merits  of 
its  own  which  no  other  Bill  on  the  sub- 
ject has  ever  possessed .  Many  of  the  objec- 
tions to  this  Bill  were  equally  or  even 
more  applicable  t^  the  scheme  proposed 
by  the  ris^ht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  in  1886  ;  but  this  Bill, 
and  this  Bill  alone,  makes  the  security  of 
the  British  Exchequer  absohite,  Thi.*% 
Bill,  and  this  Bill  alone,  provides  for  the 
**  lean  years ''  and  for  tliat  casual 
and  occasional  inability  to  pay 
which  may  happen  to  the  most  thrifty 
and  the  most  industrious  of  tenants. 
This  Bill,  and  this  Bill  alone,  attempts  to 
do  something^ — and  something  substantial 
— for   the    labouring  clagijeR,  who  liaT« 
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been  excluded  absolutely  from  the 
banefits  of  every  other  Bill  ever  pro- 
posed. This  Bill,  and  this  Bill  alone, 
gives  to  localities  the  very  strongest  in- 
terest in  maintaining  the  honesty  of 
every  purchaser  within  their  midst ;  and 
this  Bill,  and  this  Bill  alone,  deals  with 
the  perennial  problem  of  Irish  society — 
the  problem  of  the  congested  districts. 
These  are  the  great  claims  of  the  Bill, 
and  I  confidently  commend  it  to  the 
favour  of  the  House.  I  have  been 
accused  by  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo,  and  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby,  of  having  claimed 
that  this  Bill  is  a  complete  solution  of 
the  Irish  difficulty.  Language  of  that 
sort  has  never  baen  used  by  me  ;  it  is 
the  language  of  a  quack,  and  not  of  a 
doctor.  I  do  not  believe  that  it  is  within 
the  wit  of  man  to  provide  by  one  legis- 
lative Act  a  complete  cure  for  every  one 
of  the  historic  ills  under  which  Ireland 
has  suffered,  and  is  suffering ;  but  I  do 
say  that  this  is  a  great  contribution — a 
practical  and  material  contribution — to 
the  greatest  problem  which  English 
statesmanship  has  got  to  deal  with.  And 
recollect — and  I  beg  hon.  Gentlemen  to 
take  this  to  heart — this  is  a  boon,  and  I 
believe  a  great  boon,  which  under  no 
circumstances  can  Ireland  give  to  her- 
self. No  patriotism,  no  ability,  on  the 
part  of  Irish  politicians,  if  they  had  to 
rely  on  Irish  resources  alone,  could  give 
this  immense  benefit  to  the  tenantry  of 
Ireland.  They  are  dependent,  and  they 
must  be  dependent,  upon  the  credit  of 
the  British  Em pire.  The  Radical  Party — 
those  represented  by  the  senior  Member 
for  Northampton — say  they  will  never 
give  it  to  them.  I  do  not  know  whether 
that  view  is  shared  by  the  legitimate 
Opposition  above  the  Gangway  ;  but  if 
the  Irish  cannot  give  it  themselves, 
if  they  are  not  going  to  get  it  from  the 
Hadical  Party,  I  advise  them  to  get  it 
from  the  only  Party  that  can  or  will  give 
it  to  them.  A  great  deal  of  time  has 
been  spent — in  my  opinion,  mis-spent — 
in  this  Debate  in  discussing  whether  or 
not  a  man,  when  he  purchases  his  hold- 
ing, becomes  a  Loyalist.  I  am  not  in  the 
slightestdegreeinfluencedbythequestion. 
My  object  is  not  political,  but  social. 
We  do  not  desire  by  this  Bill  to  score  a 
political  trick,  or  to  trip  up  an  opponent ; 
and  I  appeal  in  all  earnestness  to  the  hon. 
Mr.  A.  J,  Balfour 


Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway,  and  to 
the  leader  of  the  new  Liberal  Party, 
who  declaims  so  eloquently  on  platforms 
about  the  woes  of  Ireland,  but  who 
refuses  to  give  6d.  out  of  his  pocket. 
[Mr.  Labouchbrb  :  Hear,  hear  !]  He  will 
not  spend  6d.  out  of  his  pocket  to  cure 
the  greatest  calamity  under  which  Ire- 
land suffers.  Let  the  country,  and  let 
the  Irish  {Members,  note  the  precise 
cash  value  of  Radical  sympathies.  If  I 
appeal  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Northampton  and  those  who 
follow  him  in  vain,  I  hope  I  shall  not 
appeal  in  vain  to  the  Members  who  sit 
near  him,  and  who  represent  Ireland. 
I  am  sure  that  in  their  hearts  they 
must  know  that  this  Bill  is  really 
a  great  contribution  to  Land  Reform 
in  Ireland  [Cries  of  No,  no  "],  and  that 
they  will,  at  all  events,  show  that 
they  are  prepared  to  discuss  that  which 
has  been  honestly  offered  in  a  candid* 
temperate,  and  impartial  spirit.  [Inter- 
ruption.] But  if  to  them,  and  I  judge 
so  from  their  interruptions,  1  ap- 
peal in  vain,  surely  I  may  appeal 
to  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
They  are  bound  by  every  public 
pledge  and  every  private  conviction  to 
aid  in  the  establishment  of  a  peasant 
proprietary  in  Ireland.  Do  they 
seriously  believe  that  a  better  oppor- 
tunity for  carrying  out  that  policy  will 
ever  occur,  or  that  they  will  be  able 
to  find  a  scheme  materially  better  in  any 
important  particular  ?  I  believe,  if  they 
will  forget  for  one  moment  the  political 
contests  which  rages  across  the  floor  of 
this  House,  and  ask  themselves,  in  all 
seriousness,  the  question  I  have  put  to 
them,  they  will  be  only  able  to  return  one 
answer  to  it ;  and  if  they  do  so,  I  think  I 
may  appeal  to  them  with  more  confi- 
dence, and  perhaps  with  more  success, 
than  I  have  appealed  either  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  or  to  his  Irish 
allies,  to  aid  in  the  great  work  which 
for  no  small  or  Party  purpose  we  have 
attempted  resolutely  to  take  in  hand. 
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(6.10.)  Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.)  : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  closing 
words  of  his  speech  declared  that  his 
object  is  social,  not  political ;  but  in  an 
earlier  passage,  when  showing  cause  for 
refusing  to  give  certain  control  to  Local 
Bodies  in  Ireland,  he  declared  his  object 
political,  not  social.  It  is  rarely  that 
a  statesman  of  exparience  makes  so 
palpable  and  so  foolish  a  blun- 
der, and  I  would  recommend  him 
to  endeavour  to  learn  at  least  the 
state  of  his  own  mind  before  he  can 
hope  to  impress  himself  on  others. 
The  elaborata  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  though  it  purported  to  shed 
a  6ood  of  light  on  the  subject,  does  not 
alter  the  fact  that  the  Government  in 
this  great  af^ir  is  pressing  this  House  to 
legislate  in  the  dark.  It  is  a  cardinal 
principle  in  their  policy  in  dealing  with 
the  afEairs  of  Ireland  to  refuse  the 
House  essential  information.  When 
the  Coercion  Act  was  before  the  House 
we  strove  in  vain  to  obtain  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  some  definite 
particulars  of  the  sweeping  allegations 
upon  which  the  House  was  misled  to 
pass  the  Bill.  Now  we  are  engaged  in 
considering  a  Bill  which  proposes  with 
Stats  money  to  buy  out  the  Irish  land- 
lord at  20  years  of  the  value  of  what  is 
practically  the  gross  rent  of  20  years,  and 
as  much  in  addition  as  he  can  extort  from 
the  tenant.  There  is  a  Court  in  Ireland 
for  the  sale  of  encumbered  estates, 
and  at  the  present  moment  there  are  in 
that  Court  for  sale  estates  with  a  rent  of 
about  £2,000,000.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  were  proposing  to  buy  any- 
thing else  but  Irish  land  I  am  certain  he 
would  help  the  House  to  ascertain  the 
value  of  the  article  by  every  means  in 
his  power.  I  asked  him  a  few  days  ago 
to  give  the  House  a  Return  of  the 
estates  for  sale,  of  their  situation,  their 
rateable  valuation,  their  rental,  and  the 
highest  offer  of  purchase,  where  any 
offer  of  purchase  has  been  made.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  informed  me  that 
he  could  not  state  either  the  rental  of 
the  estates  or  their  rateable  valuation,  or 
the  highest  offer  of  purchase,  although 
the  valuation  of  each  estate  is  a  matter 
of  public  record,  the  rental  of  the  estate 
is  a  record  of  the  Court,  and  every  offer 
made  is  in  the  hands  of  the  Judges. 
Yet  this  information  was  not  forth- 
coming for  the  House.     He  said  that 


some  fragment  of  the  Return  would  be 
given.  But  when  ?  At  the  end  of  the 
present  Session,  when  this  Bill  will 
have  either  passed  or  been  abandoned, 
or  when  it  cannot  be  of  the  slightest 
use.  Ho  refused  the  Return,  because 
he  was  well  aware  that  it  would  disclose 
the  fact  that  this  Bill  betrays  the  State. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  ought  to 
remind  the  House  that  the  Return  asked 
for  is  a  Return  in  the  power  of  the 
Court  to  give  or  refuse.  It  does  not 
come  within  the  scope  of  any  of  my 
officials  at  all.  The  information  I  gave 
to  the  Housj  was  based  on  the  informa- 
tion of  an  official  of  the  Court.  What 
the  hon.  Member  wanted  would  take  a 
very  long  time  to  prepare. 

Mr.  sexton  :  The  information  could 
be  prepared  by  any  clerk  in  the  Land 
Court  in  a  week ;  and  I  refuse  to  believe 
that  a  polite  intimation  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  the  Judge  of  tho 
Land  Court,  whom  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  about  to  place  at  the  head  of  the 
Land  Department,  would  not  have 
secured  the  immediate  production  of  the 
Return  ;  and  I  charge  the  Government 
with  a  wilful  suppression  of  facts 
material  to  the  case  before  the  House. 
Now,  I  have  a  word  to  say  on  the  verdict 
of  1886.  The  country,  by  a  majority 
in  1886,  decided  against  land  purchase 
involving  risk  to  the  State.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Loughborough  (Mr.  de  Lisle) 
denies  that.  I  did  not  think  there  was 
a  Member  of  this  House  so  hardened  as 
to  deny  that  the  judgment  of  the  country 
in  1886  was  that  no  Land  Purchase  Bill 
should  be  permitted  which  risked  the 
credit  of  the  State.  The  verdict,  no 
doubt,  was  obtained  by  false  pretence, 
but  the  judgment  is  none  the  less  bind- 
ing on  those  who  obtained  it,  because 
they  obtained  it  by  deception.  The 
Parties  opposite  and  their  confederates 
on  this  side  told  the  workmen  of 
England  that  the  credit  of  the  State  was 
risked  by  the  ]3ill  of  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian,  although  that  Bill  saved  the 
Stata  the  risk  or  trouble  of  loss  and 
collection  from  the  tenant — although 
that  Bill  pledged  the  public  faith  and 
honour  of  Ireland  by  a  solemn  national 
compact — the  public  interests  of  Ireland, 
the  public  revenues  of  Ireland,  and  the 
very  existence  of  her  domestic  Govern- 
ment, in  fulfilment  of  her  compact.  It 
was  a  security  as  perfect  as  any  man  could 
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deyise  or  conld  desire — a  better  secnrity, 
all  things  considered,  than  the  landlords 
oC  Ireland  will  ever  again  have 
^7  chance  of  refusing.  But  the 
Unionist  Party  persuaded  the  country 
that  the  Bill  involved  risk.  The  country 
oeturned  its  verdict  against  that  Bili, 
and  a  verdict  against  risking  the  credit 
oi  the  State,  the  verdict  which  at  the 
present  moment  is  the  moral  sanction 
for  the  official  existence  of  the  Party 
Opposite.  The  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham proved  by  his  speech  that  the 
BiU  involved  considerable  risk  ;  and  when 
a  Minister  without  a  portfolio  makes  a 
declaration  of  this  kind,  I  think  it  wants 
attention  from  the  Party  opposite.  Why 
is  this  Bill  introduced  to  the  House,  and 
why  is  it  pressed  forward  ?  It  is  a  Bill  as 
hazardous,  as  can  easily  be  shown,  as  the 
former  Bill  was  safe.  The  verdict  of  Eng- 
land stands  against  this  Bill.  Ireland 
has  not  asked  you  for  it.  Ireland  does 
not  want  it.  Ireland,  so  far  from  being 
thankful  for  this  Bill,  most  bitterly  re- 
sents it,  and  regards  it  as  an  odious  and 
humiliating  measure.  Why,  then,  is  it 
pressed  forward  ?  I  can  only  infer  that 
the  Government  do  not  expect  a  renewal 
of  their  lease  of  power.  They  are  will- 
ing while  time  is  yet  left  to  them  to  do 
a  good  turn  to  a  band  of  their  political 
confederates,  no  matter  at  what  hazard 
to  the  State.  They  are  indifEerent  so 
long  as  they  can  do  that,  and  they  do 
not  care  what  deep  and  bitter  trouble 
they  leave  to  those  who  will  have  to  take 
up  the  work  of  government  after  them. 
But  if  the  Party  opposite  give  up  the 
work  of  government  at  least  the  Party 
opposite  remains  ;  but  what  is  a  mystery 
to  me  is  this,  that  the  Party  opposite 
do  not  appear  to  give  intelligent  thought  to 
their  fate  as  a  Party.  In  a  measure  of  land 
purchase  of  this  magnitude  the  conditions 
apart  from  the  principle  are  all  impoi'tant. 
They  may  make  the  measure  or  mar  it ; 
they  may  render  it  invaluable  or  useless, 
or  worse  than  useless.  They  may  con- 
stitute it  a  great  public  benefit  or  a 
public  evil  and  danger.  What  are  the 
indispensable  conditions?  They  are, 
firstly,  equal  dealings  with  the  tenants 
at  large ;  they  are,  secondly,  equity  to 
the  individual  purchaser ;  and,  thirdly, 
real  S3curity  for  the  State.  If  anyone 
supposes  that  I  do  not  think  that 
sacurity  for  the  State  is  as  important  as 
the  other  two,  the  supposition  is 
Mr.  SeoUon 


erroneous.  I  desire  that  all  bargsinB 
with  the  State  should  be  kept.  I  demit 
in  order  that  they  may  be  kept,  tiiat 
they  shall  be  volantarily  and  freely 
made  ;  and  a  matter  of  the  first  import- 
ance is  this,  that  no  Government  shaH 
be  permitted  to  create  a  financial  diffi- 
culty which  would  have  the  effect  of 
embarrassing  and  impeding  the  future 
good  relations  between  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland.  As  to  the  principle  of  land 
purchase  by  State  credit,  it  must  be 
under  sound  conditions.  It  is  not  neces- 
sary at  this  time  of  day  that  a  Member 
of  the  Irish  Party  should  say  that  he 
adopts  that  principle — the  principle  is 
our  own.  It  was  the  foundation  stone  of 
the  Land  League  10  years  ago.  It  has 
since  been  adopted  by  both  Parties  in 
the  State.  We  have  struggled  for  that 
principle  and  sufEered  persecution  and 
imprisonment  for  it;  and  our  most  recent 
experience  has  been  that  in  consequenoe 
of  our  persistent  pursuit  of  the  principle 
three  distinguished  gentlemen,  having 
no  connection  and  no  acquaintance  with 
Ireland,  have  found  that  we  intended  to 
drive  the  landlords  from  the  country. 
The  landlords,  who  know  more  about  it, 
are  under  the  impression  that  the  Go- 
vernment intended  to  drive  them  out. 
At  any  rate,  the  notion  that  we  had  a 
quarrel  with  individuals,  and  not  with  an 
institution — the  notion  that  we  desired 
to  drive  the  landlords  out  of  Ireland  has, 
I  think,  been  disposed  of  by  the  offer 
made  in  the  course  of  the  Debate  by  my 
hoc.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  has  asked  us  what  would 
be  said  if  that  offer  had  been  made  by 
him.  I  confess  it  would  have  shared  the 
fate  of  Parliamentary  criticism  ;  but  if 
the  proposal  had  been  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  we  would  then  have 
compared  it  with  ideal  perfection ;  but 
the  proposal  being  made  as  an  alternative 
scheme,  we  have  compared  it  with  the 
Bill  against  which  it  was  directed,  and 
it  is  saying  very  little  indeed  for 
the  scheme  of  my  hon.  Friend 
that  we  have  found  it  an  infinitely- 
better  scheme  than  the  scheme  embodied 
in  the  Bill.  It  is  an  error  to  suppose 
that  my  hon.  Friend  by  his  offer  com- 
mitted himself  to  the  Bill  or  any  part  of 
it .  In  making  his  offer  he  was  limited  to 
the  conditions  of  the  case.  What  are  ths 
conditions  of  the   case?    He  was  0Qn%' 
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fronted  by  a  Bill  which  >Yill  be  passed 
through  this  Houao  by  a  majority  no 
matter  what  Irish  Members  may  say  or 
do  ;  and  the  question  to  which  he  ad- 
dressed himself  was — could  any  better 
nse  than  the  use  proposed  in  the  Bill  be 
made  of  the  £33,000,000  which  it  ts  pro- 
posed to  expend  in  the  interests. of  ceilain 
classes  ?  1  venture  to  think  my  hon. 
Friend  suggested  a  scheme  which  an- 
swered that  question,  for  if  his  proposal 
hsid  been  adopted  the  landlords  generally 
—I  sp^ak  from  the  ^)oint  of  view  of  the 
landlords  now — -with  feast  disturbance 
of  their  position  would  have  obtained 
greater  relief  than  a  small  portion  of 
them  will  obtain  under  the  present  BilL 
Under  my  hon*  Friend  s  schenae  the 
tenants  all  over  Ireland  would  have 
obtained  immediately  a  greater  reduction 
than  this  Bill  is  likely  to  offer  them,  and 
the  State  would  have  had  to  deal  with  a 
limited  number  of  landlords  upon  the  se- 
curity of  their  estates^  and  might  have  got 
rid  of  flimsy  guarantees  instead  of  having 
under  this  Bill  to  deal  with  a  multitude 
of  tenants  upon  a  scheme  embracing  all 
kinds  of  holdings  at  excessive  rates.  The 
criticism  of  the  right  hon.  Cientleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  did  not  affect  the  e8s:?ntial 
validity  of  the  scheme.  It  is  true  that 
the  general  average  between  lar>je  farms 
and  small  farms  would  not  be  the  same 
on  an  individual  estate  as  it  is  all  over 
Ireland  ;  but  the  principle  of  fining-down 
rents  might  liave  been  applied  within 
w*ide  limits.  As  to  the  observation  of 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham,  that 
some  Irish  landlords  are  not  encumbered, 
I  think  he  might  go  out  and  search  with 
a  lantern  and  not  find  one.  If  he  did 
find  one  I  say  that  Irish  landlord 
would  do  well  in  his  own  interest  to 
iM*oerpt  the  capital  sum  for  a  certain  re- 
duction of  his  rent,  rather  than  give  the 
reduction  w^ithout  any  equivalent,  as  the 
mass  of  the  landlords  unquestionably  in 
Ireland  will  have  to  do  as  soon  as  the 
transactions  under  the  present  Bill  create 
a  lower  standard  of  payment.  The  Chan- 
csllor  of  the  Exchequer  asked  two  ques- 
tions in  connection  with  the  scheme.  He 
asked  of  my  hon*  Friend  would  the  scheme 
abolish  dual  ownership  1  No,  Sir,  because 
the  money  is  not  forthcoming,  and  you 
cannot  make  Id,  do  the  work  of  6d, 
But  does  the  Bill  of  the  Government 
abolish  the  ^n^tem  of  dual  ownership  1 


The  Bill  of  the  Government  indirectly^ 
but  not  the  less  certainly,  means  ruin  to 
the  great  majority  of  the  landlords  of 
Ireland.  The  Chief  Secretary  exhausted 
rhetoric  indenouncingtho  existing  system 
of  dual  ownership  ;  but  his  Bill  not  only 
continues  but  perpetuates  the  present 
system  of  dual  ownership  over  at 
least  five-sixths  of  Ireland,  in  reply  to 
the  other  question  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  whether  we  could  insure 
him  against  a  strike  against  remnants 
of  rent  under  the  scheme  of  my  hon» 
Friend,  I  ask  him  another  question. 
Can  he  insure  himself  against  a 
strike  against  the  annual  payments 
under  his  Bill?  The  weapon  levelled 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
recoils  upon  himself.  Tlie  scheme  of 
my  hon.  Friend  would  have  pmved  to  be 
a  palliative  measure ;  it  would  have 
mitigated  dual  ownership  ;  it  would  have 
relieved  the  strained  relations  between 
londlord  and  tenant ;  but  the  effect  of 
your  Bill  w^ill  be  that  it  will  leave  dis- 
satisfaction  even  among  the  landlords 
you  buy  out ;  and,  as  regards  the  land- 
lords you  do  not  buy  out,  it  will  leave 
them  absolutely  helpless  in  the  face  of 
the  strike.  The  Government  proposed 
to  take  in  the  scheme  of  my  hon.  Friend 
to  their  Bill  as  a  lodger.  My  hon* 
Fiiend,  however,  demanded  the  status 
of  an  occupier  The  point  of  his  sugges- 
tion is  that  if  the  £30,000,000  is  to  be 
usefully  employed  it  should  bo  employed 
entirely  for  the  purpose  of  fining  down 
rent.  I  do  Kot  see  how  you  can  carry 
on  side  by  side  a  system  of  finiog  down 
rent  and  of  voluntary  purchase.  It  is 
evident  the  two  schemes  could  not  run 
tt:>gether.  At  any  rdite,  in  order  that  the 
scheme  of  my  hon.  Friend  should  have  a 
fair  chance  of  success,  the  whole  of  the 
money  would  have  to  be  applied  to  it^ 
because  the  Government  would  foster 
its  own  child  and  starve  the  stepchild. 
They  would  spend  all  the  money  upon 
their  own  plan,  and  by -and -by  they 
would  tell  my  hon.  Friend  that  their 
plan  wiis  going  on  exceedingly  well 
and  that  the  plan  of  my  hon.  Friend  had 
failed.  Of  course,  with  your  majority 
at  your  back,  you  may  do  whatever 
you  please ;  but  if  you  introduce 
the  scheme  into  your  Bill  as  supple-* 
mentary,  and  not  alternative,  yoi^ 
will  do  it  without  the  consent  of  my 
hon.  Friend  and  on  your  own  responst- 
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bilitj  ;  and  whatever  some  may  think  of 
the  rejection  of  the  scheme  proposed  by 
my  hon.  Friend,  I  think  the  landlords 
hereafter  will  hava  canse  to  lament  it. 
I  am  greatly  astonished  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  not  endeavoured  to 
explain  away  the  extraordinary  error 
which  he  niade  in  his  former  spaech. 
He  placed  the  capital  value  of  the 
Guarantee  Fund  at  £33,000,000;  but 
when  the  Return  came  into  our  hands  it 
turned  out  that  the  capital  fund  is  only 
value  for  £27,000,000,  and  that  in  order 
to  make  it  even  £27,000,000  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  to  include  a  credit 
which  did  not  exist  at  the  time  of  the 
introduction  of  this  Bill — a  credit  never 
heard  of  in  this  Housj  until  the  Budget 
Speech  three  weeks  afterwards  —  a 
credit  which  does  not  exist  at  the 
present  moment,  and  which  has  not 
passed  into  law.  I  allude  to  the  £100,000 
paid  for  Customs  and  Excise.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  by  illegitimately 
appropriating  that  credit,  increased  the 
apparent  value  of  the  Guarantee  Fund 
by  £2,500,000.  I  find  in  another 
column  of  the  Return  a  trifling  error 
of  £500,000,  into  which  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  go.  The  first  point  is  that  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  the 
capital  value  of  the  Guarantee  Fund  was 
£33,000,000,  the  value  of  it  was  really 
£25,000,000.  Now,  if  any  man  in  an 
actuary's  office  had  made  so  gross  an 
error  he  would  certainly  have  lost  his 
place  ;  and  the  fact  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  sponsor  of  the  Bill  has, 
upon  a  computation  of  £33,000,000, 
made  an  error  of  £8,000.000,  is  a  fact 
which  I  think  will  affect  the  value  of 
his  judgment  in  matters  of  national 
finance.  I  may  add  that  in  the  Return 
the  sum  of  £2,000,000,  repayable  under 
the  Ashbourne  Act,  is  added  to  the 
Guarantee  Fund.  But  thesj  £2,000,000 
will  be  a  loan,  they  will  not  be  money 
for  the  purposs  of  a  guarantee  ;  but  evx^n 
if  th  'y  were  to  be  used  for  the  guarantee, 
then  I  say  still  the  capital  value  of  the 
Guarantee  Fund  is  £25,000,000,  and  not 
£33,000,000.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man need  not  concern  himself  about  the 
capital  value.  I  can  show  him  an  easy 
way  to  double  it.  Let  him  claj)  on  to 
his  Guarantee  Fund  the  money  that  is  paid 
for  the  Irish  police  and  the  Irish  prisons. 
He  takes  everything  away  we  find  of  any 
use;  and  if  society  in  Ireland  is  to  be 
Mr,  JSexion 


resolved  into  its  primitive  elements — so 
far  as  the  Government  can  accomplish 
that — I  think  we  can  do  as 
well  without  the  police  and  with- 
out prisons  as  we  can  without 
industrial  schools  for  the  prevention  of 
crime,  without  asylums  for  the  custody 
of  the  insane,  without  dispensaries  for 
the  care  of  the  sick  poor,  without  officers 
for  the  supervision  of  the  public  health, 
and  without  primary  education.  There 
is  one  little  matter  I  shall  not  forget. 
Among  the  useful  grants  the  right,  hon. 
Gentleman  proposes  to  leave  us  is  £800 
a  year  for  vaccine  lymph.  I  think  he 
had  better  take  the  vaccine  lymph  along 
with  the  rest  It  will  be  very  little  use 
to  us  if  no  one  is  left  to  apply  it,  and  I 
intend  to  move  in  Committee  to  make 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a  present  of 
the  vaccine  lymph,  because  I  think  his 
scheme  is  so  repulsive  that  it  will  not  be 
worse  even  by  a  touch  of  small-pox. 
Are  hon.  Members  opposite  entirely 
certain  of  the  finance  of  this  Bill  ?  They 
take  it,  I  believe,  to  be  a  Bill  for  the 
issue  of  £30,000,000  of  Stock  to  be  re- 
deemed by  the  purchasers  in  a  term  of 
49  years.  I  can  tell  them  it  is  nothing 
of  the  kind.  It  is  a  Bill  to  involve  the 
State  in  far  deeper  responsibility.  This 
is  a  Bill  for  a  permanent  addition  of 
£70,000,000  to  the  National  Debt,  llie 
sum  to  be  issued  primarily  under  the  Bill 
is  only  £30,000,000,  but  the  Bill  provides 
that  the  balance  of  £2,000,000  unex- 
pended under  the  Ashbourne  Acts,  and 
also  that  all  the  repayments  under  the 
Ashbourne  Acts,  and  all  the  Sinking 
Fund  under  the  present  Bill  shall  be 
re-issued  as  the  repayments  come  in. 
L3t  us  pursue  it  to  a  conclusion.  The 
Sinking  Fund,  under  the  present  Bill, 
is  to  be  issued  cs  it  comes  in.  How 
are  the  £30,000,000  to  be  redeemed? 
The  £30,000,000  will  never  be  redeemed 
except  by  Imperial  Funds.  The  repay- 
ments under  the  Ashbourne  Act  will 
amount  from  this  time  forward  to 
£300,000  a  year ;  the  Sinking  Fundunder 
the  present  Bill  will  also  amount  to 
£300,000  ayear.  These  two  sums,  amount- 
ing to  £600,000  a  year,  are,  by  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill,  to  be  re-issued  for  fresh 
transactions  in  land.  If  they  are  re- 
issued from  year  to  year,  these  two  sums 
together,  in  the  normal  term  of  49  years, 
will  amount  to  £30,000,000  more.  The 
£30,000,000  more  will  be  issued  at  the 
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end  of  that  term,  and  there  is  no 
provision  to  redeem  that  £30,000,000 
nnder  the  present  Bill,  or  the 
£10,000,000  coming  in  under  the  Ash- 
bourne Act;  and  it  is  perfectly  clear 
that  if  the  Sinking  Fund  and  the  re- 
payments are  taken  away  that 
£40,000,000  coming  in  nnder  this  and 
the  Ashbourne  Act  could  never  be 
redeemed  except  by  Imperial  funds. 
The  £30,000,000  will,  no  doubt,  be  re- 
deemed, not  at  the  end  of  thjs  first,  but 
at  the  end  of  the  second  term  of  49 
years ;  and  I  venture  to  submit  that 
this  Bill  is  a  Bill  not  for  the  creation  of 
£30,000,000  Stock,  to  be  redeemed  in  30 
years,  but  a  Bill  for  the  addition  of 
£70,000,000  to  the  National  Debt— first, 
by  the  issue  of  £40,000,000  not  to  be 
redeemed,  and  afterwards,  £30,000,000 
to  be  redeemed  after  a  second  term  of 
49  years.  The  provisions  stand  plainly 
in  the  forefront  of  the  Bill,  and  will  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  deny  this  ? 

•The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GoscHEN,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  Yes. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Let  him  wait  and  hear 
me.  Will  he  deny  that  it  is  intended 
by  the  Bill  that  the  Treasury  shall 
re-issue,  for  fresh  transactions,  the  re- 
payments under  the  Ashbourne  Act,  and 
will  he  deny  also  that  provision  is  made 
for  the  re-issue- of  the  Sinking  Fund 
under  the  present  Bill  ? 

•Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  The  hon.  Member 
does  not  see  that  the  Sinking  Fund  is  to 
be  us3d  in  cancelling  a  portion  of  the 
£30,000,000.  When  that  portion  is 
cancelled  then  an  equal  sum  can  be 
issued  again,  but  it  will  not  be  more 
than  £30,000,000,  and  the  hon.  Member 
will  see  the  operation  is  that  every  year 
a  portion  of  the  original  £30,0u0,000 
will  be  paid  off,  and  when  that  is  paid 
off,  and  there  is  so  much  standing  free, 
issues  may  take  place  to  repay  the 
amount. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  That  may  be  the 
private  intention  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  but  I  can  only  say  it  does 
not  appear  in  the  Bill.  In  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill  the  repayments  under  the 
Ashbourne  Act  and  the  payments  to  the 
Sinking  Fund  may  be  paid  out,  and 
there  is  no  security  that  the  National 
Treasury  may  not  be  involved  to  the 
extent  of  £70,000,000 ;  and  I  think  hon. 
Gentlemen    have    not  informed  them- 

YOL.  CCGXTilTT.      [thibd  sbbibs.] 


selves  of  the  nature  and  scope  of  the 
liability  in  which  the  State  is  about  to 
be  involved,  and  that  they  will  find  this 
Bill  an  exceedingly  delicate  subject  by- 
and-by.  The  landlords,  I  understand, 
are  grumbling  at  the  2J  Stock.  The 
landlords  are  dumb  in  this  Debate.  They 
are  not  dumb  elsewhere,  and  the  con- 
ferences between  the  landlords  and  the 
Government  are  conferences  of  a  charac- 
ter not  adjudged  fit  for  the  public  ear, 
and,  in  fact,  are  held  in  camera.  Now, 
Sir,  the  guaranteed  Land  Stock  under  the 
present  Act  will  stand  at  2|  per  cpnt. 
for  a  term  of  30  years,  but  existing  funds 
which  stand  at  2J  now  will  fall  to  2J 
per  cent,  at  the  end  of  13  years. 
You  give  the  Land  Stock  a  preferential 
position,  for,  of  course.  Stock  which 
carries  2J  per  cent,  for  30  years  is  more 
valuable  than  that  which  carries  2 J 
for  only  13  years,  and,  therefore,  the 
Land  Stock  will  take  a  preferential  posi- 
tion. I  am  not  sure  whether  hou. 
Gentlemen  have  grasped  the  fact  that 
when  your  Bill  comes  into  operation, 
you  will  inflict  a  fine  on  every  Imperial 
Stockholder  proportionate  to  the  extent 
of  this  reduction  to  which  I  have  alluded. 
Are  the  Government  playing  with  the 
landlords,  and  do  they  really  intend  that 
the  Bill  shall  ever  operate  or  pass  ?  If 
the  Government  intend  seriously  to 
grapple  with  the  enormous  question  of 
land  purchase  they  will  first  have  to 
clear  the  ground ;  they  will  first  have  to 
introduce  and  pass  their  Local  Govern- 
ment Act  for  Ireland.  It  is  a  very 
curious  sequel  to  the  Election  of  1886 
that  of  the  two  pledges  given  by  the 
present  Government,  the  pledge  in 
favour  of  Local  Government  and  the 
pledge  against  land  purchase  with  risk 
to  the  State,  they  insist  on  violating 
the  one  pledge  as  a  necessary  prelimi- 
nary to  proceeding  to  keep  the  other.  If 
you  desire  to  have  a  valid  guarantee 
you  should  proceed  to  create  in 
Ireland  elective  Local  Bodies.  If  you 
had  given  these  Lccal  Bodies  a  veto 
on  transactions  under  the  Bill,  you  would 
have  been  in  a  position  to  ask  their  assent 
to  the  hypothecation  of  the  public  grants 
to  aid  local  rates.  The  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  perceived  the  futility  of 
attempting  to  act  without  public  consent. 
He  declared  it  to  be  a  very  strong  and  a 
very  serious  step,  and  one  that  was  abso- 
lutely dangerous,  and  he  called  upon  the 
3  Y 
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Government  at  least  to  give  a  promise 
that  County  Councils  would  be  consti- 
tuted in  Ireland  on  the  English  model, 
which  would  have  a  veto  on  transactions 
under  the  Bill,  which  would  have  an 
interest  in  the  success  of  the  nation,  and 
that  yon  should  request  the  assent  of 
this  County  Council  to  a  levy  upon  local 
rates.  And  what  does  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary reply  ?  He  says  there  is  a  leader 
arising  in  the  future,  a  leader  who  knows 
not  Joseph.  Why,  we  have  a  leader 
noWj^and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
hims2lf  proved  himself  to  be  ^leader  who 
knows  not  Joseph.  His  reply  to  the 
appeal  of  the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham was  that  Ireland  is  not  in  a  normal 
stats.  When  will  Ireland  be  in  a  normal 
state  ?  When  will  Ireland  be  fit  for  any 
measure  of  Local  Government  ?  Is  this 
the  principle — is  Ireland  never  to  have 
elective  Local  Bodies  until  the  Govern- 
ment can  be  assured  in  advance  that  the 
will  of  the  Government  will  be  carried 
out  by  these  bodies  when  constituted  ? 
Sir,  I  do  not  know  how  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  will  vote,  but  1 
have  to  ask  the  Liberal  Unionist  Party 
how  they  intend  to  vote  on  the  Division 
on  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill  ?  One 
of  their  leaders  has  proved  the  Bill  to 
be  dangerous,  because  he  regards  it  as 
dangerous  to  hypothecate  public  grants 
payable  to  Ireland  and  place  a  levy 
on  local  -rates  without  giving  Local 
Bodies  a  share  of  responsibility,  or 
securing  their  consent.  Do  the 
Liberal  Unionist  Party  intend  to  vote 
for  or  against  the  Second  Reading? 
As  to  the  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
the  House  is  so  used  to  seeing  him  vote 
against  his  own  speeches  that  there  will 
scarcely  be  the  remnant  of  a  languid 
interest  to  observe  whether  on  the 
present  occasion  the  speech  which  has 
not  left  tlie  Chief  Secretary  a  leg  to 
stand  on  is  sufficient  even  to  convince 
himself.  The  Government,  if  they 
meant  seriously  to  have  laid  down  an 
equitable  basis  of  purchase,  should  have 
arranged,  as  the  Bill  of  the  Member  for 
Midlothian  did  in  1886,  to  enable  every 
tenant  about  to  ])urchase  t«>fix  a  judicial 
rent.  I  go  further,  and  I  say  that  as  a 
necessary  precedent  to  purchase  the 
Government  should  have  arranged  to 
allow  every  tenant  in  Ireland,  no  matter 
of  what  status,  to  subtract  from  his  rent 
the  value  of  his  own  improvements  to 
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his  holding.  Men  under  duress  may 
agree  to  pay  rents  on  their  own  improve- 
ments, but  men  with  any  liberty  of 
choice  will  never  agree  to  buy  from  the 
landlord  the  capital  value  of  what  these 
improvements  represent.  At  present 
you  have  in  Ireland  the  judicial  rents 
under  the  Act  of  1881.  You  have  the 
judicial  rents  adjusted  under  the  Act  of 
1887,  and  again  you  have  the  great 
majority  of  the  tenants  of  Ireland  still 
paying  rent  on  the  whole  of  their  im- 
provements ;  and  I  say,  therefore,  that 
your  basis  of  purchase  is  chaotic,  and 
permanent  order  cannot  be  founded  upon 
it.  There  were  two  other  necessary 
preliminary  conditions.  You  should  have 
made  free  contracts  possible.  And  how 
could  that  have  been  done  1  You  should 
have  repealed  your  Coercion  Act,  because 
under  your  Coercion  Act  any  body  of 
tenants  who  meet  t(^etber  to  consider 
their  interests  to  decide  on  an  offer  of 
sale  are  liable  to  be  hauled  before 
two  of  your  Resident  Magistrates  for 
holding  a  meeting  of  a  suppressed  branch, 
or  an  unlawful  assembly,  or  intimidation ; 
and  instead  of  going  into  the  ownership 
of  their  holdings  are  more  likely  to  go 
for  six  months  to  prison.  I  tell  you  so 
l/'ng  as  the  Coercion  Act  remains  in  Ire- 
land land  purchase  will  never  work. 
Lastly,  Sir,  you  should  apply  to  Ireland 
— as  you  have  in  Scotland — a  provision 
to  liquidate  arrears.  Arrears  accumu- 
lated widely  iu  1885  and  subsequent 
years,  and  the  existence  of  arrears  makes 
a  tenant  liable  to  eviction,  and  places  him 
at  the  mercy  of  the  landlords.  So  long 
as  you  abstain  from  applying  to  Ireland 
the  policy  of  liquidation,  which  you  have 
applied  to  Scotland  in  respect  of  arrears, 
it  is  futile  and  illusory  to  look  for  free 
contracts  in  the  country.  Therefore,  I 
say  the  Government  have  introduced  this 
Bill,  while  they  have  deliberately  ignored 
every  one  of  the  essential  preliminary 
conditions.  Now,  Sir,  there  is  a  part  of 
the  Bill  about  which  scarcely  anything 
has  been  said.  Yet  I  think  that  part  of 
the  Bill  affords  the  most  striking  evi- 
d  ;nce  of  a  sinister  and  dangerous  intent. 
I  refer  to  part  3  of  the  Bill,  which  con- 
stitutes the  Land  Department,  and  pro- 
poses to  place  at  the  head  of  that  Depart- 
ment the  Judge  of  the  Land  Court,  who 
has  blocked  that  Court  with  two  millions 
of  rental  by  waiting  for  unattainable 
prices.     The  salaries  of  the  non-judicial 
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Commissioners  amounted  to  £7,500.  The 
Bill  proposes  to  make  thsm  £12,000. 
One  of  these  Commissioners  a  few  years 
ago  was  a  sub-official  in  one  of  the  minor 
Courts.  Another  was  a  small  law  agent. 
The  incomes  of  these  gentlemen  did  not 
reach  £1,000  a  year.  Two  others 
aix^pted  as  sub-commissioners  at  £1,000 
a  year,  and  now  their  salaries  are  to  be 
made  £3,000,  and  I  miss  any  explanation 
of  the  reason  for  such  a  proposal.  I  con- 
sider it  absolutely  unjustifiable  in  relation 
to  the  ordinary  remuneration  of  the 
services  of  this  class  in  Ireland.  These 
Commissioners  have  been  hitherto  under 
the  control  of  this  House,  and  properly, 
as  this  House  is  the  guardian  of  the 
public  purse,  but  now  their  salaries  are 
to  be  placed  on  the  Consolidated  Fund. 
They  are  to  hold  office  as  Judges,  they 
are  to  be  removable  only  on  Address  from 
both  Houses,  which  means  as  long  as  they 
do  the  work  of  the  Land  Courts  as  the 
landlords  want  it  done  that  they  can 
never  be  removed.  Sir,  these  officials, 
who  are  about  to  expend  £30,000,000 
out  of  the  public  purse,  of  which  this 
House  is  the  guardian,  are,  by  a  stroke  of 
the  pen  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  to 
be  removed  from  the  control  of  this 
House  as  completely  as  if  they  were 
ambassadors  of  a  foreign  State.  What  is 
the  meaning  of  that  proposal?  What 
purpose  lies  under  it  ?  Sir,  there  is 
something  more.  The  Land  Commission 
at  this  moment  costs  the  country  in 
salaries  the  enormous  sum  of  about 
£100,000  a  year.  It  is  a  temporary  De- 
partment, but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
takes  power  in  his  Bill  to  break  the  law 
of  1881,  by  which  no  person  in  the 
employ  of  the  Land  Commission,  whether 
a  Commissioner  or  otherwisa,  has  any 
claim  to  superannuation  or  any  other 
allowance  by  reason  of  the  abolition  of 
his  office  or  any  other  cause,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proposes,  firstly,  at  his 
pleasure,  to  place  all  these  officials  upon 
the  permanent  Civil  Service  of  the  State 
and  secondly,  to  place  every  man  of  them 
upon  the  Pension  Fund  first  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  eventually  of 
Ireland.  I  denounce  the  proposal  as  an 
attempt  to  bribe  the  Department  engaged 
in  the  administration  of  vast  sums  of 
public  money.  And  I  tell  you  if  you 
accept  these  proposals  to  moilie  these 
Commissionera  irresponsible,  to  make 
4hi8    Department,   with   this  enormous 


overgrowth  of  work,  a  permanent  Depart- 
ment, to  place  these  officials,  high  and 
low,  upon  the  Permanent  Civil  Service 
Pension  List,  you  will  see  if  you  accept 
these  proposals  how  far  and  in  what 
directions  your  £30,000,000  will  go,  and 
how  much  pains  will  be  taken  either  to 
protect  the  interests  of  the  purchaser  or 
to  guard  the  interests  of  the  State. 
I  give  you  humble  warning  on  the 
subject.  I  come  now  to  say  a  few  words 
on  the  Congested  Districts  Scheme.  The 
main  aspect  of  that  scheme  is  the  appro- 
priation of  an  Irish  Fund  without  Irish 
consent  of  any  kind  or  sort  whatever. 
We  protest  against  the  filching  away  of 
£1,500,000.  We  say  the  balance  of  the 
Church  Surplus  Fund  should  be  employed 
for  Irish  public  purposes  in  accordance 
with  the  working  of  Irish  opinion.  What 
right  have  you  to  take  away  this 
£1,500,000  of  Irish  public  money  1  And 
for  what  purpose  ?  For  the  purpose  of 
making  good  the  defaults*  of  private 
individuals  upon  contracts  over  which 
the  public  have  no  control.  I  say  that 
this  alone  is  a  fatal  objection  to  the 
finance  of  the  scheme.  Again,  the 
congested  districts  are  segregated,  they 
are  taken  out  of  their  counties,  these 
districts  which  fere  usually  on  the  verge 
of  insolvency,  these  districte  which  are 
always  staggering  under  poor  rate,  these 
districts  are  separated  from  the  rest, 
while  you  promise  that  a  purchaser  upon 
the  congested  districts,  even  if  only 
buying  a  strip  of  moor  or  mountain  or 
bog,  shall  |)ay  80  per  cent,  of  the  old  rent 
for  five  years.  You  think  this  system 
will  not  produce  default  when  you  place 
this  responsibility  upon  those  pauperised 
and  already  overburdened  districts. 
JVIigration  is  mentioned  in  this  scheme, 
but  it  points  to  no  definite  purpose. 
Migration  could  be  usefully  employed  if 
it  were  employed  by  men  of  knowledge. 
The  few  words  spoken  by  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  have  shown  what  is  their 
intention  upon  it.  Emigration,  and 
emigration  alone,  is  what  you  have  in 
your  mind.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
thinks  it  is  a  pernicious  idea  that  the 
Irish  people  should  stay  at  home.  I  tell 
him  emigration  is  no  cure.  If  Irish 
history  has  proved  anything  it  has  amply 
proved  that.  No  scheme  of  emigration 
will  be  tolerable  to  us  unless  it  is  accom- 
panied, as  this  scheme  is  not,  by  some 
definite  plan  for  the  future  settlement  of 
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tlie  people  in  the  countries  to  which  they 
are  consigned.  Let  me  say  that,  having 
first  applied  the  Church  Surplus  Fund,  its 
capital  and  its  income,  to  make  good  the 
default  upon  the  purchase  of  land,  you 
then  proceed  to  apply  it  to  such 
philanthropic  schemes.  I  tell  you  nothing 
is  more  likely  than  that  the  capital  and 
income  of  this  fund  will  be  swallowed  up 
by  default.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proposes  a  Board.  Why,  Sir,  we  are 
plagued  with  Boards  in  Ireland.  What 
are  to  be  the  constituents  of  this  new 
Board  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self is  to  be  at  the  head  of  it.  WeU,  I 
am  bound  to  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  we  have  no  confidence  in  him. 
Men  judge  by  their  experience,  and  our 
experience  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
makes  the  effort  to  regard  him  as  a 
possible  reformer  or  philanthropist  an 
efEort  that  defies  the  imagination. 
He  will  appoint  as  his  associates 
men  who  h^e  not  the  confidence  of  the 
people.  I  go  further,  and  I  venture  to 
say  that  S.  he  did  appoint  men  who 
possessed  the  confidence  of  the  people, 
these  men  would  jeopardise  the  confidence 
by  accepting  nominations  at  his  hands, 
seeing  the  policy  which  he  is  endeavour- 
ing to  carry  out.  I  hope  for  nothing 
from  the  new  Board.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  avoids  two  points  of  the  Irish 
question  to  which  the  Act  could  be 
usually  applied.  He  puts  aside  the 
question  of  Irish  harbours.  [Mb.  A.  J. 
Balfour  dissented.]  Well,  he  said  there 
were  harbours  enough.  Why,  the  coast 
of  the  West  of  Ireland  is  absolutely  bare 
for  want  of  harbours.  The  poor  fisher- 
men on  the  west  coast  of  Ireland  have 
not  even  boats  for  fishing.  He  callously 
ignores  the  wants  of  the  West  of  Ireland. 
He  proposes  to  sell  ssed  oats  and  seed 
potatoes  at  cost  price,  and  to  place  the 
men  who  buy  them  under  the  superinten- 
dence of  a  Government  bailiff.  He 
proposes  to  make  himself  a  preceptor 
in  the  arts  of  spinning  and  weaving, 
and  to  teach  them  the  taking  of  and 
curing  of  fish.  They  know  how  to 
take  the  fish  and  they  will  find  out  how 
to  dispose  of  them.  The  question  I 
have  to  ask  is,  to  what  the  funds  are 
to  go  in  these  congested  districts? 
The  first  claim  on  the  capital  income 
will  be  the  claim  of  the  Land  Purchase 
Scheme.  One  million  and  a  half  will  be 
employed  for  all  the  default  of  the  whole 
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congested  districts.  Although  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  extremely  clever, 
philanthropy  requires  money,  and  I  tell 
him  with  regard  to  his  philanthropy  he 
will  not  be  a  success  to  start  with.  We 
want  to  see  definite  proposals.  We  want 
to  see  men  to  carry  out  these  proposals, 
and  I  say  that  in  the  meantime  the 
scheme  is  not  one  which  demands  out 
serious  attention.  With  regard  to  the 
Purchase  Scheme  I  shall  ask  three 
questions.  Is  it  to  deal  equally  with  the 
tenants  of  Ireland?  You  have  spent 
£10,000,000  of  money  in  two  years; 
you  have  made  20,000  proprietors.  A 
million  of  money  makes  2,000  pro- 
prietors. In  that  proportion  £30,000,000 
would  make  80,000.  When  that  opera- 
tion is  exhausted,  when  every  penny  of 
that  £30,000,000  is  exhausted,  after 
your  Bill  has  worked  itself  out,  alongside 
the  80,000  purchasers  who  have  pur- 
chased under  your  plan,  there  will  still 
be  six  times  as  many  subject  to  judicial  or 
non-judicial  rents,  tenants  who  will  be 
expected  to  make  good  the  defaults  of 
those  who  have  purchased.  One-sixth 
of  the  tenants  will  have  become  pur- 
chasers under  the  Act,  and  five-sixths  will 
remain  under  a  system  which  the  Chief 
Secretary  has  denounced  as  a  rotten 
system.  These  tenants  will  have  to  pay 
an  excessive  rent  and  also  for  the  default. 
Does  the  Bill  protect  the  purchaser  ?  I 
have  shown  he  is  subject  to  coercion.  I 
have  shown  he  is  in  arrear.  By  the 
insertion  of  20  years'  purchase  in  the 
Bill  you  incite  the  landlord  to  strain  up 
to  that  amount.  By  the  provision  to  add 
two  years  arrears  to  the  purchase  money 
you  suggest  an  easy  way  by  which  the 
20  years  can  be  obtained.  There  is  still 
a  more  sinister  provision  of  the  Bill, 
because  you  provide  that  wherever  a 
landlord  can  induce  or  compel  a  tenant 
to  pay  him  directly  a  sum  equal  to  one- 
fourth,  then  the  landlord  will  need  no 
guarantee  deposit.  I  should  think  this  is 
the  case  which  needs  most  the  guarantee 
deposit,  because  the  tenant,  by  procuring 
from  some  other  source  the  money 
needed  to  make  the  one-fourth,  leaves 
himself  less  able  to  pay  in  the 
future.  I  say  you  deliberately  create 
a  standard  of  25  years'  purchase, 
20  years  from  the  State  and  five 
years  from  the  tenant.  You  neither 
protect  the  State  nor  the  tenant, 
and  let  me  tell  you  that  whatever  pro- 
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tecta  the  tenant  purchaser  protects  the 
State,  and  whatever  leaves  the   tenant 
unprotected     oxposea      the     Stat©     to 
risk.     You      might    have     erected     a 
Laud  Department  to  ascertain  that   the 
thing  sold  showed  value  for  the  monej 
given.       That    is   a   verj   simple    rule. 
Have  you  done  that?     No,  Sir,     What 
you  propose  to  enact  is  this,  not  that  the 
interests  of  the  landlords  shall  ho  value 
for  the  price,  not  that  the  t  mg  shall  be 
value  for  the  money  given,  but  that  the 
holding,  the  interest  of  the  landlord  and 
the  tenant  put  together  shall  be  value 
for  what  1     Not  even  for  the  price  fl«  a 
whole,  but  for  a  portion  of   the  price, 
and  whatever  may  be  advanced  by  the 
Sfcate.     Can  any  rational  m^n  insist  that 
this   poHcy   is   intended   to   secure   the 
State  ?     The  Government  must  be  well 
aware  that  the   interest  of   the  tenant 
in    the    holding    may     be    pledged    bo 
deep    that     it    is    no    security    at    all. 
The       Government      must      be      well 
aware  that  when  a  tenant  gives  a  sum  in 
arldition  to  the  State  aflvanco  the  means 
by  which  he    procures  that   sum   may 
render  him  unable  to  meet  his  obligation 
Uj  the  State.     To  this  they  are  indifferent, 
and  under  the  Bill  they  take  no  means 
to  ascertain  the  fairness  of  the  transac- 
tion or  the  security  of  the  tenant.     No, 
Sir,   I  tell    you    that    the    only    valid 
Lguarantee    is   the   guarantee   of   a   fair 
Iprice.       If    you    have    this    guanintee 
you  need  none  of  the  flimsy  guai*antee8 
tliat      have      been      introduced     here. 
But   if   you   ignore    the  necessity  for   a 
fair  price,  if  you  endeavour  to  extort  an 
unfair   price,    then   I   tell   you   no  cob- 
web    of     guarantees,     however     deftly 
woven,  will  ever  avail  to  save  you.     Not 
only  do  you  not  protect  the  tenant  pur- 
chaser,  not  only  do  you  permit  the  land- 
i^lord  to  get  an  extortionate  price  from 
"limi  but  there  is  no  limit  to  the  price 
^  you  allow  him  for  his  property,  provided 
it    is   within    double    the    value    of   the 
holdings.     Not  only   that,  but   hy   this 
Bill  you    suggest    it,    you    invite,    you 
pnoourage  it,  you  directly  subsidise    it 
^allowing  him,  when  he  extracts  a  high 
rat>  of  purchase,  to  keep  the  guarantee 
-from  you.  Does  this  Bill  give  real  security 
the  State  ?    The  answer  to  that  will  be 
ipplied  by  the  answer  to  another  ques- 
lion.     Who  will  buy — will  the   solvent 
tenanta    buy  1     I  emphatically  say  that 
they  will  not.     The  solvent  tenants  will 
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see  that  the   proper  rate  for  State  ad- 
vance  is    3{   per  cent,,   and   that  you 
charge  them  4  por  cent.,  and  I  say  that 
you  will  compel  the  solvent  purchaser  to 
make  good  the  default  of  the  insolvent. 
They  will  not  consent  to  pay  the  taxes 
for   such  a    policy.     The    solvent    ten- 
ants will  see  that  while  the  Ashbourne 
purchasers    are     only    called    upon     to 
pay     the    purchase    annuity,    the    pur- 
chasers under  this  Bill  will  have  to  pay 
80  percent,  of  the  old  rent.     Your  Bill 
provides  an  Assurance  Fund  which  you 
do  not  mean  as  an  assurance.     They  will 
see  that^  the  liabilities  of  ownership  taken 
into  consideration,  the  relief  will   prob- 
ably  be  so  slight  that  they  will  be  wise 
to   wait   a   little    longer  ;  they  will   see 
that  experience  justifies  them  in  waiting 
a  little  longer,  and  they  will   wait  rather 
than  bind  themselves  to  a  contract  to  the 
State  which  will  be  rigorously  exacted. 
Every    tenant    in    Ireland     is     shrewd 
enough   to   anticipate   that    before    five 
years   this   Government   will    come    to 
an    end.     With    the     Government,    he 
thinks,  the    Act   will    come   to  an  end. 
If  it  does  not  come  to  an  end,  no  other 
Government  will  ever  use  its   powers. 
The  solvent  tenants  will  generally  agree 
that  they  had  better  use  their  indepeud- 
ence   and   wait   for  a   settlement   upon 
a  more   equitably    basis,    and    a    more 
comprehensive  scale  which  will  certainly 
be  proposed,  either  hy  the  Liberal  majority 
here  or  by  an  Irish  Parliament  in  Ireland, 
How  have  you  in  your  Bill  treated  the 
evicted  tenants  ?     You  have  shut  them 
out*  although  you  know  that  until  these 
tenants   are    put    back   in    their   homes 
there  will  never   be  peace  in  Ireland.     I 
tell  you  what  class  of  tenanta  will  pur- 
chase— the  bogus  tenants  on  the  Cam- 
paign    estates,    and     after    they    have 
bought,  and  when  they  have  distributed 
the   purchase  money  in  a  special  sense 
not  comtemplnted  liy  this  Bill,  these  bold 
adventurers  will  end  their  agricultural 
career,  and  leave  you  in  the  lurch.     The 
men  who  will  buy  under  this  Bill  are 
not  the  solvent  tenants,  but  the  men  in 
arrear,  the  men  in  debt,  the  men   who 
will  clutch  at  any  raft  to  save  themselves 
from  drowning.     They  will  consent,  to 
escape    eviction    for   a    time    by  going 
through  the  form  of  purchase.     Do  you 
tell  me  there  is  any  prospect  of  the«o 
men,  now  sunk  in  arrear,  now  struggling 
with   debt,   now   endeavouring    to    pay 
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their  landlords,  do  you  tell  me  that  by 
giving  them  State  money  there  is  any 
prospect  of  greater  saving  or  greater 
benefit?  Repudiation  has  been  spoken 
of.  I  do  not  think  it  necessary  to 
speculate  on  repudiation,  for  without 
repudiation  at  all,  your  scheme  contains 
iA  it  the  seeds  of  financial  collapse.  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  put  back  the 
date  of  financial  default  until  after  five 
years.  He  postponed  the  inundation 
until  his  dykes  were  ready.  But  what 
if  the  inundation  occurred  before  the 
dykes  were  built  ?  Why,  the  first  five 
years  of  the  working  of  the  scheme  is 
the  most  critical  period.  I  say  such  a 
casuality  as  might  follow  from  a  fall  in 
prices,  tbe  succession  of  bad  seasons,  or 
even  the  occurrence  of  one,  might  place 
you  in  a  position  something  short  of 
universal  bankruptcy.  You  say  if  the 
tenant  fails  to  pay  you  have  an  Insurance 
Fund.  The  Insurance  Fund  is  a  myth. 
it  will  never  exist.  The  landholders 
will  run  the  price  to  20  years*  purchase 
money,  and  there  will  be  no  Insurance 
Fund.  If  ihe  tenant  purchaser  fails  to 
pay,  then  what  have  you  to  do  to  recover 
the  defaulting  debfc?  You  will  have  to 
evict  him  from  his  holding.  Have  you 
considered  the  novel  and  dangerous  phase 
of  government  that  will  arise  in  Ireland 
from  the  point  of  view  of  economy  ? 
You  may  say  you  have  the  land- 
lords' guarantee.  Let  me  point  out 
the  insidious  character  of  this  Bill. 
While  the  landlord's  guarantee  under 
Lord  Ashbourne's  Act  is  one-fifth,  in  this 
case  the  landlord's  guarantee  will  be  one- 
tenth,  and,  in  case  he  can  extract  from 
the  tenant  one -fourth  of  the  State 
advance,  there  will  be  no  guarantee 
whatever.  Moreover,  under  the  Ash- 
bjiirne  Act  the  landlord's  guarantee  is  a 
security  for  all  default ;  in  this  case  it  is 
a  security  for  only  a  half.  You  have  to 
evict  the  holder.  What  will  you  do  with 
the  farm  ?  You  may  try  to  let  it,  or 
you  may  manage  it  yourselves,  or  you 
may  try  to  sell  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man knows,  or  ought  to  know,  that  from 
the  first  moment  of  the  operation  of  this 
Act  the  relations  with  regard  to  him  be- 
tween the  Government  and  the  com- 
munity in  Ireland  will  not  be  the  ordi- 
nary relations  of  assent  and  support. 
They  will  be  those  of  dissent  and  hostility. 
There  will  be  from  the  first  a  strong,  a 
general,  I  may  say  a  universal,  current 
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of  public  feeling  in  reference  to  your 
Bill,  in  consequence  of  the  odious  and 
humiliating  conditions  attaching  to  it. 
You  take  Irish  public  money  for  private 
contracts,  and  thfe  Irish  people  have  no 
control  over  the  funds  you  appropriate. 
That  is  a  policy  of  brigandage.  It  will 
arouse  against  this  Act  from  the  first  the 
passionate  indignation  of  every  self- 
respecting  and  independent  man  in 
Ireland.  When  you  have  evicted  the 
tenant,  what  are  you  to  do  with  tbe 
farm?  The  experience  of  the  last  10 
years  should  teach  you.  The  Landlords' 
Association  had  many  more  facilities 
than  you  have  had.  Let  me  tell  you 
you  are  in  error  if  you  are  counting  upon 
the  assistance  of  the  landlords  'after  you 
pass  this  Act,  because  out  of  nine  of  the 
landlords  you  are  leaving  eight  in  the 
cold.  The  Landlords'  Association,  with 
all  its  facilities,  with  the  aid  of  pubbc 
funds — money  contributed  by  their 
friends — undertook  the  management  of 
farms,  and  there  was  not  one  of  them 
that  did  not  end  in  complete  bankruptcy. 
Will  the  Government  escape  that  fate  ? 
Will  they  try  to  manage  the  farms 
themselves?  It  will  be  interesting  to 
see  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
getting  down  to  the  life  of  a  small 
farmer.  And  not  to  the  management  of 
one  small  farm,  which  is  comparatively 
easy,  but  10,000  or  15,000.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  may  do  a  great  many 
things  well,  but  he  will  not  farm  such 
holdings  at  a  profit.  The  third  alterna- 
tive course  is  to  sell  the  farm.  He  may 
try  to  sell  it.  Will  he  find  anyone  to 
buy  it  ?  I  have  conclusive  reasons  for 
anticipating  that  there  would  be  a  public 
feeling  more  strong  and  general  in  Ire 
land  in  opposition  to  this  measure  than 
to  any  previous  measure  dealing  with 
the  land  question  in  this  country.  Will 
he  be  able  to  sell  the  farm  ?  As  there  is 
only  one  person  who  is  willing  to  buy  it 
now,  and  that  is  the  tenant,  so  then 
there  will  be  only  one  person,  and  that 
will  be  the  landlord.  He  may  come 
back,  and  may  buy  it  for  a  fraction  of 
what  he  gave  for  it.  He  will  then  have 
the  farm,  and  you  will  have  neither  the 
one  nor  the  otlier.  I  leave  you  to 
imagine  what  the  state  of  Ireland  will 
be  when  a  few  of  these  landlords  have 
re-entered  their  farms  on  these  con- 
ditions, and  what  a  prospect  there  is  for 
peace  or  order  until  you  have  put  them 
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out  again.     Now,  I  come  to  the  question 
of    guarantee;     I   tell    you    that  your 
Guarantee  Fund  is  nothing  better  than 
a  farce  ;  it  will  never  save  a  single  six- 
pence   which    the    Stata,    without    the 
lund,   would    lose.     And    if  you   come 
upon  the  Cash  Fund  what  would  be  the 
effect?    The   moment    you    do  so,   the 
question  enters  upon  the  gravest  possible 
phase.     Every  penny  you  take  from  the 
Cash  Fund  will  be   added   to  the   Poor 
Rate   in   Ireland,    and    the   Boards     of 
Guardians  will  probably  refuse  to  make 
the  necessary  call  upon  the  rates.     The 
immediate   result  of   resorting    to  any 
portion  of  the  cash  fund  will   be   that 
the    whole    of    the    Local    Administi-a- 
tion  of  the    Poor  Law  in  Ireland   will 
be  thrown  on  your  hands.     And  how  if 
you   resort    to   the    Contingent    Fund? 
Yon  will  then  have  a  still  worse  state  of 
things.     This  proves  the  very  absurdity 
of  the  position.     No,  you  will  never  dare 
to  do  it.     The  people  of  England  would 
never  allow  you  to  do  it.     They   would 
never  permit  you  to  enter  upon  a  policy 
which       means       nothing       but       the 
abdication     by     the      Government     of 
the  primary  functions  of  rule  and  control. 
If  you  resort  to  the  Contingent   Fund 
you  will  either  have  to  close  industrial 
schools,   workhouse   schools,   and    other 
institutions,  and  put  a  stop  to  primary 
education,  or  else  make  good  the  Local 
Debt ;  and  I  tell  you  that  although  you 
have    force   in   Ireland  you    have    not 
suflBcient   force   in  the  British   Empire 
to  turn  into  cash  a  levy  under  such  cir- 
cumstances.    The  real  argument  in  your 
minds  for  the  insertion  in  this  measure 
of  these  securities  is  that  you  will  never 
have  to  use  them.     I  tell  you  from  my 
knowledge    of  Ireland,  as  an  Irishman 
born  and  bred,  that  there  is  nothing  more 
probable  than  that,  considering  the  in- 
citement the  Bill  offers  to  landlords  to 
extort  excessive  prices,  you  will  have  to 
use  both  the  Guarantee  Fund  and  the 
Contingent  Guarantee  Fund,  and  when- 
ever you  try  to  apply  them  for  the  pur- 
pose you  will  be  unable  effectually  to  do 
80.     I   tell  you   you   had   better   strike 
these  flash   securities  out  of  your  Bill. 
Those  who  have  drawn  up  this  scheme 
have  proceeded,  it  seems  to  me,  under 
two     great     misapprehensions  —  firstly, 
that  Imperial  He  venue  from  Ireland  can 
always  be  relied  upon  as   a  matter  of 
course ;    and,    secondly,   that   Irishmen 


differ   so  much  from   Englishmen   and 
Scotchman,  or  any  other  nation  on  the 
surface  of  the  globe,  that  a  levy  on  their 
means,  no  matter  how  un-Constitutional 
or  oppressive,  will  be  met  with  the  same 
submission.     Upon  these  two  misappre- 
hensions   rests    the   structure   of    your 
guarantee.     Imperial  Revenue  from  Ire- 
land is  mainly  derived   from   the    con- 
sumption of ,  exciseable  articles,  and  you 
may  easily  drive  the  people  of  Ireland  to 
a  point — and  I  think  that  certain  aspects 
of  thought  in  Ireland  are  in  favour  now 
of  such  a  result — at  which  they  may  so 
limit  the  use  of  exciseable  articles  as  to 
inflict  on  the  Revenue  a  greater  loss  than 
the  whole  of  the  Guarantee  Funds,  and 
I  have  no  doubt  that  a  local  levy  would 
be  impossible.     The  consequences  which 
appear  certain  to  follow  your  Bill  by  the 
mere  operation  of  the  Act  itself  will  be 
a  reduction  of  rent  over  five-sixths  of  Ire- 
land to  a  level  of  the  standard  of  the  Bill. 
As  I  have  said,  if  you  descend  to  the 
guarantees   you  will   have    a  movement 
adverse  to  the  Imperial  Revenue  and  a 
general   strike   against   it.     I  deprecate 
and  desire  to  avoid  these  consequences, 
and  I  offer  you   a  warning  in  good  time. 
If  you  take  the  warning,  well  and  good ; 
if  you  reject  the  warning  you  must  take 
the  consequences.     As  for  myself,  adher- 
ing, as  I  do,  to  the  policy  of  the  Land 
League  days,  a  policy  since   adopted  by 
both    Imperial    Parties,    the    policy  of 
extinguishing  dual  ownership  by  enabling 
the  tenant  on  fair  terms  to  purchase  his 
holding,   and   under    safe   conditions  by 
the  help  of  the  credit  of  the  State,  never- 
theless I  oppose   this  Bill  most  heartily 
and  without  reserve ;    because  this   Bill 
ends  nothing  ;  because  this  Bill  proposes 
to   continue  and   perpetuate  over   five- 
sixths  of  Ireland  the  dual  system  under 
circumstances    of     aggravated    danger; 
because    this    Bill    introduces  into    an 
already  troubled  sphere  fresh  elements  of 
discontent,  and   by   consequence  of   dis- 
order ;  because   this   BiU  errs,  and  errs 
mortally,  in  my  judgment,  against  every 
one  of  the   conditions  I  regard  as  indis- 
pensable  to   the    sound    administration 
of  any  large  measure  of  land   purchase, 
and  especially  one   that,  like   this,    pur- 
ports to  be  final. 

*(7.31.)  Mr.  macartney  (Antrim, 
S.) :  Observation  has  been  made  upon 
the  fact  that  no  Irish  Member  has 
addressed    the    House    from    this  side 
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during  the  Debate,  but  I  can  assure 
the  hon.  Member  that  it  has  not  been 
because  we  have  not  been  anxious  to 
speak,  but,  unfortunately,  up  to  the 
present  we  have  been  unable  to  obtain 
the  opportunity.  Every  trumpet  con- 
nected with  the  Party  opposite  has  been 
in  full  blast,  and  we  have  had  support  of 
the  Bill  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Commissioner  (Mr.  Plunket) ; 
therefore,  I  hope  the  House  will  not 
deem  it  an  undue  intrusion  on  its 
patience  if  I,  a  Member  representing  an 
Irish  Division,  ask  to  be  permitted  to 
give  an  ppinion,  an  opinion  not  so 
enthusiastically  in  favour  of  the  Bill  as 
other  opinions  expressed  from  both  sides 
have  been.  I  cordially  agree  with  the 
criticism  passed  on  the  general  tone  of 
the  Debate  by  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Fife  (Mr.  Birrell)  that  hon.  and  right 
hon.  Gentleman  on  either  side  have 
too  much  devoted  themselves  to  ex- 
posing the  inconsistencies  of  their 
political  opponents.  Their  arguments 
liave  been  directed  sometimes  to  raising 
the  cheers  of  Party  spirit  and  sometimes 
to  appealing  to  the  cupidity  of  those  out- 
side the  House  whom  they  think  they 
may  attract  to  their  support,  but  rarely 
and  briefly  to  the  consideration  of  the 
efEect  the  Bill  will  probably  have  in 
Ireland.  It  is  a  matter  of  indifference  to 
me  as  to  which  Front  Bench  the  charge 
of  inconsistency  may  best  apply.  The 
Bill  introduced  by  the  Government 
brings  before  us  a  system  which 
does  not  come  altogether  before 
the  House  as  an  untried  experi- 
ment, and  what  hon.  Members  have 
to  do  is  not  to  determine  whether 
the  Government  and  their  supporters 
are.  more  or  less  inconsistent  in  their 
position,  but  whether  the  provisions  of 
this  measure  will  secure  in  Ireland  all 
these  advantages  which  are  predicted  for 
it.  Now,  the  Bill  happily  differs  from 
most  other  measures  connected  with 
Irish  land  which  the  House  has  had  to 
dLscuss  because  its  provisions  may  be  fully 
discussed  without  imputing  to  the  critic- 
ism they  arouse  a  bias  in  favour  either  of 
the  landlord  or  tenant.  The  provisions 
of  the  Bill  applied  to  the  development 
of  peasant  proprietorship  naturally  fall 
into  two  divisions,  namely,  facilities  to 
be  offered  to  the  tenant  to  become  pur- 
chaser and  the  terms  offered  by  the 
State  to  the  landlord  who  is  the  vendor. 
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Th3  tenant  is  enabled,  under  the  Bill, 
without  the  expenditure  of  a  single 
farthing,  to  become  the  owner  of  his 
farm  at  a  price  to  which  ho  must  volun- 
tarily consent,  and  which  will  not  be 
less  than  a  reduction  of  20  per  cent,  on 
his  present  rent ;  the  annual  payment 
must  not  be  less  though  it  may  be  much 
more.  I  hold  these  to  be  liberal  terms, 
and,  what  is  more,  I  say  that  the  great 
majority  of  tenants  in  Ireland  have 
recognised  that  they  are  liberal  terms, 
and  that,  as  far  as  they  are  concerned, 
the  Bill  will  be  largely  availed  of.  I  know 
doubts  are  expressed  by  hon.  Members 
below  the  Grangway  on  that  point,  and  by 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  and  an  at- 
tempt has  been  made  to  distingbish  be- 
tween the  attitude  of  the  northern 
tenants  and  the  attitude  of  the  tenants 
in  other  parts  of  Ireland  on  this  question, 
and  to  turn  certain  isolated  expressions 
in  Ulster  into  evidence  of  general  oppo- 
sition to  the  Bill.  I  have  had  consider- 
able opportunities  during  the  Easter 
recess  of  becoming  acquainted  with  the 
opinions  of  tenants  belonging  to  all 
political  parties  in  my  neighbourhood, 
and  I  am  led  to  a  conclusion  diametrically 
opposed  to  that  stated  the  other  day.  If 
the  terms  proposed  by  the  Bill  with 
regard  t;)  the  landlords  were  as  satis- 
factory, or  even  within  a  measurable 
degree  as  liberal,  as  those  offered  to  the 
tenant,  I  should  be  contented  to  give  a 
silent  vote  in  favour  of  the  measure  ;  but 
before  I  proceed  to  state  my  objections 
to  it,  I  desire  to  express  my  regret  that 
the  Government  had  seen  fit  to  depart 
from  the  dimensions  of  the  Ashbourne 
Acts.  The  conditions  connected  with 
those  Acts  are,  I  will  not  say  the  only 
safe  method,  but  one  of  the  safest 
methods,  to  adopt  in  this  class  of  legis- 
lation. The  Government,  however,  for 
reasons  for  which  they  are  entirely 
responsible,  had  determined  to  abandon 
the  limited  undertakings  of  those  Acts, 
and  had  enormously  increased  the  area 
of  their  operation ;  but  that  area  is  not 
exhausted.  When  the  Government 
choose  to  abandon  the  gradual  and 
limited  development  of  peasant  proprie- 
torship they  ought  not  to  stop  half-way. 
It  is  most  unfair  both 'to  landlord  and 
tenant.  This  Bill  ought  to  have  afforded 
facilities  for  a  complete  transfer  of  the 
land  in  Ireland.  I  may  be  told  the  Bill 
is   lin^ited    by   the    securities  available. 
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Then  I  should  prefer  the  limited  progres- 
sion of  the  Ashbourne  Acts  with  which 
we  are  acquainted  to  the  enormously 
increased  possibilities  of  dissension, 
dispute,  and  disagreement  which  the 
Bill  presents  owing  to  the  tender 
susceptibilities  of  the  British  taxpayer 
which  the  Government  have  been  unable 
to  remove  entirely.  I  am  unable  to 
share  the  sanguine  views  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone.  They  appear 
to  see  in  thefuture  an  agrarian  milleniura. 
Ireland  is  to  bscome  a  terrestrial 
paradise,  cultivated  by  model  occupying 
owners.  They  also  appear  to  think  thit 
the  measure  is  final  with  regard  to  the 
abolition  of  landlordism,  whereas,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  it  is  nothing  of  the  sort. 
It  is  strictly  limited  in  its  effects.  It  only 
applies  to  the  present  race  of  landlords, 
and  the  term  of  the  normal  annuity  will 
witness  a  gradual  evolution  of  the  land- 
lord of  the  future  from  the  49th  year  old 
peasant  proprietor.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  believes  that  the  condi- 
tion of  Ireland  under  the  Act  of  1881  is 
eminently  unsatisfactory,  and  that  dual 
ownership  is  ruinous  to  agriculture. 
That  is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  view, 
but  it  is  not  evidence  on  the  question. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Dover  (Mr.  Wynd- 
ham)  expressed  the  same  view  in  a  more 
rhetorical  form,  but  with  equal  inaccuracy, 
when  he  described  dual  ownership  as 
an  infelicitous  partnership.  Now,  I  live 
in  a  province  where  our  agricultural 
prosperity  is  founded  on  this  cardinal 
feature  of  dual  ownership,  and  this  it 
was  that  induced  Ulster  Members  to 
vote  in  favour  of  the  legislation  of  1881. 
On  the  Ulster  estates,  where  the  custom 
most  nearly  approximates  to  dual  owner- 
ship, there  the  land  is  best  farmed,  there 
the  tenants  are  in  the  most  prosperous 
condition,  and  there  the  rents  are  best 
paid — landlord  and  tenants  are  equally 
benefited.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer believes  that  agriculture  in 
Ireland  and  land  in  Ireland  has  been 
mined  by  dual  ownership.  All  I  can  say 
is  that,  so  far  as  I  have  been  ab'e  to 
observe  the  effects  of  dual  ownership 
upon  certain  estates  in  the  North, 
where  the  Ulster  custom  is  fully 
developed,  it  has  produced  a  totally 
opposite  result.  The  tenant  under  the 
dual  ownership  system  protected  by  the 
salient  points  of  the  legislation  of  1881 


has  farmed  his  land  better,  has  put  mor® 
capital  into  the  development  of  the  land, 
and  has  kept  the  land  in  far  better 
condition  than  it  would  have  been  in 
some  years  ago.  Advocate  this  Bill  by 
any  arguments  you  choose,  but  do  not 
advocate  it  by  condemning  the  system 
of  dual  ownership.  In  dealing  with 
that  subject  the  Cowper  Committee  re- 
ported that  the  grievances  to  which  the 
tenants  are  liable  in  insecurity  of  tenure 
are  entirely  removed  by  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  of  1881,  which  gave  fixity  of 
tenure  to  every  tenant  who  applied 
for  a  judicial  term.  Another  salient 
feature  of  that  Act  is  free  sale,  o-ud 
throughout  a  great  portion  of  Ireland 
free  sale  has  been  of  great  benefit  to  the 
tenant  and  is  largely  availed  of,  while  fair 
rents  have  been  fixed  in  nearly  half  the 
holdings  in  Ireland.  The  cry  agaiost  dual 
ownership  which  has  been  taken  advan- 
tage of  by  the  Chancellorof  the  Exchequer 
is,  in  my  opinion,  an  absolutely  fictitious 
cry.  It  is  a  cry  raised  in  Ireland  by  a 
small  body  of  men  who,  10  years  ago, 
were  the  strongest  advocates  of  its 
establishmeot.  They  do  not  object  to 
dual  ownership  because  it  failed  to 
secure  the  benefits  they  attributed  to  it 
in  1879-80,  but  they  are  now  attributing 
to  it  certain  demerits  for  the  purpose  of 
forcing  forward  compulsory  purchase  at 
low  rents,  and  that  is  the  real  origin  of 
the  agitation  in  certain  parts  of  Ulster. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  he 
hoped  that  Bill  would  assist  landlord 
and  tenant,  and  said  that  it  was 
introduced  in  the  interests  of  the 
social  and  economical  prosperity 
of  Ireland.  I  understand  the 
Chief  Secretary  said  the  Bill  would 
bolster  up  the  Irish  land  interest.  I 
have  endeavoured  to  understand  what 
will  be  the  position  of  an  Irish  landlord 
who  consents  to  the  full  measure  of 
the  Bill.  I  find  that  the  "  bolstering-up '' 
process  will,  in  the  most  favourable  view, 
deprive  him  of  at  least  55  per  cent,  of 
his  income.  Tlie  Government  stated 
they  have  the  interests  of  Ireland  at 
heart,  and  the  Government  have  an- 
nounced, by  its  various  organs,  that  it 
does  not  wish  to  expatriate  the  Irish 
landlords ;  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
has  also  intimated  that  it  would  be  de- 
sirable, in  the  interests  of  Ireland,  that 
the  Irish  landlords  should  remain  as 
residents  in  that  country.  The  right  hon. 
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Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
in  1888,  speaking  on  the  Ashbourne  Act 
of  that  year,  said  he  did  not  desire  to 
see  the  Irish  landlords  removed  as  a  body, 
and  that,  as  a  class,  he  saw  much  in  their 
conduct  to  admire.  I  am  glad  to  be  able 
to  quote  a  favourable  opinion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  He  has  sometimes 
criticised  the  Irish  landlords  severely, 
but  I  do  him  the  justice  to  say  he  has 
never  descended  to  that  abuse  of  Irish 
landlords  which  sometimes  appears  in 
the  speeches  of  the  hon.  Members  for 
Derby  and  Newcastle.  What  are  the 
terms  offered  by  the  Government  who 
are  so  anxious  to  assist  Irish  tenants  and 
lahdlords  in  laying  the  foundations  of 
their  social  and  economical  prosperity 
in  Ireland  ?  They,  in  effect,  say  to  the 
landlord,  though  your  property  he 
worth  more  than  20  years'  purchase  ; 
though  your  tenant  may  be  prepared  to 
buy  at  22  or  24  years'  purchase  ;  though 
you  may  be  anxious  to  join  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  in  his  attempt  to 
restore  Irish  land  to  a  more  fertile  con- 
dition, you  shall  not  be  allowed  to 
aid  him  in  this  object  until  you  have 
consented  to  despoil  yourself  of 
three  or  four  years'  purchase.  These 
are  the  terms  proposed  in  the  Bill,  and 
they  are  terms  which,  I  say,  must  force 
the  Irish  landlords  either  to  refuse  their 
concarrence  in  the  bencfitb  of  the 
measure,  or  else  must  lead  them  to  eke 
out  their  existence  in  a  condition  of 
poverty  to  which  the  term  genteel  can- 
not be  applied.  The  Ashlxmrne  Act  did 
not  err  on  the  side  of  lil^rality  ;  but 
that  Act  owed  it«  great  success  to  the 
fact  that  no  restrictions  were  placed  on 
the  Imrgain  between  the  landlord  and 
tenant  provided  the  security  to  the 
State  for  the  advance  was  sufficient. 
The  Government  in  the  present  BiU 
have  attempted  to  do  what  is  imprs-ible 
with  any  regard  to  equity  :  tht  y  have 
attempted  to  define  on  a  certain  fixed 
principle  the  years  upon  which  purchase 
shall  lie  established.  Any  set  of 
statistics  taken  from  the  records  of  the 
Irish  Lfind  Court  will  show  that  is 
imp:>ssible.  I  will  give  the  figures  from 
January.  1SS9,  to  March,  1S90,  the  re- 
sult of  the  sales  in  Ulster,  Mnnster,  and 
Connaught.  In  lister  the  average 
rental  of  the  land  sold  was  9s.  Od.  per 
acre,  the  price  paid  p:^r  acrj  was  £S  l'2s., 
and  the  average  time  of  purchase  as 
Mr,  Macartwiy 


18  years.  In  Munster  it  was  148.,  £11, 
and  15  years.  In  Connaught  it  was 
10s.  2d.,  £8  6s.,  and  14  years.  The 
excess  of  valuation  over  rent  aver- 
aged in  Ulster,  8d.  per  acre ; 
and  of  rent  over  valuation  in  Mnnster, 
58.  2d ;  and  in  Connaught,  9d. 
Now,  I  contend — and  I  do  not  care  from 
what  point  of  view  you  look  at  it — that 
it  is  impossible  from  these  figures  to  lay 
down  any  distinct  and  clear  rule  with 
regard  to  what  may  be  a  proper  number 
of  years'  purchasa  or  the  figure  at  which 
land  should  be  sold  generally  throughout 
the  country,  or  indeed  throughout  a 
province,  or  even  a  single  county.  The 
scientific  spoliation  of  Irish  land- 
lords commences  here,  but  it  does  not 
finish  here.  It  is  after  the  vesting  order 
has  been  made  that  the  Irish  landlord, 
whose  income  has  been  reduced  by  over 
one-third,  is  left  to  meet  in  full  the 
charges  and  encumbrances  which  lie 
against  liis  estate  ;  and  then,  if  he  "  walks 
off  with  the  swag,"  as  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  the    Member   for  Newcastle 

says 

Mr.   J.    MORLEY    (Newcastle-npan- 
Tync) :  No,  I  did  not  use  tliat  expression. 

•Mr.  MACARTNEY  :  Then  I  will  not 
attribute  it  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ; 
but  the   phrase  has   been    used.     If  the 
Irish  landlord  walks  off  at  all,  it  will  be 
lucky   if  the   swag   consists    of  a  whole 
skin.       I    do    not  know    what    he   will 
do      in      the      future     in     his     native 
I  country.        I      cannot       conceive     any 
1  other     occupation     remaining    to    h^tn 
I  except  that    light  industry   which  gaye 
,  employment    io  Adam  and  Eve  in  the 
Garden    of    Eden.     [An    lion.    Me3«eb: 
;  AMiat :    Tailoring  ?  ]     We    are  told  that 
^  the  operation   (f   the   Bill    is  voluntair, 
I  and   theref(.»re   no    landlord    need    come 
,  under   the    injnricns    foatnres     I    hare 
I  mentioned.     Yes,  it  is  vtluntarv  if  it  is 
I  inopt-rative  ;  but  if  it  b.oomes  J]  eratire, 
;  it    ceases    to     be     voluntarv :      that  is 
admitted  by  the  hon..MeniU'r  for  SonA 
Tyrone.  The  Act.  then,  becumes  compul- 
sory with  all  the  worst  features  of  com- 

julsion  about  it.  Just  a  word  or  two 
about  the  speech  of  the  right  hon  Gen-  I 
tleman  the  Memlx^r  for  West  Birmix^-  I 
ham.  He  came  forw^ard  with  a  sitt- 
gested  Amendment  and  a  concessit 
I  and  I  am  bound  to  say  tht-  acceptanced 
jthe  Amendment  and  the  concessioi 
would  be  fatal  to  the  Bill  and  much  ^ 
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worse    for  Ireland.     He  has  suggestsd 
that  the    Bill    should  be    confined    to 
tenants  whose  yaluations  do  not  exceed 
£50.     Bat  to  exclude   from    the    Bill 
tenants  over  £50  valuacion  would  be  to 
flj  directly  in  the  face  of  the  Report  of 
the  Gowper  Commission,  which  went  out 
of  its  way  to  specify  these  as  the  best 
subject  for  conversion  into  peasant  pro- 
prietors.    Then   the   concession   of    the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  to  hand  over  to 
future  County  Councils  the    power    of 
Teto  upon  all  transactions.     Now,  I  have 
always  advocated   the  establishment  of 
Local   Government  in  Ireland.      I    did 
80  years  ago  in  this  House,  but  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  to  hand  over  to  County 
Councils — I  do  not  care  in  what  part  of 
Ireland — the  difficult,  delicate,  and  ex- 
citing topics  connected  with  the  transfer 
of  land  would  be  not  only  to  destroy  all 
chance  of  the  sacoessful   operations   of 
the    Bill,    but    would    also    b3    fatally 
injurious  to  all  chance    of  the   County 
Councils   being    useful     for    any    Iwal 
administrative  purpose.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  came  down  to  the  House  in  a 
spirit   of  concession   and   sacrifices.      I 
have   no  objection   to  his   sacrifices.     I 
have  no  objection  to   his  wideoing  his 
phylacteries ;  but  why  does  he  not  apply 
the  principle  of  the  Merchandisa  Marks 
Act,  and  if  he  wishes  to  make  sacrifices, 
let  him  do  so  at  the  expense  of  his  own 
constituencies,   and   not  at  the  expeose 
solely  of  Irish  landlords  ?     The  Govern- 
ment desires  that  the  landlords  should 
isemain  in  the  country.     But  it  is  neces- 
sary, if  they   are  to   do  so,    that  terms 
should   be    offered   to    them    that   will 
enable  them  to  remain  with  advantage 
to  the  country.  But  what  is  the  result  of 
this  Bill?  The  terms  you  offer  the  landlords 
are,  I  will  not  say  ruinous,  but  such  as 
will  render  it  impossible  for  all   land- 
lords with  incomes  under  £5,000  a  year 
to  remain  with  any  advantage  to  public 
institutions,  or  to  assist  in  carrying  out 
that  era  of  social  prosperity  to  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  looks  for- 
ward in  the   future.     Individual   land- 
lords may  be  forced  to  sell  whether  the 
terms  are  equitable    or   not ;    you   will 
then    have     driven     them     from      the 
country       and        established       in       a 
limited    number    of    farms,   a    limited 
number     of      occupying      proprietors ; 
yoa  will    have   ruined   the   Church   of 
Ireland ;  you  will  have  driven  out  of  the 


country  a  large  number  of  gentlemen 
who  in  every  district  have  done  their 
best  to  promote  local  industries 
and  local  prosperity,  and,  after  all, 
your  Bill  will  not  be  a  final 
settlement  of  the  land  question.  You 
will  have  done  this  at  the  expense 
of  every  class  in  Ireland.  You  have 
made  no  provision  in  the  Bill  for  the 
labourers  upon  whom,  in  a  great 
measure,  the  prosperity  of  the  country 
must  depend.  There  is  no  attempt  to 
secure  for  them  the  overflow  of  the 
benefits  that  are  to  be  heaped  upon  the 
tenant  farmers ;  the  only  clause  that  has 
aoy  reference  to  this  class  is  an  absolute 
delusion,  and  can  be  of  no  material 
advantage  to  the  Irish  labourers. 
For  this  reason,  if  for  no  other,  I 
cannot  support  the  Bill.  Undoubtedly, 
it  is  a  measure  which  has  been  intro- 
duced with  the  best  intentions;  but 
as  it  utterly  fails  to  exhibit  any 
equitable  regard,  such  as  might  reason- 
ably have  been  expected,  for  the  interest* 
it  proposes  to  benefit,  I  cannot  go  into 
the  Lobby  in  support  of  the  Bill. 
(8.0.) 

(8.30.)  Mr.  hunter  (Aberdeen, 
N.) :  The  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Antrim  (Mr.  Macartney)  to 
which  the  House  has  just  listened  was 
one  not  only  of  marked  ability,  but  of 
great  significance.  Speaking  as  he  did 
on  the  part  of  the  landlords  of  Ireland, 
his  concurrent  testimony  with  that  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell), 
who  spoke  in  the  name  of  the  tenants  of 
Ireland  against  the  Bill,  is  a  remarkable 
and  interesting  fact.  I  hope  that  aoy 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  may  rise  from 
the  Government  Bench  will  not  tell  us 
that  the  opposition  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Antrim  to  the  Bill  is 
neutralised  by  the  fact  that  the  measure 
is  also  opposed  on  the  part  of  the 
tenants ;  but  I  hope  that  he  will  take  the 
view  which,  at  all  events,  other  people 
will  take — that  that  combined  opposition 
is  sufficient  to  destroy  the  Bill.  I  do 
not  rise  to  address  the  House  on  the 
details  of  the  Bill  as  affecting  Ireland. 
That  is  a  subject  which  is  much  better 
left  in  the  hands  of  persons  more  familiar 
vdth  the  details  of  the  Irish  land 
question  than  I  am.  I  wish  to  say  a 
few  words  from  the  point  of  view  of  a 
Representative  of  the  British  taxpayer  ; 
and  I  feel   confident   that   in   uttering 
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these  views  I  am  not  speaking  for 
myself  alone,  but  that  the  views  are 
shared  by  a  very  large  number  of  English 
Members;  and  thj  strength  of  the 
opinion  I  express  is  not  to  bo  measured 
by  number  of  speeches  which  have  been 
made  in  the  Debate,  but  by  the  test  we 
hope  to  be  able  to  subject  our  opinions 
to,  namely,  the  test  of  a  vote.  I  do  not 
ask  the  House  to  accept  the  principle 
that  under  no  circumstances  and  under 
no  conditions  is  it  justifiable  to  use  the 
credit  of  the  State.  It  is  not  necessary 
for  my  purpose  to  take  up  so  extreme 
a  position ;  but  I  shall  sufficiently  prove 
the  point  to  which  I  wish  to  draw  atten- 
tion if  I  show  that  all  the  good  objects 
which  can  be  obtained  by  the  Land  Pur- 
chase Bill  could  be  obtained  without  it, 
and  that  all  the  advantages  which  can 
possibly  be  obtained  by  peasant  pro- 
prietorship in  the  remote  future  may  be 
equally  or  even  better  obtained  by  the 
measures  applicable  to  the  tenure  of 
land  in  Ireland.  It  is  not  sufficient  to 
say  that  the  House  is  asked  to  vote  a 
sum  of  £33,000,000.  It  is  obvious  that 
the  advance  from  the  State  cannot  end 
there.  If  this  measure  of  land  purchase 
succeeds  —if  the  money  is  taken  up — 
we  shall  still  have  from  three-fourths 
to  four-fifths  of  the  land  of  Ireland  to  be 
dealt  with,  and  in  respect  of  which  Parlia- 
ment will  be  asked  for  additional 
money 

(8.36.)  Notice  taken,  that  40  Mem- 
bers were  not  present ;  House  counted, 
and  40  Members  being  found  present, 

Mr.  HUNTER:  The  sum  of  £30,000,000 
proposed  by  the  Bill  is  not  nearly  suffi- 
cient for  the  purposes  of  a  land  pur- 
chase scheme  in  Ireland.  It  will  neces- 
sarily follow  that  if  the  scheme  Is 
successful  it  will  place  one-fourth  or 
one -fifth  of  the  land  of  Ireland  in  the 
possession  of  the  tenantry ;  and  when 
that  is  accomplished,  this  House  must  be 
prepared  to  carry  out  the  scheme  of 
purchase  to  a  much  fuller  extent. 
Although,  nominally,  the  question  before 
the  House  is  a  matter  of  £30,000,000, 
the  real  effect  of  the  scheme  will  involve 
no  less  a  sum  than  £150,000,000.  It 
is  not  to  be  denied  that  this  is  a  serious 
use  to  make  of  the  credit  of  the  State.  It 
is  no  doubt  a  very  attractive  scheme  that 
either  Irish  tenants  or  other  persons 
should — by  use  of  a  sort  of  magic  wand, 
Mr.  ffunt&r 


by  paying  less  money  than  they  are  now 
paying — become  enormously  richer  ;  but 
I  wish  to  point  out  that  the  credit  of  the 
State  is  destroyed  by  the  very  use  of  it  in 
this  case.  The  more  we  draw  from  the 
credit  of  the  State  the  less  remains  for 
future  use.  The  effect  of  this  scheme  of 
land  purchase  will  not  be  as  limited 
as  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  seem  to 
imagine.  The  effect  will  most  certainly 
spread  to  England  and  Scotland,  so  that 
it  may  be  taken  for  granted  that  the 
Government  are  embarking  on  a  gigantic 
scheme  of  land  speculation.  This  scheme 
will  not  only  extend  over  one  year  or  two 
years,  but  over  the  very  extensive  period 
of  more  than  half  a  century.  Now,  if  the 
House  accepts  the  principle  of  this  Bill 
creating  a  peasant  proprietary  for  Ireland 
at  the  expense  of  the  credit  of  the  State, 
it  will  be  found  impossible  to  deny 
similar  advantages  to  the  tenant  farmers 
of  England  and  Scotland.  I  received  a 
very  clear  lesson  on  this  subject  at  the 
time  of  the  General  Election.  I  think 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  other  Division  of  the  City 
of  Aberdeen  will  agree  with  me  that 
there  was  no  more  unpopular  measure 
in  that  constituency  than  the  Land 
Purchase  Act  of  1886.  But  when 
I  went  to  meetings  in  the  County  of 
Aberdeen  I  found  a  very  different  state 
of  feeling  existed.  I  found  that  my  hon. 
Friend,  who  is  now  Member  for  East 
Aberdeenshire,  appealed  to  the  electors 
mainly  on  the  ground  of  the  Land 
Purchase  Bill,  and  pointed  out  what  a 
beautiful  Act  it  was.  If  we  pass  a 
measure  of  this  kind  for  Ireland  we 
must  also  be  prepared  to  grant  an  ex- 
tensive measure  of  land  purchase  to 
England  and  Scotland.  What  reason 
could  be  suggested  against  this?  I 
know  of  no  reason  why  the  farmers  of 
Scotland  should  not  have  the  same  rights 
against  the  Exchequer  as  the  farmera  of 
Ireland.  The  only  reason  that  can  be 
assigned  for  the  special  treatment  of 
Ireland  is  that  they  are  killing  the  calf 
for  the  prodigal  son.  That  is  a  very 
dangerous  argument  to  use.  We  find  in 
Scotland  that  no  remedy  could  be  given 
for  the  crofters  until  they  had  taken  a 
leaf  out  of  the  Irish  book  and  exhibited 
disregard  for  order.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Birmingham 
tells  us  that  if  there  were  an  atom  of 
risk  to  the  British   taxpayer  he  would 


1897     Purchase  of  Lcmd,  Jcc,        {Mat  1,  1890} 


{Ireland)  BUI 


1898 


not  support  the  Bill.  He  seemed  to  be 
thinking  of  the  risk  that  attaches  to 
repudiation  hj  the  tenants,  but  there  is 
also  the  risk  of  a  future  fall  of  value  in 
the  land  of  Ireland.  It  is  impossible  for 
anyone  to  say  that  that  is  not  a  contin- 
gency that  may  occur.  How  can  the 
most  prudent  or  the  most  experienced 
man  venture  to  predict  what  will  be  the 
range  of  prices  for  49  years  and  what 
will  be  the  rents  payable  ?  Let  us  put 
ourselves  back  in  the  year  1840.  Suppose 
in  that  year  you  had  asked  the  most  ex- 
perienced agriculturalist  in  England  to 
give  you  a  sketch  of  the  probable  history 
of  agriculture  between  the  years  1840 
and  1890,  and  to  tell  you  the  prices  that 
would  be  recaived  and  the  rents  that 
would  ba  paid.  What  an  extraordinary 
prophecy  he  would  have  made  !  It  would 
have  been  impossible  for  anyone  to  give 
a  sketch,  even  approximating  to  the  true 
state  of  the  case.  There,  then,  is  an 
element  of  risk  that  must  attach  to  all 
land  purchase  schemes.  Before  49  years 
have  elapsed,  there  may  be  such  a  change 
in  the  relative  position  of  tillage  farms 
and  pasture  farms  as  to  entirely  destroy 
the  whole  basis  of  calculation.  Another 
objection  is  that  you  are  converting  that 
which  is  now  rent  in+o  Consols.  What 
is  the  result  of  that  from  an  economic 
point  of  view?  In  the  first  place,  of 
course,  it  necessarily  involves  absentee- 
ism. But,  in  the  second  place,  to  those 
of  DS  who  look  forward  to  a  Home  Rule 
Parliament,  it  presents  itself  under  a 
much  more  S3rious  aspect,  because  by 
turning  rent  into  Consols  you  are  de- 
priving the  future  Lsgislative  Assembly 
of  Ireland  of  a  sum  approximating 
£10,000,000  a  year,  and  that  the  most 
solid  and  certain  part  of  the  income  of 
Ireland.  That,  to  my  mind,  from  a 
political  point,  is  a  circumstance  not  free 
from  danger.  The  danger  is  less  in  the 
case  of  local  rates,  but  it  is  a  serioas 
element  in  the  financial  calculations  of 
Ireland,eyenif  itdoesnothaveHome  Rule, 
that  you  are  taking  away  from  all  future 
taxation  the  power  of  rating  that  enormous 
amount  of  property.  We  have  once  more 
before  us  the  old  historical  argument 
that  in  the  jiast  we  in  this  country  have 
done  great  injustice  to  the  Irish  tenants, 
and  that  we  owe  them  some  recompense. 
I  admit  the  historical  fact,  but  I  deny 
that  the  course  we  ought  to  take  is  the 
oourge  of  handing  over  money  to  buy 


out  the  Irish  landlords  and  relieve  them  of 
their  bad  bargains.  All  we  owe  to  Ire- 
land is  justice.  We  owe  it  to  the  Irish 
tenants  to  protect  them  against  unreason- 
able and  excessive  rents.  When  we 
have  done  that,  we  have  done  all  that  the 
obligations  of  the  past  can  possibly  im- 
pose upon  us.  We  have  heard,  and 
very  properly,  a  good  deal  about  repudia-. 
tion  by  the  Irish  tenants,  but  there 
is  another  repudiation  which  mnst 
not  be  left  out  of  view,  and  that 
is  the  repudiation  of  the  British 
taxpayer.  Not  very  long  ago  I  read 
in  an  article  by  Lord  Derby  a  state- 
ment that,  in  his  opinion,  the  time  was 
not  far  distant  when  the  National  Debt 
of  all  nations  of  Europe  would  be  in 
peril  of  repudiation.  Lord  Derby  is 
known  as  a  very  sharp  and  keen 
man  of  business,  and,  looking  with  his 
placid  gaze  upon  the  future  National 
Funds  of  Europe,  he  expresses  that 
opinion.  But  observe  the  grounds  of 
repudiation  in  this  case.  You  are  im- 
posing this  liability  upon  the  taxpayers 
of  Great  Britain,  not  in  accordance  with 
their  wishes  or  their  mandate,  but  in 
express  defiance  of  the  mandate  you 
received  at  the  General  Election.  You 
have  broken  your  trust.  ["  No,  no  !  "]  I 
do  not  say  all,  but  the  great  majority  of 
Members  opposite  obtained  their  seats 
in  this  House  by  declaring  as^ainst  the 
policy  of  pledging  the  credit  of  the 
British  taxpayer  to  buy  out  the  Irish 
landlords.  When  these  gentlemen  go 
back  to  their  constituents  what  answer 
will  they  have  when  they  are  addressed 
by  their  constituents  in  these  words, 
"  False  trustee,  where  are  my  millions  ?  '* 
If  there  is  one  thing  more  calculated 
than  another  to  impair  national  credit 
and  lead  to  repudiation,  it  is  so  gross  and 
flagrant  an  instance  of  repudiation  of 
your  principles  by  yourselves.  I 
wish  to  say  one  word  with  regard  to  the 
immense  significance  of  the  position 
taken  up  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Parnell).  He  puts  forward  his 
plan  as  an  alternative  scheme  to  that  of 
the  Government.  The  scheme  of  the 
Government  is  to  make  one-fourth  or 
one- fifth  of  the  tenants  into  occupying 
owners,  and  to  leave  the  rest  where  tbey 
are.  The  plan  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  is  to  have  no  occupying  owneri 
at  the  expense  of  the  State,  but  to  giyj 
all  the  tenants  occupying    ownership  ^^ 
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reduced  rents.  In  other  words,  the  hon. 
Member  has  abandoned  the  pernicious 
doctrine  of  peasant  proprietorship  at  the 
expense  of  the  State,  and  I  hail  with 
delight  the  fact  that  he  has  done  so. 
It  is  astonishing,  after  the  experience 
we  have  had  of  the  Land  Act  of  1881, 
that  there  should  be  any  persons  in  this 
House  who  can  imagine  that  the  fixing 
of  rents  for  a  long  period  of  time  will  be 
a  solution  of  the  Irish  diflBculty.  By  the 
Act  of  1881  the  rents  were  fixed,  and 
before  five  years  were  over  it  was  found 
that  those  rents  could  not  be  paid. 
What  ground  is  there  for  supposing 
that  the  sums  fixed  under  this  Bill 
will  50  years  hence  be  more  easy  to 
pay  than  those  fixed  under  the  Act  of 
1881  ?  I  heard  with  great  gratification 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Antrim  (Mr.  Macartney)  on  the 
subject  of  what  is  erroneously  described 
as  **  dual  ownership.^'  The  words  are  an 
absurdity — a  conta^iction  in  terms. 
Joint  ownership  you  can  have,  but  you 
cannot  have  two  hostile  owners  of  the 
same  property.  The  Act  of  1881  did  not 
create  dual  ownership.  It  reduced  the 
landlord  to  the  position  of  an  annuitant 
with  a  charge  which  he  could  enforce  on 
the  land.  He  became  nothing  more  or 
less  than  a  rent-charger.  The  tenant  was 
made,  to  all  intents  and  purposes,  an 
occupying  owner  for  ever,  with  the 
power  of  free  sale,  and  he  was  not  to  be 
charged  more  than  a  fair  rent.  I  say 
that  for  agricultural  purposes  a  perpetual 
tenure  is  superior  to  an  ownership  in 
fee  simple,  and  that  the  status  created 
by  the  Land  Act  of  1881  is  for  agricul- 
tural purposes  a  superior  and  better 
tenure  than  that  now  proposed.  It 
has  always  been  contended  that  the 
system  prevailing  in  England  and 
Scotland  lias  this  great  advantage  over 
the  system  of  peasant  proprietorship — 
that  the  former  is  able  to  employ  the  whole 
of  his  capital  for  farming  puqjoses,  the 
landlord  providing  what  may  be  called  the 
dead  capital,  which  cannot  possibly  bear 
a  high  interest.  We  know  that  the 
profit  on  a  farmer^s  capital  must  always 
be  in  excess  of  the  profit  on  the  land- 
lord's capital  to  the  extent  of  two  or 
three  times,  or  even  a  little  more.  For 
the  purpose  of  illustration,  let  me  take 
the  case  of  a  farmer  with  £300  and  the 
choice  of  taking  land  on  a  secured  tenure 
or  buying.  It  is  demonstrable  that  it  is 
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more  to  his  interest  to  become  a  tenant 
than  a  landlord.  Suppose  he  buys  land 
at  £20  an  acre.  For  £200  he  will  get 
10  acres,  and  the  remaining  £100  would 
just  be  suflScient  to  work  the  farm. 
Assuming  that  the  farming  interest  is 
only  twice  the  interest  of  the  landlord's 
capital,  he  would  then  have  £10 
interest  on  his  £200,  and  £10  on  his 
farming  capital,  making  £20  a  year 
altogether.  If,  however,  he  could  rent 
30  acres  at  £200,  he  would  make  a  profit 
of  £30.  We  know  perfectly  well  that 
in  countries  where  peasant  proprietors 
have  come  into  existence  their  land  is 
often  heavily  mortgaged.  The  perpetual 
tenure  has  this  advantage,  that  though 
it  is  in  the  nature  of  a  dual  mortgage  ic 
is  a  mortgage  which  cannot  be  called  in. 
Tenure  for  tenure,  therefore,  peasant 
proprietorship  is  a  mistake,  and  per- 
petual tenure  is  the  more  profitable. 
When  I  hear  what  is  called  dual  owner- 
ship exposed  to  ridicule,  I  ask  myself 
whether  the  Chief  Secretary  ever  heard 
of  a  place  called  India.  Throughout  the 
whole  of  India,  with  the  exception  of 
Bengal,  what  is  called  dual  ownership 
has  been  for  centuries  a  universal 
tenure.  Everywhere  the  ryot,  or 
tenant,  is  much  in  the  same  position 
as  the  Irish  tenant  under  the  Act  of  1881. 
He  has  security  of  tenure  ;  he  occupies 
his  property  in  permanence ;  he  can  sell 
his  interest  to  the  landlord,  and  he  is 
subject  to  a  fair  rent,  or  rather  to  a  fixed 
rent  revisable  once  in  a  period  of  years. 
The  principle  on  which  rent  is  revised  is 
that  nothing  shall  be  added  on  account 
of  the  tenant's  improvements,  and  what- 
ever additional  value  hsis  accrued  in 
consequence  of  those  improvements  is 
the  secured  property  of  the  tenant.  It 
is  also  true  as  a  general  proposition  that 
from  2,500  years  ago  down  to  the  present 
time  a  lai-ge  portion  of  the  soil  of  India 
has  been  farmed — where  free  men  are 
concerned — on  the  principle  of  the  per- 
petual tenure.  In  some  cases  these 
tenures  have  remained  till  the  present 
day  ;  but  of  course  in  the  majority  of 
instances,  owing  to  the  change  in  the 
value  of  money,  the  rent  has  become  so 
small  that  it  has  ultimately  been  trans- 
formed into  quit-rent  and  disappeared. 
Therefore,  the  notion  that  this  perpetual 
tenure  is  an  invention  of  recent  date 
or  is  not  warranted  by  experience  is 
entirely  erroneous.     Let  me  now  say  a 


idoi 


Purehaie  of  Land,  <fec.,       {Mat  1,  1890}  (Ireland)  Bill. 

evn        nno        r»fVioT»      nnoa-f.i<'\n  A  a      fViftf.    f.ViA     TtiqIi     "Pai^liarriATif.   xnr, 


1902 


word  on  one  other  question.  As 
against  the  policy  of  the  Government  I 
set  up  the  policy  of  the  Land  Act  of 
1881.  The  failure  of  that  Act  was  only 
partial,  but  to  some  extent  undoubtedly 
it  was  a  great  failure.  The  cause  of  the 
failure  was  the  sudden  collapse  of  prices 
in  1886.  The  Act  failed,  in  the  first 
place,  because  the  Healy  Clause  was 
emasculated,  and  because  the  Courts  of 
Law  succeeded  in  drawing  a  coach 
and  six  through  it.  It  was  also  a  failure 
because  it  had  hardly  come  into  opera- 
tion when  a  Committee  of  the  Lords  was 
appointed,and  the  persons  who  were  going 
to  administer  it  were  subjected  to  a 
searching  cross-examination.  The  result 
was  that  fair  rents  were  never  fixed  in 
Ireland.  A  fair  rent  is  one  in  which  the 
improvements  made  or  inherited  by  the 
tenant  are  given  to  the  tenant,  and  the  in- 
terest of  the  landlord  is  given  to  the  land 
lord.  That  was  the  principle  of  the  Healy 
clause,  which,  if  it  had  been  left  alone, 
would  have  given  distinct  guidance  to  the 
CDmmissioners.  Having  no  suchguidance, 
what  the  Commissioners  did  was  to  re- 
duce rents  in  cases  where  they  were  so 
high  that  they  could  not  be  paid  and,  to 
fix  them  at  such  a  point  that  under  the 
existing  circumstances  the  tenants  could 
pay  them.  Instead  of  establishing  fair 
rents,  they  established  only  modified 
rack-rents.  That  error  was  made  ir- 
remediable by  the  unfortunate  15  years 
clause.  To  these  causes  alone  was  due 
the  failure  of  the  Land  Act  of  1881.  In 
my  opinion,  if  the  Government  will  act 
wisely,  they  will  abandon  all  these  non- 
sensical notions  of  converting  the  Irish 
tenants  into  peasant  proprietors  at  the 
expense  of  the  British  workman,  and 
will  revise  the  Land  Act  of  1881,  so  that 
fair  rents  on  sound  and  true  principles 
can  be  established.  If  they  take  this 
course,  the  Irish  diflSculty  will  completely 
disappear.  I  was  opposed  to  the  prin- 
ciples and  to  some  of  the  details  of  the 
Act  of  1886,  but  I  must  candidly  own 
that  there  were  circumstances  in 
1886  which  gave  a  justification 
for  the  introduction  of  a  Purchase  Act — 
circumstances  which  are  now  entirely 
wanting.  At  that  time  the  failure  of 
the  Act  of  1881  had  become  apparent. 
The  Government  proposed  to  hand  Ire- 
land over  to  the  control  of  an  Irish 
Parliament.  Two  evils  had  to  be  guarded 
agaiziat.     First  of  all  it  was  to  be  feared 


that  the  Irish  Parliament  would  begin 
its  work  under  great  diflBculties  if  the 
first  subject  they  had  to  deal  with  was 
the  fiery  and  thorny  subject  of  landlord 
and  tenant.  On  the  other  hand  it  was 
feared  by  some  that,  owing  to  the  exas- 
peration of  feeling  which  many  long 
years  of  controversy  had  excited,  an 
Irish  Legislative  Assembly  might  do  less 
than  justice  to  the  Irish  landlords.  But 
at  the  present  moment  these  difficulties 
do  not  exist.  The  Government  suppose 
that  they  will  continue  to  govern  Ire- 
land, and  the  Irish  landlords,  therefore, 
have  nothing  to  fear.  You  hold  them  in 
the  hollow  of  your  hand,  and  can  see 
that  justice  is  done  to  them.  I  cannot 
understand  what  has  influenced  the 
Government  to  raise  this  question,  which 
divides  everybody  and  unites  no  one, 
unless  it  be  the  case  that  coercion  is  a 
failure.  The  object  of  coercion  is  to 
collect  rents.  We  are  told  that  now 
everyone  pays  his  rent,  and  peace 
and  prosperity  reigns  in  Ireland. 
Under  these  circumstances  it  is 
absurd  to  bring  in  this  Bill  It 
must  be  remembered,  also,  that  the  Land 
Bill  of  1886  had  the  hearty  concurrence 
and  support  of  the  Irish  people  and  the 
Irish  Members..  You  are  proposing  to 
advance  British  money  to  people  who, 
instead  of  thanking  you  for  the  gift, 
threaten  you  with  repudiation.  Again, 
the  Bill  of  1886  applied  to  the  whole 
country,  while  this  measure  applies  to 
only  a  portion  of  it.  Under  this  Bill 
the  English  Government  is  a  landlord  or 
mortgagee  ;  under  the  Bill  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  an  Irish  Government  would 
have  been  the  landlord  or  mortgagee. 
The  guarantees  are  uncertain  in  this 
Bill,  and  are  really  based  upon  the 
principle  of  downright  dishonesty.  You 
take  funds  which  do  not  belong  to  you, 
and  say,  "  We  shall  hold  these  funds  as 
security  for  certain  persons'  debts."  It 
comes  to  this,  that,  without  the  consent 
of  A,  B,  C,  and  D,  you  put  down  their 
names  as  sureties  to  a  Bill  which  is  due 
by  B  and  F.  Anything  more  utterly 
inconsistent  with  the  most  elementary 
notion  of  property  or  honesty  it  is  im- 
possible to  conceive.  How  can  you 
expect  the  people  of  Ireland  to  have  any 
respect  for  a  Bill  which,  in  its  funda- 
mental clause,  is  based  on  a  principle 
which    I   can    only  describe    as    petty 
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larceny.  Having  oppos3d  the  Bill  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian,  I  am  not  likely  to  give 
any  support  to  a  Bill  which,  in  every 
particular,  compares  disadvantageously 
with  the  Bill  of  1886. 

(9.15.)  Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS 
(Birmingham,  Bordesley) :  The  hon. 
Member  for  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Hunter)  is 
against  tiie  principle  of  land  purchase 
under  any  circumstances,  but  I  under- 
stand him  to  express  approval  of  the 
suggestions  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork.  But  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  involved  State 
liability. 

Mr.  hunter  :  I  expressed  no  appro- 
bation of  that  part  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's scheme. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS:  Then  I 
misunderstood  the  hon.  Member.  He 
states  that  the  Act  of  1881  very  properly 
reduced  the  landlord  to  the  condition  of 
a  rent  charger,  but  I  should  like  to  aflk 
him  whether,  after  having  settled  the 
rent-charge  of  an  Irish  landlord,  let  us 
say  of  £50  a  year,  he  would  secure  to 
that  landlord  the  receipt  of  the  rent  ? 
Let  us  take  the  Ponsonby  disti'ict.  The 
question  there  is  not  one  of  high  or  low 
rent,  but  one  of  no  rent  at  all,  because 
in  nearly  every  case  there  is  from  three 
to  seven  years'  rent  owing.  Does  the 
hon.  Member  agree  that  in  a  case  where 
no  rent-charge  has  been  paid  for  three 
or  seven  years  the  State  is  to  step  in 
to  secure  the  landlord  or  possessor  of  the 
rent -charge,  or  does  he  consider  that  the 
State  is  not  to  exercise  any  power  or 
influence  at  all  ?  If  the  State  is  to  pro- 
tect the  rent  charger,  there  is  no  protec- 
tion but  eviction.  Certainly  the  hon. 
Member  occupies  the  only  legitimate 
position  of  opposition  to  this  Bill.  The 
proposals  contained  in  the  Bill  have  been 
criticised,  and  suggestions  as  to  the  pur- 
chase of  land  have  been  made,  but  there 
has  been  no  real  opposition  offered  to 
the  Bill.  While  the  oppcsiiion  to  the 
principle  of  purchase  is  an  intelligible 
one,  it  applies  to  Great  Britain  as  well 
as  to  Ireland.  The  hon.  Member  has  said 
that,  in  1886,  the  mandate  of  the  British 
constituencies  was  against  the  purchase 
of  Irish  land  at  the  risk  of 
British  credit.  I  contend  it  was 
nothing  of  the  kind.  I  took  a 
very  active  part  in  the  elections 
of  1886,  but  I  am  far  from  being  opposed 
Mr.  Hunter 


to  creating  a  peasant  proprietary  through 
British  credit.  Indeed  that  is  what  I 
have  advocated  all  my  life.  I  opposed 
the  Bill  of  1886  not  on  that  ground,  but 
because  it  was  of  a  compulsory  character. 
The  tenant  was  compelled  to  buy  his 
holding  at  a  price  dictated  by  the  land- 
lord, and  the  Statd  was  compelled  to 
supply  the  money  for  the  transaction. 
Then  we  had  to  face  a  possible  liability 
not  of  £50,000,000,  but  of  nearly 
£200,000,000.  If  the  tenant  had  been 
compelled  to  buy  at  20  years  purchase, 
undoubtedly  all  the  dangers  would  have 
arisen  which  the  hon.  Member  fears  under 
this  Bill,  for,  within  12  months  of  the 
rejection  of  the  Bill,  every  Member  on 
the  Front  Opposition  Bench  declared 
that  the  20  years  purchase  would  have 
been  based  on  rents  30  per  cent,  too 
high.  I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Newcastle 
(Mr.  J.  Morley)  said  that  the  rents  were 
50  per  cent,  too  high.  Therefore,  if  the 
Bill  of  1886  had  passed,  the  tenants 
woidd  have  been  required  to  bay  against 
their  will  instalments  based  on  rents 
which,  12  months  later,  were  declared  to 
be  from  30  to  50  per  cent,  too  high. 
But  then  we  were  told  by  hon.  Members 
who  voted  for  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
that  even  under  those  circumstances 
there  would  be  no  risk  to  the  British 
taxpayer.  Then,  an  Irish  Parliament 
was  to  be  created,  with  a  separal  e  Execu- 
tive, and  the  administration  of  law  and 
everything  else  to  be  placed  in  its  hands. 
That  Parliament  might  fairly  have  said, 
"  AYe  were  not  consulted  about  this 
liability ;  we  were  not  in  existence  as  a 
Parliament ;  indeed,  while  the  Bill  was 
j.assing  through  the  English  Parliament, 
the  Irish  Members  protested  that  the 
rtnts  were  too  high.*'  You  may  rely 
upon  it  that  that  protest  would  have 
been  taken  advantage  cf  if  at  any  subse- 
quent date  the  excessive  instalments 
were  brought  in  question.  The  tenant 
might  have  said,  *'  I  was  not  a  party  to 
the  purchase ;  the  landlord  wished  to 
sell,  and  I  was  compelled  to  buy  at  these 
exorbitant  terms."  Under  the  present 
Bill,  however,  the  tenants*  assent  is 
necessary  before  the  transaction  can  be 
carried  out.  When  a  man  enters  into  a 
contract  without  any  legal  compulsion  ifc 
is  very  difficult  for  him  to  find  a  reason 
for  repudiation.      But  the  objections  I 


1905     Purchane  of  Land.  dtc.         {Mat  1,  1890} 


(Ireland)  BitL  1906 


have  stated  were  not  the  maiQ  objections 
to   the    Bill    of    1886.      The    question 
of  the   principle   of  State  aid  was   not 
brought  bifore  the  constituencies  when 
they  condemned    the    Bill.      The   con- 
stituencic^s  saw  that,  while  a  tremendous 
liability,  with  insufiBcient  security,  was 
to  be  undertaken,  the  Legislative  Union 
was  to  ba  destroyed,  and  Ireland  was  to 
be  turned  into  a  colony   or  a  tribute- 
paying  province.      No  doubt,  the  Pur- 
chase Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the   Member  for  Mid  Lothian  was   in- 
tended  as  a  bribe  to  the    landlords  of 
Ireland,  and  I  think  it  is  greatly  to  their 
credit  they  did  not  accept  it.  I  agreed  with 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill  of  1886  that  if 
the  landlords  were  to  be  put  outside  the 
protection  of  the   Imperial   Parliament 
the  Bill  was  a  necessity.      I  agreed  with 
the  ri^ht   hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for   Mid   Lothian   that    the    Land    Bill 
could  not  be   separated  from  the  Home 
Rule  Bill ;  the  two  Bills  are  indissolubly 
bound    up    with     one    another.       The 
mandate  of  the  constituencies  was  in  no 
way  against  the   principle   of  purchase 
at  the  risk  of  British  credit,  but  it  was 
against  the  whole  business.       Much  has 
been  said  concerning  the  securities  under 
this  Bill.      Even    supposing    that  any 
reasonable   risk  were   contained  in  this 
Bill   I    would  nevertheless   vote  for  it, 
because  I    consider   we    owe    a   heavy 
debt   to   Ireland  for    ill-treatraent   and 
misa^overnment  in  the  past.    But  I  main- 
tain that  there   is   no  risk.      The  first 
security  for  the  advances  is  to  be  found 
in  the  honesty  of  the   Irish  people ;  and 
it  is  curious  to  find  the   so-called  friends 
of  Ireland  putting  forward,  not  only  the 
possibility,  but  the  probability  of  whole- 
sale repudiation.     The  opponents  of  these 
hon.    Members  bring   no    such  charge, 
which  is  a  slander  on  the    Irish   Nation. 
Go  back  as  long  as  you  like  and  you  will 
not  find   any  people   who  have   been  as 
good      rentj    payers      as      the      Irish. 
They  paid  their  rents  when  they  were 
iniquitous  and  high,  and  how,  then,  can 
we   suppose   they   will   repudiate  their 
obligations  when  they  are  reasonable  and 
fair,     Take,  also,  all  the  purchases  under 
various   Acts.      There  has  baen   no  re- 
pudiation there,  though  there  have  been 
Et  incentives  held   out  to  repudiate. 
es  of  **  No."]     Well,   when  I    hear 
Members  say,  as  was  said  to-night, 
that  they  have  paid  because  they  were 
VOL.  CGOXLIII.    [thikd  series.] 


advised  to  pay,  then  I  may  take  the  con- 
verse and  assume  that  if  they  had  been 
advised  not  to  pay  they  would  have  re- 
fused to  pay.    But  I  believe  that  in  teach- 
ing repudiation    hon.   Members    would 
fail.     Was  not  the  "  no-rent "  manifesto 
an  attempt  to  prevent  payment  of  rent, 
and  did  it  not  fail  ?     There  are,  I  know, 
certain  corners  in  Ireland,  for  instance 
on   the    Ponsonby     estate,    where    the 
people  followed   advice   which  no   man 
with  the  elementary  feeling  and  know- 
ledge of  common  honesty  ought  to  have 
given.     The  result  of  taking  that  advice 
has  been  that  some    200   tenants  have 
been    persuaded     to     their     ruin,    and 
if   the    Plan   of    Campaign   needed   its 
death-blow  that  would  be  found  in  the 
result     of    the    advice     given     to    the 
Ponsonby  tenants.     We  have,  I  say,  no 
right  to  make  use  as  an  argument  of  a 
charge   against   a  nation   of    wholesale 
repudiation.     Strange  it  was  to  find  the 
occupants  of  the  Front  Opposition  Bench 
receiving  this  intention  of   repudiation 
with    something    like    a    cheer.     They 
seem  to  have  changed  the  political  cha- 
racter of  this  side  of  the  House,  but  I 
believe   the    political  character  of    the 
people  of  England  remains  unchanged,  and 
I  am  sure  they  will  receive  these  threats 
of  repudiation   with  regret.     The    first 
security  then,  I  say,  and   that  I  think 
sufficient,  is  the  honesty  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  in  the  position  in  which  the  Bill 
seeks  to  put  them.     There  are  several 
other    securities,     but     it    will     suffice 
to   name   one.     The   proposition   in  the 
Bill  is  that  the   sums   retained  by  the 
Executive  are,  in  capitalised  value,  to  be 
equal  to  £33,000,000.  Well,  surely  that  is 
the  highest  form  of  security,  cash  in  hand  ? 
I  am  not  now  speaking  of  the  argument 
whether  we  ought  to  use  this  security  or 
not,  but.  qua  s^^curity,  I  do  not  know  that 
you  could   have  a  better.     The  security 
is  alsolute,  because,  as  was  said   by   the 
Chief  Secretary,  if  you  receive  £100  from 
an  esta  e  and  pay  it  all  back  in  contribu- 
tions towards  local  purposes,  then,  if  your 
tenants  pay  you,  say  only  £90,  you    can 
e  isily  recoup  yourself  by  taking  £10  off 
your  local  contributions.     This   is  apart 
irom  the  question  whether   it  is  right  or 
wrong  to  retain  the  subventions,  but  as 
security  their  value  cannot  be  questioned. 
That  being  so,    let  us  get  rid  of  all  this 
talk  about  risk  to  the    British  taxpayer, 
for  there  is  no  risk  when  we  have  in  our 
3^ 
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hands  oontrol  of  an  amonnt  eqnal  to  the 
atnonnt  of  the  advances.*  I  hope  it  may 
never  be  that  we  may  have  to  avail 
ourselves  of  this  security,  and  I  do  not 
hielieve  we  ever  shall,  but,  having  this 
security,  I  say  there  cannot  by  any 
possibility  be  any  loss  to  the  British 
taxpayer,  even  though  the  Irish  people 
should  have  the  dishonesty,  which  I 
believe  them  incapable  of,  to  repudiate 
their  obligations.  I  was  very  much  sur- 
prised to  hear  the  hon.  Member 
for  Belfast  say  ,  that  the  estimate  of 
^30,000,000  would  probably  grow  to 
£70,000,000.  By  some  extraordinary 
calculation  the  hon.  Gentleman  arrived  at 
this  result,  but  I  should  have  thought 
the  elementary  principle  in  the  Bill  is 
clear,  providing  that  this  sum  shall  not  be 
exceeded,  though  it  may  be  re -advanced 
OS  soon  as  it  comes  in.  You  might  as 
well  say  that  if  you  over-draw  at  your 
bank  to  the  extent  of  £500,  and,  subse- 
quently, having  reduced  it  to  £400,  you 
again  over-draw  to  £500,  that  you  are 
increasing  your  liabilities.  It  is  clear 
the  British  taxpayers  will  be  liable  to  the 
extent  of  £33,000,000,  and  no  more.  I 
confess  any  doubts  that  have  been  raised 
in  reference  to  this  proposal  are  equally 
applicable  to  the  proposal  of  the  hen. 
Member  for  Cork.  What  the  effect  of 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  might 
be  as  a  supplement  to  the  Bill  I  do  not 
now  entsr  into,  but,  as  an  alternative,  it 
has  all  the  doubtful  features  that  can  be 
ur  yed  against  the  Government  Bill,  while 
it  leaves  every  other  diflBculty  connected 
with  the  system  of  tenure  untouched.  It 
leaves  the  basis  and  material  for  re- 
newed agitation  ;  it  cannot  leave  such  a 
satisfactory  position  as  that  in  which  a 
man  is  his  own  landlord.  I  do  not  see 
how  any  one  can  oppose  the  principle 
of  the  Bill  unless  he  is  an 
opponent  of  the  principle  of  State  pur- 
chase altogether.  But  go  to  any  con- 
stituency in  England,  and  put  the 
question  whether  they  are  in  favour  of 
this  principle  of  State  assisted  purchase 
as  applied  to  England,  and  you  will  find 
a  large  preponderance  of  opinion  in  the 
affii-mative.  They  know  that  only  by 
such  means  can  you  prevent  the  migra- 
tion from  the  rural  districts  into  the 
towns,  and  the  swamping  of  the  labour 
market.  They  know  that  the  only 
means  to  do  this  is  by  giving  the  people 
a  career  upon  the  land,  and  that  this  can 
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only  be  brought  about  by  the  use  erf 
State  credit.  Nearly  every  nation  ih 
Europe  has  had  to  have  recourse  to  this 
process,  some  for  economic,  some  iot 
social,  and  some  for  political  reasons,  and 
nearly  all  of  them  have  seen  the  good 
results  that  flow  from  it.  If  the  adriee 
of  our  lamented  Friend,  John  Bright, 
20  years  ago,  had  been  taken  and  carried 
out  we  should  not  have  had  the  diffi- 
culties in  Ireland  we  now  have  to 
encounter.  One  good  result  of  this 
policy  will  be  the  creation  in  Ireland  of  a 
middle  class  which  does  not  exist  there 
now,  a  class  conservative  in  the  best 
sense  of  the  term  and  of  enormous  use 
to  the  country.  I  quite  agree  that  the 
question  of  sUb-letting  must  be  carefuify 
considered  ;  we  must  be  sure  we  are  ncJt 
creating  a  new  set  of  landlords.  Mort>- 
gage,  too,  is  a  danger  to  small  properties 
which  we  must  guard  against;  experience 
on  the  Continent  shows  us  the  danger. 
But  I  will  not  detain  the  House  now  on 
these  matters.  I  wish  hon.  Members  to 
recognise  the  social  and  economic  effectH 
that  have  resulted  on  the  Continent 
from  the  adoption  of  proposals  similar  to 
these.  In  Prussia,  at  the  beginning  of 
this  century,  a  complicated  form  of  dual 
ownership  existed,  and  with  it  discon-* 
tent,  disloyalty,  and  disorder.  The  wholji 
country  was  in  such  an  unsatisfactory 
state  that  the  Government  took  th0 
matter  in  hand  and  initiated  legislation, 
converting  tenants  into  owners  by  the 
use  of  State  credit.  By  the  operation  of 
that  legislation  the  people  became  stable, 
loyal,  and  contented;  and  those  who 
have  followed  the  history  of  this  legisla- 
tion know  that  although  the  landlord  class 
opposed  this  legislation  for  reasons  not 
difficult  to  understand,  they  have  since 
fully  recognised  the  advantage  it  has 
been  to  the  country.  It  did  not  come 
about  suddenly,  it  extended  over  years  ; 
this  legislation  associated  with  the  names 
of  Stein  and  Hardenberg.  It  is  said  that' 
this  legislation  consolidated  Germany  and 
that  it  won  the  battle  of  Sadowa,  and 
carried  Germany  through  the  war  witH 
France.  It  may  be  so;  it  laid  the  foundar 
tion,  it  created  the  material.  I  trust  that 
the  Government  will  psrsevere  with  the 
Bill.  I  do  not  believe  that,  much  as  they 
value  the  attempt  they  are  now  making 
to  deal  with  the  land  question  in  Ireland, 
the  Government  are  able  to  estimate  the 
enormous   advantages  for    good   it  wfll 
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confer  on  the  country.  I  believe  that 
in  N  connection  with  the  other  measures 
which  the  Government  are^  to  bring 
iorwlard  this  measure  will  go  a  long  way 
fe6  remove  discontent  in  Ireland, '^0  far 
at  least,  as  it  affects  the  agrarian  diffl- 
Ctllty,  on  which  the  desire  for  Home 
Rule  is  based  and  through  which  it  finds 
expression.  The  Government  can  pride 
thefmselves  on  the  fact  that  they  liia.ve,  at 
least,  made  one  real  attempt,  which  I 
believe  will  be  successful,  to  solve  this 
great  traditional  problem  of  the  land 
question  in  Ireland,  upon  which  so  many 
ether  difficulties  hang. 
•(9.45.)  Mr.  W.  A.  MACDOJTALD 
(Queeii's  Co.,  Ossory) :  It  is  impossible 
not  to  be  struck  with  the  difference 
in  the  manner  in  which  this  Debate  is 
conducted  from  that  of  a  Scotch  Debate 
on  an  equally  important  subject.  On  a 
question  of  Scotch  Local  Government,  for 
insrtanbe,  the  Debate  is  almost  entirely 
confined  to  Scotch  Members,  and  is  pro- 
longed until  any  Scotch  Member  who 
desires  to  do  so  has  expressed  his  opinion. 
But  here,  on  a  question  of  intense  in- 
terest to  our  country,  we,  the  Irish 
Members,  or  at  least  the  great  majority 
of  us,  get  no  opporttiniiy  of  express- 
ing our  views.  I  do  not  com- 
plain of  English  and  Scotch  Members 
taking  part  in  the  Dabate,  but,  at  least, 
I  think  the  time  of  the  Debate  should  be 
extended  to  allow  of  Irish  Membars 
taking  part  also.  On  Tuesday  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket), 
in  his  graceful  speech,  went  very  far 
afield  in  defence  of  the  Irish  landlords, 
even  going  back  to  the  great  famine 
y^ar  of  1847.  He  quoted  a  passage 
from  Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan's  New 
Irelatid  defending  the  landlords  from 
the  charge  of  having  done  nothing^  to 
assist  the  famine -stricken  people.  JBut 
this  is  not  the  charge  which  the  most 
intelligent  leaders  of  history  have 
brought  against  the  landlords.  That 
charge  is  not  that  they  neglected  the 
people  when  the  famine  came,  but  that 
they  had  so  raised  rents  and  cut  down 
wages  that  the  great  mass  of  the  people 
had  nothing  to  Hve  on  but  one  article  of 
food,  and  when  that  failed,  ruin  and 
destitution  came.  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cork  in  opposing  this  Bill 
tias  been  accused  by  certain  sections  of 
tlkii  Press  of  inconsistancy,  because 
Itooerlj  the  National  League  supported 


the  idea  of  peasant  proprietorship,  but 
if  he  and  we,  who  intend  to  vote  against 
this  Bill,  needed  a  justification  for  ih^ 
course  we  moan  to  take  we  might  find 
it -in  the  speeches  of  supporters' of -th<i 
Chief  Secretary.  The  hon.  Member  i6T 
Dover,  who  writes  the  Chief  Secretary-'k 
letters,  iu  what  was,  upon  the  whole,  a 
conciliatory  speech-,  said  that  if  we 
believed  that  the  government  of  Ireland 
would  be  soon  in  our  hands,  we  wer6 
justified  in  opposing  the  Bill.  The  hon, 
Member  thought  that  an  extremely 
improbable  contingency,  but  we  thitik 
it  probable,  and  so  thinning  are  justified 
in  the  eyes  of  the  hon.  Member.  Again; 
the  hon.  Baronet  who  sits ;  for  Norths 
West  Sussex  has  said  that  he  is  not  in  love 
with  the  Bill,  and  that  he  would  not 
vote  for  it  if  he  did  not  believe  it 
would  be  a  final  settlement.  But  doei 
anybody  believe  this  is  a  final  settlement^ 
It  affects  only  one-fourth  of  th«  tenantry 
iu  the  country,  and  the  result  x^-ill  be 
that  assuming  the  plan  to  work  demandifc 
will  be  preferred  by  the  remaining; 
three-fourths  for  an  extension  of  the 
principle  of  purchase.  I  am  absolutely 
opposed  to  the  use  of  one  single  penny 
of  English  credit  or  the  payment  of 
one  p3nny  of  Irish  money  in  buying 
out  the  Irish  landlords.  In  former  yearft 
John  Stnart  Mill  vn^ote  enthusiastically, 
on  the  advantages  of  a  peasant  proprietary, 
but  no  man  of  equal  intellectual  eminence 
in  these  days  would  write  in  equally 
glowing  terms.  Mill  spoke  much  bl 
the  advantages  of  the  system  of 
peasant  proprietorship  in  France,  Bel- 
gium, and  the  Rhenish  Provincefcr 
of  Prussia.  But  since  then  we  have  heard 
more  of  the  trials  and  difficulties  of  these 
poor  owners,  and  how  the  usurer  has  gfot 
among  them,  and  they  have  had  to 
mortgage  their  little  holdings.  Other 
ideals,  as,  for  example,  land  nationalisar 
tion,  have  been  put  before  the  popular 
imagination,  '  both  in  England  and 
Ireland,  and  men  care  somewhat  lese 
than  they  formerly  did  for  the  ideal 
of  a  peasant  proprietary.  Again,  thd 
Land  Bill  of  1881,  by  the  means  of  that 
which  was  described  by  its  author  as  it^ 
one  radical  principle,  the  principle- of 
valued  rents,  has  done  much  in  Irelatid 
to  weaken  the  demand  for  a  peasant 
proprietary  ;  and  if  the  Healy  clause  had 
been  worked  as  the  Memb.r  for  Mid 
Lothian  intended,  that  demand  would  noW 
3  Z  2  . 
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scarcely  be  heard  at  all.  Furthermore, 
it  is  now  fully  realised  that  if  the  prin- 
ciple of  buying  out  the  landlords  is  to  be 
carried  out  it  must  be  done  at  enormous 
cost.  I  remember  the  unprincipled  use 
which  was  made  of  this  fact  in  the 
Election  of  1886.  I  was  in  Wales,  and  I 
read  a  leaflet  issued  by  the  friends  of 
hon.  Qentlemen  opposite,  which  asked : — 
<«  Do  YOU  want  to  pay  more  for  your  tea  F 
Do  you  want  to  pay  more  for  your  'baccy  P  Do 
you  want  to  pay  more  for  your  beer  P  ** 

Yet  here  we  have  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man turning  round  and  offering  to 
pledge  the  credit  of  the  British 
taxpayer  to  the  extent  of  £33,000,000, 
with  the  prospect  of  a  great  deal 
more  money  being  required.  1  object 
to  the  Bill  because  it  is  inadequate, 
and  because  it  will  not  do  what  it  ought 
really  to  try  to  do — namely,  to  tranquil- 
lise  the  disturbed  districts.  It  is  on 
estates  where  there  is  no  disturbance 
that  this  Bill,  like  the  Ashbourne  Acts, 
will  be  utilised.  There  is  nothing  in  it  to 
secure  that  the  landlords  of  estates  which 
form  centres  of  disturbance  shall  sell. 
Who  is  the  nobleman  who  has  taken  the 
largest  slice  of  the  money  advanced 
under  the  Ashbourne  Acts.  It  is  the 
Marquess  of  Bath,  and  I  am  not  aware  of 
any  disturbance  having  taken  place  on  his 
estate,  or  of  any  plan  of  campaign  being 
put  in  force  there.  Again,  the  City 
companies  have  been  selling  their 
estates  in  the  North  of  Ireland — a 
district  which  is  always  held  up  to  us  as 
a  model  of  quietness  and  honesty,  and  a 
district  where  there  is  a  dae  observance 
of  contracts.  Now  I  come  to  the  pro- 
posals dealing  with  the  congested 
districts,  and  I  can  say  nothing  more 
strongly  condemnatory  of  them  than  the 
words  used  by  the  Daily  Express. 
That  Government  organ  has  declared  in 
reference  to  the  clauses  for  consolidating 
holdings,  and  for  assisting  emigration  and 
migration,  that  the  great  difficulty  is  to 
get  the  people  to  move,  and  unless  you  can 
do  that,  you  cannot  put  the  clauses  into 
oparation.  As  to  the  proposal  to  supply 
seed  potatoes  at  cost  price,  including 
carriage  and  storage,  I  can  already 
fancy  the  potatoes  rotting  in  the  store- 
houses before  they  reach  the  people ; 
and  there  is  SDraething  pathetic  in 
the  provision  that  officials  shall  be 
sent  to  the  holdings  of  the  tenants 
to  see  that  the  potatoes  are  planted,  and 
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not  eaten.  You  will  have  the  men  of 
the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary  engaged 
in  the  work  of  spying  upon  the  doings 
of  these  unfortunate  people.  As  to  the 
claases  .dealing  with  the  curing  of 
fish,  I  see  nothing  is  said  about  enabling 
the  people  first  to  catch  the  fish,  and  the 
recipe  of  the  old  cookery  book  to  "  first 
catch  your  hare  before  jugging  it,"  applies 
in  this  case.  Certainly  there  is  no  dis- 
tinct provision  for  supplying  the  people 
with  nets  or  boats.  I  see  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  is  to 
preside  over  the  Board  which  will  deal 
with  the  congested  districts.  The;feiilure 
of  the  many  Boards  of  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  at  the  head  ought  to 
have  been  a  sufficient  warning  against 
creating  any  more  Boards ;  while  with 
regard  to  the  extraoi'dinary  proposal  to 
enable  the  Board  to  receive  bequests 
and  gifts  of  money  in  order  to  carry 
on  its  work,  I  can  only  say  I  should 
as  soon  think  of  presenting  a  gift  to  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  the  humane  and 
Christian  spirit  in  which  he  has  carried 
on  the  work  of  coercion  during  the  last 
three  years,  as  1  should  of  giving  money 
to  a  Public  Board  in  Ireland  to  be  used 
for  a  charitable  purpose.  And  now  as  to 
the  contingent  securities.  It  is  said  that 
they  will  never  be  wanted.  From  the 
paper  which  the  Chief  Secretary  has 
placed  in  our  hands  it  will  be  seen  that 
while  the  capitalised  value  of  the  cash 
securities  amounts  only  to  X7, 000,000, 
the  capitalised  value  of  the  contingent 
securities  amounts  to  £22,000,000.  Why 
do  the  Government  put  the  contingent 
securities  in  the  Bill  if  they  do  not  mean 
to  use  them  ?  Among  those  contingent 
securities  is  money  given  for  keeping 
children  in  industrial  schools  and  money 
given  for  popular  education.  Now,  1 
venture  to  say  that  the  Government  will 
not  dare,  in  face  of  the  world,  to  leave 
Ireland  without  the  money  which  is 
due  to  her  for  these  purposes  simply 
because  certain  persons  do  not  meet 
their  obligations.  We  are  told  by 
the  Chief  Secretary  that  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill  are  voluntary.  I  do 
not  believe  it  in  the  least.  I  believe 
that  unjust  agreements  will  be  forced  on 
the  tenants  by  the  landlords  on  pain  of 
eviction,  and  if  agreements  are  made  by 
the  tenants  lest  they  should  be  evicted 
there  will  be  a  moral  leverage  for  repu- 
diation, the  importance  of  which  cannot 
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be  over  estimated.  It  has  been  asserted 
ia  the  Unionist  newspapers  and  on 
Unionist  platforms  that  by  passing 
this  Bill,  Home  Rnle  will  be  got  rid  of. 
Any  such  expectation  is  a  delusion.  The 
people  are  devoted  to  their  leaders,  and 
at  every  public  meeting  tho  first  resolu- 
tion put  demands  legislative  indepen- 
dence for  Ireland.  If  anything  could 
make  me  hesitate  as  to  the  vote  I  am 
about  to  give  it  would  be  a  fear,  which  I 
trust  is  groundless,  that  if  this  Bill  be 
defeated  some  future  English  Govern- 
ment will  try  to  deal  with  the  question. 
No  settlement  by  the  British  Parliament 
can  be  final.  No  question  of  this  magni- 
tude can  be  shut  out  from  the  review  of 
an  Irish  Legislature.  It  has  been  said 
that  the  question  has  been  embittered  by 
too  many  memories  for  it  to  be  left  to 
Ireland  to  solve  ;  but  those  who  so 
speak  do  not  fully  understand  the 
geaerous  and  forgiving  character  of 
our  people.  We  have  no  desire  to 
get  rid  of  the  Irish  landlords,  for,  in 
the  future,  Ireland  will  stand  in  need  of 
all  men  of  education,  culture,  and  posi- 
tion, to  do  their  duty  in  assisting  in  the 
government  of  the  country.  Bscause 
I  believe  this  Bill  will  not  provide  a 
final  settlement  of  the  question,  because 
I  disapprove  of  the  arrangements  which  it 
seeks  to  make  for  the  congested  districts, 
and  because  I  am  convinced  the  matter 
can  best  be  dealt  with  by  an  Irish  Parlia- 
ment, I  shall  oppose  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Bill. 

♦(10.20  )  The  Marquess  of  HARTING- 
TON  (Lancashire,  Rossendale)  :  Sir,  in 
rising,  as  I  do,  towards  the  close  of  this 
long  Debate,  it  is  hardly  necessary  for  me 
to  say  that  I  do  not  intend  to  refer  to  the 
numerous  topics  and  arguments  that 
have  been  addressed  to  the  House  in 
the  course  of  this  somewhat  discursive 
discussion.  I  know  the  House  has  still 
to  be  addressed  by  some  Members  who 
have  possibly  a  better  claim  to  be  heard 
on  this  subject  than  I  have,  and  I  think 
I  shall  be  discussing  the  wishes  of  the 
House,  as  well  as  my  own  inclination,  if 
I  endeavour  to  confine  myself  to  two^  or 
three  points,  and  not  attempt  to  travel 
into  a  general  review  of  the  discussion 
that  has  already  taken  place.  Of  the  many 
objections  that  have  been  urged  to  this 
measure,  there  is,  1  think,  only  one  which, 
if  established,  would  necassarily  be  fatal 
to  the  passing  of  the  Secon4  Reading  of 


this  Bill — namely,  the  objection  that  is 
based  on  the  supposed  decision  of  the 
country  at  the  last  General  Election. 
It  is  said  that  the  country  then  decided 
that  no  Land  Purchase  Bill  would  be 
entertained  that  either  involved  any 
risk  to  the  credit  of  the  State  or  which 
established  direct  relations  between  the 
State  and  individual  occupiers.  If  that 
objection  could  bo  established  I  admit 
that  during  the  existence  of  the  present 
Parliament,  at  least,  it  would  be  a  conclu- 
sive objection  to  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  present  Bill.  But  lam  not  prepared  to 
admit  that  that  objection  can  be  made 
good.  I  fully  admit  that  the  judgment 
of  the  country  at  the  General  Election 
was  final  on  two  points — first,  against 
the  establishment  in  any  shape  of  a 
separate  Legislative  Body  in  Ireland,  and, 
secondly,  against  the  measure  of  land 
purchase  that  was  proposed  by  the 
Government  of  that  day.  That  admis- 
sion I  am  prepared  to  make,  but  I  can- 
not extend  it.  I  am  not  sure  that  I  am 
prepared  to  go  quite  so  far  as  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham. It  is  quite  true  that  my  right 
hon.  Friend  at  the  time  of  the  General 
Election  devoted  a  great  deal  more  time 
than  I  did  to  the  discussion  of  the  Land 
Purchase  scheme,  while  I  applied  myself 
to  the  examination  and  criticism  of  the 
legislative  proposals  of  the  Government 
with  regard  to  Ireland  contained  in  the 
other  Bill.  It  is  quite  possible  that  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  having,  as  I  have  said, 
devoted  much  more  attention  than  I  did 
to  the  land  purchase  proposals  of  the 
Government,  may  feel  himself  more 
deeply  committed  than  I  and  many  of  my 
hon.  Friends  do.  Speaking  for  myself,  I 
am  not  prepared  to  analyse  what  was  the 
exact  effect  of  the  decision  of  the  coun- 
try, save  with  regard  to  the  two  points 
I  have  mentioned.  It  is  sufficient  for 
me  to  know  that  the  two  measures,  in 
the  form  in  which  they  were  presented 
by  the  late  Government,  were  decisively, 
and,  as  I  think,  rightly  rejected  by  the 
constituencies,  and  I  am  not  prepared  to 
admit  that  any  mandate  was  given  by 
the  constituencies  which  could  prevent 
this  House  from  dealing  with  either  of 
those  subjects  on  principles  different 
from,  and  in  some  respects  opposed  to, 
those  on  which  the  late  Government  pro- 
posed to  deal  with  them.  I  deny  that 
the    objections,   which  we  successfully 
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urged  against  the  Land  Purchase 
measure,  were  based  either  upon  the 
proposal  to  pledge  public  credit  for  the 
purpose  of  increasing  the  number  cff 
occupying  owners  in  Ireland  or  upon  the 
i«]ejLpediencj  of  establishing  direct 
relations  between  the  State  and  the 
pipiirchasing  tenants.  The  objections 
were  founded  mainly,  if  not  entirely, 
on  the  nature  of  the  security  which  the 
measure  provided,  for  the  security 
depended  on  the  willingness  of  an  Irish 
Gpvernment,  not  then  in  existenc?e, 
to;  ;  discharge  their  liabilities.  It 
depended  on  the  willin^ess  of  an 
lelsh  Parliament,  hereafter  to  be 
created,  to  pledge  the  resources  of  Ireland 
feiT  the  re-payment  of  loans  contracted 
without  the  consent  of  an  existing  Irish 
Legislature.  I  am  quite  aware  that  the 
rtght  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  considers  that  he  provided 
the  most  complete  security  for  any  loan 
which  the  British  Exchequer  might  be 
oalled  upon  to  make  when  he  placed  that 
security  on  the  Irish  national  resources, 
but  we  held,  and  still  hold,  that  by  the 
armngement  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
i^iised  international  and  political  ques- 
tions bstween  the  two  countries  which 
liiight  endanger  their  amicable  relations, 
$nd  certainly  did  endanger  the  stability 
<^  the  security  on  which  the  loans  were 
to  be  advanced.  We  pointed  out  that 
the  arrangement  involved  the  collection 
of,  the  instalments  from  the  purchasing 
by.  agents  of  an  Irish  Government, 
entirely  dependent  on  Irish  public 
opinion,  and  that,  in  the  event  of 
the  tenants  being  unable  or  unwilling  to 
pay,  the  Irish  Government  would  have 
ttrown  upon  it  the  dnty  of  imposing 
t^kxation  in  order  to  make  good  the 
default  of  the  purchasing  tanants.  We 
argued  that  it  would  be  easy  for  an 
Irish  Opposition  to  protest  against  the 
engagements  entered  into  in  the  name  of 
the  Irish  nation.  We  argued  that  the 
question  of  repudiation  of  this  debt, 
contracted  without  the  knowledge  of  the 
Irish  Parliament — before,  indeed,  that 
Parliament  was  called  into  existence — 
would  be  the  most  popular  subject  which 
$n  Irish  Opposition  could  take  up ;  and 
we  pointed  out  that,  in  the  event  of 
tjhat  opposition  bein^  successful,  there 
would  have  been  no  resource  open  to  the 
Imperial  Government  of  securing  the 
X|epayment  .of  those  instalments,  and 
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enforcing  the  obligations  entered  into, 
except  the  resources  of  actual 
armed  occupation  of  the  couQi^y 
and  the  operestions  of  actual  ^<^r. 
Whatever  objections  c^  now  be  urgpd 
against  this  Bill  are  of  a  totally  different 
character  to  that  brought  by  us  againfi[t 
the  B^l  of  1886.  I  ido  not  for  a  saomeBt 
say,  and  it  was  admitted  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  that  objectioi^^ 
may  not  be  made  to  any  measure  thitt 
can  be  proposed.  Under  this  proposal 
no  international  question  between  the 
two  countries  can  be  raised.  No  inter- 
national obligations  are  created,  and.  nip 
sources  of  international  difference  are 
set  up,  no  temptation  to  internatiouf^ 
repudiation  is  given,  and  no  politic^ 
questions  between  the  two  countries  ar& 
raised.  The  dealings  under  the  B^U, 
whether  they  are  wise  or  whether  they 
are  not,  are  dealings  not  between  two 
States,  but  between  the  State  and  in- 
dividuals. I  am  unable  to  see  any 
inherent  diflBculty  or  risk  or  objection  in 
placing  the  State  in  direct  relation  with 
the  purchasing  occupier.  I  deny 
altogether  that  the  relations  which  will 
be  set  up  under  this  Bill  between  the 
State  and  the  purchasing  occupier  will 
be  the  relation  of  landlord  and  tenant. 
The  relation  which  will  be  established 
under  this  Bill  will  be  rather  that  of 
creditor  and  debtor.  For  my  part,  I  see 
no  inherent  impossibility  in  the  State 
collecting  the  instalments  of  a  debt 
voluntarily  incurred  any  more  than  I  see 
any  inherent  difiBculty  in  the  collection 
by  the  State  from  individuals  of  taxes 
that  have  been  imposed,  not  by  the 
actual  individual  consent  of  every  in- 
dividual taxpayer,  but  by  legislative 
enactment.  At  the  very  utmost,  under 
this  Bill,  the  dealing  with  the  State  will 
be  not  between  nation  and  nation,  but 
between  the  State  and  individuals.  I 
will  not  deny  that  danger  may  arise  of 
repudiation  or  attempted  repudiation  by 
counties  of  the  liability  that  it  sought  to 
be  imposed  upon  them  by  this  Bill ;  but 
I  think  that  the  risk,  if  any  risk  attaches, 
will  be  infinitely  less  than  that  which 
would  have  arisen  under  the  Bill  proposed 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
in  respect  of  dealings  between  nation 
and  n'^tion.  That  being  the  line  of 
opposition  which  we  took  to  the  pro-, 
posals  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  in  18,86,  J 
maintain  without  hesitation  for  myself. 
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and- 1  think  I  may  say  for  my  friends, 
tiaiat  nothing^  we  urged  against  that 
measure  in  1886  can  by  any  fair  inter- 
pretation, or  by  anything  other  than  a 
strained  and  unfair  interpretation,  be 
construed  into  a  pledge  to  vote  against  a 
Bill  founded  on  principles  so  absolutely 
dissimilar  to  that  of  1886  as  this 
measure.  I  believe  that  in  this  Ddbate 
Yery  few  hon.  Members  have  taken 
exc3ption  to  the  objects  at  which  this 
Bill  aims.  With  the  excaption,  perhaps, 
of  the  senior  Member  for  Norfchampton 
and  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby,  the 
number  of  hon.  Members  who  have 
taken  exception  to  the  objects  of  this 
Bill  has  been  extremely  small.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Derby  has 
teen,  perhaps,  the  only  Member  of  this 
House  who  took  the  position  that  this 
Bill  was  an  unnecessary,  gratuitous,  and 
unwarranted  interference  with  an 
admirable  existing  state  of  things.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  denied  that  there 
was  any  necessity  for  this  attampt  to 
convert  fche  occupiers  into  the  owners  of 
their  holdings.  He  is  perfectly  satisfied 
with  the  condition  of  dual  ownership. 
He  treats  the  question  as  one  of  rent 
only,  and  he  says  there  is  no  reason 
whatever  why  we  should  interfere  with 
the  existing  settlement  of  the  land 
relations  in  Ireland.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  thinks  that  nothing  can  be  more 
admirable  than  the  system  of  dual 
ownership,  but  upon  this  condition — 
that  one  of  the  dual  owners,  that  the 
owner  of  the  fee  simple,  who  has  been 
hitherto  supposed  to  have  SDme  title,  at 
all  events  to  have  a  voice  at  least  in  the 
settlement  of  the  terms  upon  which  he 
will  let  his  land,  is  to  have  his  rent  not 
only  fixed  for  him  by  a  judicial  tribunal, 
but  my  right  hon.  Friend  is  prepared  to 
force  him  by  law,  if  necessary,  to  reduce 
t.h^t  rent  so  fixed  whenever  the  other 
dual  owner  is  dissatisfied  with  it.  I  must 
admit  that  this  view  of  the  Irish  land 
q«.estion  which  is  entertained  by  the 
4firht  hon.  Member  for  Derby  has 
caoeiyed  no  support  from  tho  leader  of 
the  Opposition.  I  do  not  think  that 
there  has  been  anything  in  what  he  has 
said  upon  this  Bill  which  would  prevent 
biw,  from  supporting  a  measure  for  the 
e;itii]LCtionand  abolition  of  dual  ownership 
iiib  ^measure  for  the  purpose  could  be  in- 
tiickluoed,  founded  upon  principles  which 
i^lUd  meet  his  approval.     But  I  think 


we  ought  to  hear  something  more  from 
some  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
sit  upon  this  Bench,  perhaps  from  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr. 
Morley),  as  to  whether  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  is  supported  by  them 
in  the  doctrines  he  has  eni^i^ciated 
respecting  dual  ownership  and  the  rela- 
tions of  dual  owners  to  each  other.  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  doctrines  announced 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby  are 
doctrines  which  strike  at  the  root  of  all 
private  ownership  in  property.  I  should 
like  to  know  from  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle  whether  he  attaches  any 
importance  to  rights  which  for  centuries 
up  to  a  recent  date  have  been  supposed 
to  confer  upon  the  owner  of  the  fee 
simple  the  right  to  fix  for  himself  the 
rent  at  which  he  will  let  his  land  to  other 
persons,  and  which  under  the  most  recent 
enactments  have  permitted  him  to 
exercise,  at  all  events,  a  voice  in  the 
terms  on  which  his  land  was  to  be  dis- 
posed of.  I  suppose  it  will  be  useless,  in 
fact  we  know  by  experience  that  it  will 
be,  to  remind  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Doby  that  these  doctrines  with  respect 
to  the  excellence  of  dual  ownership  and 
in  respect  to  the  relations  that  exist,  or 
ought  to  exist,  in  the  future  between 
dual  owners  are  entirely  of  recent  origin, 
and  that  they  require  a  little  more 
explanatioh  and  a  little  more  defence 
than  he  has  thought  it  necessary  to  give 
them.  Not  only  once,  but  twice  within 
a  period  of  six  years  my  right  hon. 
Friend  has  himself  been  a  party  to  a 
measure,  the  object  of  which  was  similar 
to  the  object  of  the  Bill  we  are  now  dis- 
cassing.  In  1884  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  the  Bridgeton  Division  of 
Glasgow  (Sir  G.  Trevelyan)  produced  a 
measure  for  the  purpose  of  largely  in- 
tiuguishing  dual  ownership,  or,  at  all 
events,  for  the  purpose  of  largely  in- 
creasing the  number  of  occupying 
proprietors.  In  1886  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  was  a  party  to  a 
measure  of  a  much  larger  scope  which 
would  have  placed  in  the  hands  of  every 
landlord  in  Ireland  the  right  to  require  the 
State  to  purchase  his  share  in  the  dual 
ownership  in  the  land.  The  measures  to 
which  my  right  hon;  Friend  was  a  party 
were  measures  the  objects  of  which 
were  similar  to  that  of  the  Bill  we 
are  now  discussing,  but  the  means  to  be 
taken  to  cany  into  effect  the  objects  of 
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the  measares  were  different,  all  the 
secarities  which  wera  proposed  were 
different.  But  the  object  of  those 
measures  was  precisely  identical  with 
the  present,  namely,  the  extension  of 
the  system  of  occupying  proprietorship 
and  the  gradual  extinction  of  the 
system  of  dual  ownership.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  treats  this  question  as  one 
of  rent  alone,  but  let  us  examine  for  a 
moment  his  position  in  that  respect. 
Here  or  elsewhere  my  right  hon.  Friend 
has  said  that  rents  are  either  fair  or  un- 
fair ;  if  unfair  the  landlord  ought  to 
reduce  them,  but  if  fair  there  is  no 
reason  why  the  taxpayer  of  this  country 
should  incur  any  risk  or  liability,  or 
should  sanction  the  use  of  his  -credit  for 
reducing  what  is  now  a  fair  rent.  That 
argument  is  plausible,  but  it  seems  to 
contain  a  fallacy,  and  I  wish  it  had 
fallen  to  someone  better  qualified  than 
myself  to  dispose  of  that  plausible 
logical  fallacy.  I  think  a  very  simple 
statement  of  the  case  will  show  to  some 
extent,  at  all  events,  where  the  fallacy 
lies.  Take  the  cases  whera  a  fair  rent 
has  been  fixed,  and  where  there  is  no 
difference  of  opinion  between  the  parties 
as  to  the  fairness  of  the  rent.  The 
landlord's  position  is  this :  He  is  getting 
a  fair  rent  for  his  land,  but  he  may  think 
that  he  may  lose  by  reason  of  a  further 
fall  in  the  value  of  agricultural  produce, 
or  he  may  doubt  the  solvency  of  his 
tenant  or  his  successor,  or  he  may  dread 
further  legislative  interference  with  his 
rights  as  a  landlord,  or  he  may  shrink 
from  being  exposed  in  the  future  to  have 
recourse  to  the  only  method  by  which 
in  the  last  resort  he  may  exercise  his 
legal  rights,  or  he  may  dislike  the  pros- 
|)ect  t)f  being  in  future  disputes  with 
liis  tenant,  and  may  desire  to  live  at  cas3 
and  in  peace.  For  some  or  all  of  these 
considerations  i:e  may  be  willing, 
although  the  rent  he  is  now  exacting  is 
a  perfectly  fair  rent,  to  accept  a  capital 
sum  which  will  not  produce  him  a 
similar  income,  but  which  will  relieve 
him  from  all  risk  and  inconvenience. 
Take  the  case  of  a  tenant  under  similar 
conditions  :  He  may  be  perfectly 
willing  to  pay  his  fair  rent,  but  he  may 
be  unwilling  to  incur  the  obligation  to 
pay  that  rent  for  a  long  period,  in  addi- 
tion to  paying  all  the  taxes  which  may 
now  or  may  hereafter  be  imposed  on  the 
holding.  He  may  be  unwilling  to  bind 
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himself  punctually  and  without  the 
prospect  of  any  remission  to  pay  that 
rent  on  a  certain  fixed  day ;  still  more  he 
may  be  unwilling  to  lay  out  any  capital 
for  the  permanent  improvement  of  his 
holding  unless  he  can  obtain  some  pre- 
sent relief  in  consideration  of  which  he 
would  be  prepared  to  undertake  all  those 
additional  liabilities.  Incidentally  I  might 
point  to  the  fact  that  the  advantages  of 
this  scheme  are  not  so  exclusively  as  has 
sometimes  been  supposed  on  the  side  of 
the  tenant.  It  is  quite  true  that  the 
tenant  will  obtain  a  considerable  im- 
mediate relief ;  but  although  the  tenant 
obtains  this  advantage,  there  are  also 
certain  advantages  which  he  surrenders 
and  foregoes  and  certain  liabilities  which 
he  undertakes.  Under  his  present  tenure 
he  knows  very  well  that  if,  through 
accident  or  misfortune  or  bad  seasons,  he 
is  placed  in  a  position  of  absolute  in- 
ability to  pay  his  rent,  the  great  majority 
of  the  landlords  will  voluntwly,  and  the 
worst  and  hardest  of  landlords  will,  by 
the  necessities  of  their  position,  be  com- 
pelled to  give  him  some  reduction,  or,  at 
all  events,  some  time  in  which  to  dis- 
charge his  obligations.  When  he  under- 
takes engagements  under  this  Act  he 
knows  that  no  such  consideration  is 
possible  ;  he  knows  that  the  reduced  pay- 
ment will  have  to  be  made  upon  a 
certain  day,  and  that  the  State  will  not 
be  in  a  position  to  give  him  that  indul- 
gence which  he  has  obtained  from  his 
landlord  and  which  he  obtains  under  his 
present  tenure.  This  consideration  may 
be  some  consolation  to  those  gentlemen 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  and  to 
some  on  this  side  who  have  suddenly 
within  the  last  few  d>^ys  taken  the 
landlords  under  their  protection.  The 
unfortunate  position  in  which  the  majority 
of  the  landlords  cf  Ireland  ard  going  to 
be  placed  by  the  passing  of  this  measure, 
when,  as  they  tell  us,  a  small  minority  of 
the  tenants  will  be  placed  in  a  position 
of  exceptional  advantage,  will  make  it 
absolutely  impossible  for  the  landlords 
who  remain  outside  the  operation  of  this 
Bill  to  exact  the  rents  which  they  are 
now  receiving.  I  say  this  is  a  matter  of 
fair  bargain  and  calculation  between  the 
two  parties.  Each  side  makes  certain 
sacrifices  and  incurs  certain  liabilities, 
foregoes  certain  advantages  and  obtains 
certain  advantages,  and  it  is  a  bargain 
which    the    two   parties   may    perfectly 
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safely  be  left  to  settle  between  themselves. 
To  return  to  the  case  I  have  been 
putting — the  case  of  the  landlord  who, 
for  reasons  sufficient  to  himself,  is  anxious 
to  sell  and  the  t3nant  who  under  certain 
conditions  is  willing  to  buy.  Snpposing 
a  capitalist  comes  forward,  and  being 
satisfied  with  the  security  which  the  two 
parties  conjointly  offer,  proposes  to 
advance  a  sum  which  will  enable  the 
rent  of  the  landlord  to  be  converted  into 
a  cJEipital  sum,  and  which  will  enable  the 
relation  of  the  tenant  to  be  changed  from 
that  of  an  agricultural  tenant  to  that  of 
a  debtor,  owing  a  debt  secured  upon 
his  holding — wo  aid  there  ba  anything 
inkerently  unreasonable  in  such  an 
arrangement,  although  the  effect  of  it 
should  be  a  temporary  loss  of  income  to 
the  landlord  on  the  one  hand  and  an 
immediate  relief  to  the  tenant  on  the 
Other?  And  supposing,  further,  for 
reasons  of  State  policy,  that  thinking,  as 
all  sbatesmen  who  have  hitherto  dealt 
with  this  question  have  thought,  it  is  a 
desirable  object  of  State  policy  to 
increase  the  number  of  occupying  owners 
in  Ireland,  sapposing  the  State  comes 
forward  and  takes  the  place  of  this 
capitalist,  is  there  anything  inherently 
absurd  in  the  proposal,  as  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Derby  seems  to 
think,  although  it  should  involve  a  re- 
duction of  the  rent  which  the  landlord  is 
at  the  present  moment  fairly  receiving 
and  the  tenant  is  perfectly  willing  to 
pay  ?  The  fact  is,  this  is  not  a  question 
only  of  rent ;  it  is  a  question  of  tenure, 
of  security,  of  release  from  certun 
liabilities  and  risks  on  the  part  of  the 
landlord  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the 
other  a  question  of  the  assumption  of  cer- 
tain liabilities  for  the  f  ature  on  the  part  of 
the  tenant.  Therefore  it  seems  to  me  it 
involves  a  complete  fallacy  to  treat  the 
question  as  it  has  been  treated  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  as  simply  a  matter  of 
rent  between  the  landlord  and  the 
tenant,  which  ought  to  be  solved  in  the 
simple  fashion  of  compelling  the  landlord, 
if  the  tenant  is  dissatisfied  with  his  rent, 
to  make  a  further  legal  reduction  of  rent. 
The  arguments  against  this  Bill  have 
been  so  conflicting,  so  mutually  de- 
structive, that  it  is  not  a  subject  for  sur- 
prise that  any  appearance  of  difference 
of  opinion  among  the  supporters  of  the 
measure  should  be  eagerly  welcomed  by 
the  Opposition.     The  speech  of  ray  right 


hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham has  been  treated  as  a  symptom 
of  such  difference  or  divergence  of 
opinion.  I  cannot  understand  why  any 
surprise  should  be  felt  or  expressed  at 
any  of  the  suggestions  which  my  right 
hon.  Friand  made  in  that  speech.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Derby 
ridicules  the  land  schemes  which  have 
from  time  to  time  been  put  forward  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend.  If  he  has  paid 
any  attention  to  the  subject  he  knows 
that  the  principal  suggestion  on  which 
my  right  hon.  Friend  dwelt  the  other 
night  has  formed  an  essential  feature 
of  every  one  of  these  propositions. 
And  when  so  many  of  the  suggestions 
and  ideas  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  have 
been  adopted  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment in  the  measure  now  before  us  it  is 
not  altogether  unnatural  that  he  should 
seek  to  induce  the  Government  to  adopt 
the  remainder.  But,  Sir,  important  as 
have  been  the  suggestions  put  forward 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend,  I  have  not 
understood  them,  and  I  do  not  understand 
them  as  conditions  which  he  seeks  to 
impose  on  the  Government  as  the  price 
of  his  support.  I  rather  understood  them 
at  the  time,  and  I  understand  them  now, 
as  suggestions  for  possible  amendments 
in  Committee  on  the  Bill,  or  even  for 
adoption  at  some  future  time,  and  in 
some  other  measure.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  contended  the  other  night,  and  I 
think  successfully,  that  no  practical  risk 
to  the  British  Exchequer  was  inv.olved 
in  the  proposals  of  this  Bill,  and  that 
therefore  no  pledges  which  the  Unionist 
Parfcy  gave  at  the  last  Election  have  been 
violated  by  their  supporters.  He  has 
contended,  further,  that  the  securities 
which  are  provided  in  this  Bill  are 
securities  which  may  justly  and  reason- 
ably b**  enforced,  even  against  the  pro- 
tests of  five-sixths  of  the  Irish  Members, 
who  do  not  represent  five-sixths  of 
the  Irish  people.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
has  simply  suggested  amendments  in 
the  machinery  of  the  measure — amend- 
ments which,  in  his  opirion,  if  adopted, 
ought  to  go  far — he  did  not  commit  him- 
self to  say  they  would  go  far — to  remove 
the  hostility  even  of  the  Irish  Members. 
He  put  them  forward  as  amendments 
which,  if  adopted,  would,  in  his  opinion, 
Iheet  the  more  reasonable  objections 
which  have  been  urged  against  this  Bill 
by  critics  upon  this  side  of  the  House — 
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criiiicisms  such  as  have  been  put  forward 
hy  ike  noble  Lord  the  Membsr  for  Pad- 
dSngton,  founded  on  the  want  of  popular 
oonsant  to  the  measure  and  of  popular 
ratification  of  the  securities  provided 
under  it.  I  admit  that  it  is  quite  open 
to  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Darby  to  urge  that,  holding  these 
opinions,  my  right  hon.  Friend  ought  to 
insist  either  that  a  measure  of  Local 
Grovernment  in  Ireland  ought  to  be  in- 
corporated in  the  present  Bill,  or  else 
that  such  a  measure  ought  to  precede 
the  passing  of  it  That  certainly  is  not 
my  view,  and  I  do  not  believe  it  to  be 
the  view  of  niy  right  hon.  Friend.  It 
is.  obviously  impossible  to  incorporate  a 
liocal  Government  Bill  in  a  measure 
Qich  as  this,  dealing  as  it  does  with  so 
large  a  number  of  difficult,  imp-^rtant, 
ajid  complicated  questions.  There  are 
strong  arguments,  in  my  opinion,  why 
a  large  measure  of  land  purchase  ought 
reasonably  to  precede,  and  not  to  follow, 
a  measure  for  the  wide  extension  of 
Local  Government  in  Ireland.  I  have 
often  argued,  and  I  think  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
\k9xa.  has  argued  also,  that  the  main,  if 
iiot  the  only,  obstacle  to  such  a  wide  exten- 
sion, of  Local  self -Government  in  Ireland 
exists  in  that  unfortunate  antagonism  of 
class  and  class,  that  unfortunate  state  of 
relations  bat  ween  occupier  and  owner 
in  Ireland,  which  has  been,  in  the 
opinion  of  most  statesmen  who  have 
studied  the  state  of  Ireland,  the  causa  of 
the  unsettled  condition  of  that  country. 
We  have  both,  I  believe,  argued  that 
owing  to  the  existence  of  that  un- 
fortunate antagonism  and  those  un- 
settled relations  it  might  reasonably, 
under  prasant  circumstances,  be  appre- 
hended, that  if  large  local  powers 
were  conferred  on  the  occupying  tenants 
oi  Ireland  they  might  treat  with  some- 
thing less  than  justice  the  rights  of  the 
minority.  That  obstacle  which  we  have 
id  ways  admitted  and  recognised  when  we 
have  discussed  the  question  of  the  exten- 
sion of  Local  Government  in  Ireland 
weuld  be,  if  not  altogether  removed,  at 
all  events  diminished  and  mitigated  by 
any  measure  which  should  largely  in- 
crease the  number — with  the  possibility 
of  increasing  it  still  further — of  occupy- 
ing owners  in  Ireland ;  and  we  have 
liwa-ys  been  of  opinion  that  a  large  and 
afEective  measure  with  that  object — the 
The  Marquess  of  Hartington 


object  aimed  at  by  this  Bill — ^waa  a 
necessary  preliminary  to  any  large 
measure  giving  extension  of  Local 
Government  to  Ireland.  Well,  Sir,  I 
am  not  prepared  now  to'  discuss  how  ie^ 
these  two  objects  may  soon,  may  evea 
ultimately,  be  combined  together ;  but  I 
am  convinced  of  this,  that  every  step 
which  we  are  enabled  safely  to  take  for 
the  extension  ,  to  a  large  number  of 
persons  in  Ireland  of  the  rights  and  re- 
sponsibilities of  full  and  uncontrolled 
ownership  of  property  will  remove  one  of 
the  difficulties  which  stand  in  the  way  of 
the  extension  of  local  liberties  and  Local 
self-Government  which  we  all  desire  to 
see  in  that  country.  I  maintain,  Sir, 
that  these  suggestions  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  have  been  made — and  I  think 
the  fact  is  recognised  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government — in  no  hostile  or  unfriendly 
spirit.  These  are  questions  eminently 
for  discussion  in  Committee.  When  we 
are  asked,  as  I  think  I  have  baen  asked 
to-night  by  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Belfast,  how  the  Liberal  Unionists  are 
going  to  vote  on  the  Second  Reading  of 
this  Bill,  I  have  no  hesitation  in  replying, 
and  I  believe  I  reply  in  the  name  of 
every  Liberal  Unionist  in  the  House, 
that  we  are  going  to  vote  for  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill  to  the  governing 
principles  of  which  we  are,  almost  every 
one  of  us,  more  or  less  committed,  and 
which  provides  ample  securities  for  the 
protection  of  the  British  Exchequer  and 
of  the  British  taxpayer,  which  we  found 
eminently  wanting  in  the  measure  we 
denounced  in  1886.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  has 
told  us  that  the  hopes  he  had  formed  on 
this  subject  have  been  disappo'nted.  He 
had  hoped  from  the  'declamtions  of  the 
Government  that  it  might  ba  possible  to 
get  out  of  the  way  this  question  of  Irish 
land,  and  that  such  a  removal  from  the 
sphere  of  our  controversial  politics  would 
have  formed  no  impediment  to  the 
realisation  of  his  further  ideas  upon  the 
subject  of  Irish  Government;  but  his 
hopes  wera  disappointed  when  he  found 
that  this  measure  in  the  first  place  was 
not  welcomed,  but  was  rejected  by  the 
great  majority  of  the  Irish  Represen- 
tatives. Sir,  I  must  admit  that  for 
myself  I  have  experienced  no  such  dis- 
appointment. Although  at  the  time  of 
the  introduction  of  this  measure  I  was 
in  a  distant  country,  although  I  had  no 
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opportuuities  such  as  are  enjoyed  by  mjr 
right  hon.  Friend  of  comnmnication  with 
fl^e  majority  of  the  Irish  Members,  I 
flunk  I  should  have  ventured  to  prophesy, 
without  any  fear  of  my  prediction  being 
f^^laified,  that  no  measurd  for  this  pur- 
pose, with  these  aicM  and  objects, 
that  could  be  proposed  by  the  present 
Crovernment,  had  any  chance  of 
acceptance  by.  the  Irish  Members. 
I  dp  not  say  this  as  a  matter  of  charge  or 
unputation  against  the  majority  of  Irish 
MeI^bers — I  fully  recognise  they  have 
an  object  in  view  in  their  opinion  of  far 
greater  importance  than  even  the  settle- 
ment of  the  Irish  land  question.  They 
have  in  view — they  do  not  disguise  it 
from  us — th3  establishment  of  Irish 
national  independence  ;  and  one  of  the 
strongest  weapons  on  which  they  rely  for 
the  attainment  of  that  object  is  the  un- 
settled state  of  the  relations  between 
landlord  and  tenant  in  Ireland  and  the 
discontent,  dissatisfaction,  unrest,  and 
disturbance  created  by  those  unsettled 
relations.  I  may  point  out  to  the  House, 
Sir,  that  if  this  fact  of  Irish  opposition  is, 
as  my  right  hon.  Friend  conceives  it  to 
be,  a  fatal  bar  in  itself  to  any  measure 
such  as  this,  it  is  an  equally  fatal  bar  to 
any  Imperial  legislation  short  of  Home 
Bule  which  can  be  proposed  by  any 
Government.  I  admit  all  the  disadvan- 
^i^es  under  which  we  sufEer  from  the 
want  of  the  co-operation  on  questions  of 
this  kind  of  those  who  are  entitled  to 
speak  with  local  knowledge,  and  who 
represent  the  local  opinions  and  feelings 
of  a  large  portion  of  the  Irish  people. 
But  does  the  fact  of  our  sufEering  under 
£hat  disadvantage  absolve  us  from  all 
fijLrfr^er  duty  towards  Ireland,  or  from 
qndeavouring  to  do  what  we  can  to  the 
bgst  of  our  knowledge  to  remedy  admitted 
evils  and  admitted  grievances  ?  When 
we  are  asked  whether  we  would  attempt 
to  pass  such  a  measure  as  this  for  Scot- 
land in  the  face  of  the  opinion  of  the 
majority  of  the  Scotch  Members,  I  reply 
t]^t  opposition  offered  to  such ,  a 
n^beasure  for  Scotland,  coming  as  .it  would 
from  Scotch  Members,  who  accept  the 
ft^ndamental  facts  of  the  existing  rela- 
tions between  the  two  countries,  and 
who  are  prepared  to  sustain  and  not  to 
qiptroy  those  relations,  would  be  ad- 
mittea  and  accepted  by  us  as  opposition 
tp  the  measure  founded  on  its  merits 
alone.     Unfortunately  we  cannot  accept^ 


we  are  unable  to  accept,  the  opposition 
proceeding  from  the  Irish  Members 
to  this  measure  or  to  fmy  plher 
measure  as  being  an  opposition  based 
only  on  the  merits  of  the  measu^ 
We  cannot  forget,  as  I  have  already  said^ 
that  the  Irish  Members  are  inspred, 
as  they  admit  they  are  inspired,  ai;id 
they  may  be  perfectly  legitimately  in- 
spired, by  other  and  greater,  but  ulterior 
objects.  Therefore,  when  our  object  }!^ 
as  I  firmly  believe  it  is,  to  legislate  for 
the  benefit  of  Ireland,  to  improve  the 
material  condition  of  Ireland,  to  extin- 
guish, or  at  least  to  soften,  the  differences 
which  have  prevailed  between  the  two 
great  classes  that  are  interested  in  the 
land  of  Ireland,  and  who  are  engaged  in 
its  chief  industry — when  we  are  thus 
engaged  just  as  much  as  when  our  efforts 
have  been  directed  to  preserve  for  Ireland 
what  we  conceive  to  be  the  elementary 
advantages  of  the  maintenance  of  order 
and  of  obedience  to  the  law,  we  cannot 
permit  our  actions  to  be  limited  or 
altogether  controlled  by  the  action  of  the 
majority  of  the  Irish  Members.  If  we 
are  to  take  into  counsel,  as  I  believe 
every  Member  of  this  House  would 
desire  we  should  take  into  counsel,  the 
Members  representing  the  majority  of 
of  the  Irish  people  upon  this  question, 
if  we  are  to  work  together  for  the 
regeneration  of  Ireland,  it  is  necessary 
that  we  should  have  some  common 
understanding  as  to  the  objects  at  which 
we  are  aiming,  and  the  ends  at  which 
we  are  seeking  to  arrive.  If  we  find 
that  our  objects  are  irreconcilable,  if  we 
find  that  the  ends  which  we  are  striving 
to  arrive  at  are  not  the  same  ends,  but 
lie  in  different  directions,  then,  with 
whatever  regret,  under  whatever  sense 
of  difficulty  we  may  feel, .  we  cannot 
abandon  the  duty  which  we  feel  we 
owe  to  Ireland,  as  we  do  to  every  other 
part  of  the  United  Kingdom.  We  must 
work  and  do  our  best  with  the  means 
which  we  admit  are  limited  and  imper- 
fect— we  must  use  the  power  which  we 
undoubtedly  possess  to  the  best  of  our 
own  judgment,  and  acting  upon  our  own 
responsibility. 

(11.15.)  Mb.  J.  MORLEY:  I  have 
listened,  I  admit,  with  some  consterna- 
tion to  the  speech  of  my  noble  Friend.  If 
that  speech  has  any  meaning  at  all-*  and 
the  noble  L^rd  is  npt  accustomed  to 
speak  without  meaning — it  is  a  declara^ 
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tion  of  war.  I  understand  yon  won 
the  last  Election  upon  two  points — one 
was  no  land  pui*chase,  and  the  other  was 
the  retention  of  the  Irish  Members. 
But  what  do  you  retain  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers for?  If  the  doctrine  of  the  noble 
Lord  is  to  appllr,  if  his  purposes  are  to 
be  carried  out,  and  if  the  opinion  of  the 
majority  of  the  Irish  people  is  to  be 
disregarded,  what  is  the  advantage  of  the 
85  Irish  Members  coming  here  ?  But  in 
reference  to  the  particular  question  which 
we  are  discussing  to-night,  I  would  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  this :  that 
we  are  not  merely  disregarding  the 
opinion  of  the  85  or  86  Irish  Nationalist 
Members,  but  we  are  disregarding,  as  far 
as  I  have  been  able  to  gather,  the  opinion 
of  the  whole  of  the  Representatives  of 
Ireland.  The  noble  Lord  commenced 
his  speech  by  saying  that  the  Debate 
had  been  prolonged  to  a  considerable 
length,  and  the  other  night  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  actually  expected 
that  the  Debate  would  close  in  a  couple 
of  nights.  What  are  we  debating  1  We 
are  debating  the  construction  of  a  new 
Agrarian  Code  for  a  great  province  of  this 
United  Kingdom.  Nobody  knows  better 
than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  that  the  Agrarian 
Code  goes  to  the  very  root  of  the  national 
life  in  a  country  which  lives  by  its 
agricultural  produce.  Not  only,  there- 
fore, is  the  Bill,  in  itself,  of  the  most 
profound  and  deep-reaching  importance, 
but  since  its  introduction  Urge  pro- 
posals have  been  made  in  addition  to  it. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cirk 
(Mr.  Pamell)  made  a  proposal  which, 
with  some  reservations,  which  will  pro- 
bably deprive  it  of  all  efficacy,  the  Govern- 
ment have  accepted.  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon) 
has  made  proposals  in  reference  to  the 
most  difficult  branch  of  the  subject,  I 
mean  the  congested  districts,  which,  in 
themselves,  open  up  large  fields  of  De- 
bate. I  regret  to  have  to  point  out 
to  the  House  that  in  the  course  of 
the  Debate  upon  a  Bill  of  this  kind, 
which  goes  to  the  root  of  the  agrarian 
system  in  Ireland,  not  a  single  Rspre- 
sentative  of  the  Irish  agricultural  interest 
has  expressed  his  approval  of  th6  measure. 
Where  are  the  landlords  ?  We  have  not 
heard  the  martial  accents  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North 
Armagh  (Colonel  Saunderson).  nor  the 
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winning  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Antrim  (Sir  C.  Lewis),  nor  a  word 
in  favour  of  this  pacific  legislation  from 
the  peace-maker,  the  Member  for  South 
Hunts  (Mr.  Smith-BaiTy.)  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
rather  scolded  me  the  other  night  for 
something  I  had  said  from  which  he 
drew  the  inference  that  I  disregarded 
the  views  of  the  Irish  minority  ;  but  it 
is  he  and  the  Government  whom  he  is 
supporting  who  are  disregarding  the  views 
of  the  Irish  minority.  I  do  not  know 
whether  my  right  hon.  Friend  heard  the 
very  remarkable  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Antrim  (Mr. 
Macartney).  That  hon.  Member,  speak- 
ing ^vith  great  moderation,  informed  the 
House  of  his  inability  to  support  the 
proposals  of  the  Government,  and  he 
gave  reasons  which  I  wish  my  noble 
Friend  had  shown  that  he  had  some 
appreciation  of  when  he  supported  the 
statement  of  the  Chief  Secretary  that 
this  was  a  measure  of  which  the  land- 
lords could  not  complain.  The  Chief 
Secretary  told  us  that  the  prestige  and 
authority  of  the  landlords  would  remain 
undiminished ;  but  the  hon.  Member 
below  the  Gangway  opposite  says  just 
the  contrary.  He  says  that  your  pro- 
posals must  reduc3  all  the  landlords  of 
Ireland  having  incomes  under  ^5,000  a 
year  to  penury ;  that  you  will  drive  them 
out  of  the  country  ;  that  you  will  ruin 
the  Church  of  England  in  Ireland  ;  that 
your  Bill  will  not  be  final ;  and  that  you 
will  do  all  thi-i,  which  he,  and  I  presume 
my  noble  Friend  also,  regards  as  mis- 
chief at  the  expanse  of  every  class  in 
Ireland.  My  noble  Friend  said  a  great 
deal  about  dual  ownership.  Listening 
to  him,  I  could  not  have  supposed,  if  I 
had  not  known  him  before,  that  he  was 
a  Membar  of  the  Government  that  in  1881 
established  the  system  of  dual  ownership 
in  Ii eland.  My  noble  Friend  could  not 
have  heard  the  hon.  Membsr  for  South 
Antrim  declare  that  dual  o\\Tiership  was  the 
foundation  of  the  prosperity  of  Ulster. 
The  Act  of  1881,  in  which  my  noble 
Friend  was  concerned,  was  founded  on 
the  Ulster  custom,  and  the  Ulster  custom 
depends  upon  and  is,  in  fact,  dual  owner- 
ship. But  that  is  not  all.  Do3S  this 
Bill  which  ray  noble  Friend  has  just 
racommendad  to  the  House  get  rid  of 
dual  ownership  ?  No ;  dual  ownership  is 
as  sure  to  revive  under  this  Bill  as  it  is 
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Cdrtain  the  san  will  rise  in  the  heavens 
to-morrow  morning.  Of  course,  if  jou 
give  this  immense  boon  to  a  certain  class 
of  tsnants  a  great  many  will  avail  them- 
selves of  it  in  order  to  place  themselves 
in  the  position  of  landlords.  •  You  cannot 
prevent  it,  because  you  permit  sub-divi- 
sion and  sub-letting  with  the  consent  of 
the  Laud  Department.  Then  you  are 
leaving  untouched  by  this  Bill  three- 
foarths  or  four-fifths  of  Ireland.  You 
are  leaving  four-fifths  of  the  Irish  tenants 
either  actually  or  potentially  in  that 
very  position  of  dual  ownership  which 
my  noble  Friend  declares  it  to  bo  the 
object  of  the  measure  to  abolish.  I 
would  call  attention  to  my  noble  Friend's 
remarks  upon  the  propos  il  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  with  reference  to  Local 
Government.  My  noble  Friend  soemed 
to  8:%y  that  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  had  simply  expressed 
a  kind  of  pious  opinion  that  some  day  or 
other  it  might  be  expedient  to  give  Ire- 
land the  same  kind  of  County  Councils 
that  we  have  in  England  and  Scotland 
and  to  intrust  to  those  Councils 
the  administration  of  this  measure. 
But  I  did  not  understand  my 
right  hon.  Friend  to  express  only  a  pious 
opinion  upon  this  subject.  He  said  that 
to  impose  liability  upon  ratepayers  who 
had  not  a  voice  in  the  matter  was 
thoroughly  unjust,  and  that  if  such  a 
thing  were  attempted  in  the  Municipality 
which  he  knows  so  well — namely,  Bir- 
mingham— it  would  .produce  a  very 
pretty  kettle  of  fish.  It  is  for  my  right 
hon.  Friend  and  the  noble  Marquess  and 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  settle  the 
Unionist  theory  amongst  themselves. 
I  will  only  say  that  I  listened  with 
considerable  admiration  to  that  portion 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend's  speech,  in 
which  he  showed  the  essential  connec- 
tion between  the  creation  of  Local 
Authorities  and  the  working  of  this 
measure.  It  is  a  disappointment  to  us 
and  a  surprise  that  he  has  not  been  able, 
in  the  phrasD  of  my  noble  Friend,  to 
impose  his  opinion  upon  the  Government. 
I  wonder  what  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means  thinks  of  the  propo.-al  of  the 
Government.  He  has,  again  and  again, 
told  his  constituents  that  the  creation  of 
Local  Government  ought  to  precede  a 
Land  Purchase  Bill.  But  to-night  the 
noble    Lord,     his     leader,     says     that 


Land  Purchase  ought  to  precede, 
and  not  to  follow,  Local  Government. 
The  argument  of  my  noble  Friend,  which 
has  weighed  with  the  Government  and 
has  led  them  to  throw  over  the  counsels 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  West 
Birmingham,  if  it  is  good  for  any- 
thing at  all,  is  an  argument  for  10 
or  20  years,  or  for  a  whole  genera- 
tion. The  Chief  Secretary  himself  used 
language  which  seemed  equally  to  close 
the  door  of  hope  in  this  matter.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  the  reason 
why  the  Government  do  not  now  bring  in 
a  scheme  of  Local  Government  for  Ireland 
is  that  Ireland  is  not  now  in  a  normal 
condition.  When  has  Ireland  been  in  a 
normal  condition  ?  When  is  it  likely  to 
be  so  ?  You  have  had  four  years  of  "  firm 
and  resolute  Government;"  are  we  to 
wait  1 6  years  longer  before  the  "  normal  " 
time  will  arrive  ?  I  do  hope  the  Liberal 
Unionists — though  they  are  a  very  im- 
penitent class — who  have  pledged  them- 
selves to  the  extension  of  Local  Govern- 
ment, will  mark  the  words  of  the  Chief 
Secretary,  that  Ireland  cannot  have  an 
extension  of  Local  Government,  such  as 
has  been  given  to  England  and  Scotland, 
until  she  has  arrived  within  normal 
conditions. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  never  said 
that.  I  said  that  I  saw  great  diflBculty 
in  giving  jjarticular  powers  suggested 
to  the  County  Councils  until  Ireland  was 
in  a  normal  condition  ;  and  I  observed 
that  no  j)owers  of  the  kind  indicated 
have  been  given  to  County  Councils 
either  in  England  or  Scotland. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  wonder  what  the 
English  or  the  Scotch  County  Councils 
would  say  if  they  were  informed  that, 
although  a  full  extension  of  Local  Govern- 
ment had  been  made,  their  rates  might  be 
pledged  without  their  consent.  It  comes  to 
this  :  that  the  extension  of  Local  Govern- 
ment to  Ireland,  when  the  normal  iixrm 
arrives,  is  to  be  on  such  lines  that  it  will 
be  wholly  unlike  what  has  been  given  to 
Scotland  and  England,  for  it  would  be 
revolting  to  the  minds  of  Englishmen 
that  they  were  to  have  their  credit 
pledged  and  their  ratjs  pledged  without 
their  having  yea  or  nay  to  say  in  the 
matter.  That  is  the  scheme  of  Local 
Government  which  we  have  to  look  for- 
ward to  from  Her  Majesty's  Government 
when  they  think  the  normal  time  has 
come.  A  good  deal  has  been  said  as  to  the 
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difference  between  this  Bill  and  the  Bill 
of  1886.  I  notice  rather  a  cnrious  dis- 
crbpancy  between  my  noble  Friend  and 
the  Chief  Secretary,  because  my  noble 
Friend  said  the  principles  of  the  Bill  of 
!t870  were  entirely  opposed  to  those  of 
the  Bill  of  1886,  and  the  Cliief  Secretary 
said  both  Bills  were,  in  fact,  drawn  upon 
the  same  lines, iand  that  there  was  nothing 
essential  or  vital  in  the  Bill  of  1886 
which  we  might  not  equally  find  and 
equally  accept  in  the  Bill  of  1890.  [Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour  dissented.]  I  understood 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  or 
something  like  it.  We  are  told  truly 
enough  that  the  Bill  of  1886  is  dead,  and 
at  this  moment  I  am  not  called  upon  to 
defend  it,  although  I  am  quite  ready  to 
dd  so  when  3.  convenient  time  occurs, 
r fought  my  election  in  1886  upon  both 
the  Home  Bule  Bill  and  the  Land 
Purchase  Bill ;  I  never  shirked  the  Bill 
of  1886.  I  am  not  now  defending  what 
happened  in  1886,  or  talking  about  our 
consistency  ;  but  I  merely  wish  to  say 
that  I  found  in  the  Bill  of  1886  two  vital 
principles,  and  that  if  they  had  been  in- 
corporated in  this  Bill  I  should  have  had 
some  difficulty  in  resisting  it.  Bat  those 
{it>inciples  are  not  in  the  Bill  of  1890. 
The  first  of  these  principles  was  that  the 
firitish  Exchequer  should  not  come  into 
direct  contact  with  the  individual  debtor. 
Inhisspeechto-nighttherighthon. Gentle- 
man declared  that  we  spoke  of  a  buffer 
between  the  British  Exchequer  and  the 
(hdividual  purchaser  in  Ireland.  But 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  under  a 
complete  misapprehension,  if  he  will  allow 
me  to  say  so.  We  laid  down  the 
principle  that  only  an  Irish  authority, 
backed  up  by  the  general  Irish  nation, 
can  enforce  remedies  that  are  indispen- 
sable to  security  for  advances.  In  the 
Bill  of  1886  there  was  no  chance  of  com- 
munication between  the  British  Ex- 
chequer and  the  individual  Irish 
debtor. 

'^  Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Hear,  hear  ! 
'  Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  I  am  not  going  to 
quarrel  about  the  metaphor,  but  the 
word  "  buffer  "  is  absolutely  inapplicable  ; 
And  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
commends this  Bill  because,  amongst 
other  grounds,  it  makes  the  British  Ex- 
chequer the  direct  creditor  of  the  indi- 
vidual debtor  in  Ireland,  I  say  this  Bill 
does  that  which  the  Bill  of  1886  carefully, 
iE^'pulously,  and  systematically  avoided 
Mr,  J,  Morley 


doing.  Then  the  Bill  of  1886  contained 
in  a  distinct  and  perfect  form  this  prin*- 
ciple,  without  which  I  will  never  voj« 
for  a  Land  Purchase  Bill :  the  eonditipii 
that  the  benefit  of  the  use  of  BritfffK 
credit  should  not  be  confined  exclusively 
to  the  Irish  landlords,  and  to  a.  certain 
section  of  what  I  call  privileged  tenants. 
I  said  in  Debate  in  1888,  upon  the  re- 
newal of  Lord  Ashbourne's  Act,  that  if 
resort  was  to  be  made  on  a  great  scale 
to  Imperial  credit,  we  were  bound  to  see 
that  the  benefits  accruing  from  it  should 
not  be  absolutely  confined  to  one  or  two 
sets  of  individuals  who  were  not 
numerous,  but  that  they  ought  to  be 
shared  by  all  taxpayers.  That  was  a 
fundamental  principle  of  the  Bill  of  1886 ; 
and  I  recall  it  because  the  omission  of 
that  principle  is  my  main  reason  for  ob^ 
jecting  to  this  Bill.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  in  intro- 
ducing the  Bill  of  1886,  said — and  as  we 
are  likely  to  bear  much  of  this  con- 
troversy the  House  may  not  think  I  aoi 
unnecessarily  taking  up  time  in  reading 
this  passage — 

**  We  arc  not  acting  simply  for  the  interest 
of  the  Irish  tenant.  We  are  acting  for  the 
interests  of  the  Irish  labourer  and  the  Irish 
community,  and  it  is  our  duty,  if  Great  Britain 
is  to  make  an  effort  by  the  use  of  her  credit  to 
bring  about  an  improved  state  of  things— it  is 
our  duty  to  leave  some  fair  proportion  of  the 
resulting  profit  to  be  for  the  advantage  of 
Ireland  at  large  in  case  the  whole  of  thes^ 
transactions  should  go  forward.  The  sum  to 
become  subject  to  the  discretion  of  the  Irisfai 
State  Authority  would  not  bo  much  less  than 
£400,000  a  year. 

Therefore,  under  the  Bill  of  1886,  if  the 
transaction  had  gone  forward,  whatever 
might  be  said  against  it,  at  least  there 
was  this  to  be  said  for  the  use  of  British 
credit  which  is  not  to  be  said  for  the 
Bill  of  1890;  that  a  sum  within  the 
operation  of  that  Bill— about  £20,000,000 
— would  have  gone  to  general  Irish 
purposes  in  the  discretion  of  the  Irish 
Government  as  a  consequence  of  the 
resort  to  British  credit.  That  made  a 
most  important  and  most  vital  difference. 
The  objections  to  Imperial  credit  are 
almost  insuperable  in  the  minds  of  a 
large  section  of  the  public,  and  they  can 
only  be  overcome,  if  they  are  to  be  over^* 
come,  on  one  condition — that  it  is  a  Ixxfti 
to  Ireland  as  a  whole  and  that  the 
Irish  Authorities  directly  enjoy  sontt^ 
portion  of  it.  I  cannot  justify 
Imperial    credit    being    used     for     th© 
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benefit  of  Ireland  under  the  principles 
of  this  Bill.  The  Bill  of  1886  was  a 
purchase  Bill  and  much  more — it  was  a 
Bill  for  helping  the  Irish  taxpayer  and 
for  smoothing  the  work  of  the  Irish 
Government.  But  the  Bill  now  before 
'the  House  not  only  fails  to  leave  any 
portion  for  the  benefit  of  Ireland  at  large, 
but  it  actually  perpetrates  the  absurdity 
of  imposing  upon  Ireland  at  large  a 
general  liability  in  order  that  a  favouied 
section  of  Irishmen  may  enjoy  particular 
benefits.  We  are  talking  upstairs  on  a 
certain  Committee,  of  which  I  am  a 
Member,  of  the  waste  that  took  place 
jrears  ago  when  we  allowed  the  colonies 
to  make  away  with  land,  but  that  waste 
was  as  nothing  as  compared  with  the 
waste  you  are  making  yourselves  parties 
to — a  waste  of  something  that  is  quite  as 
valuable  as  land  or  anything  else.  You 
are  throwing  away  precisely  as  our 
ancestors  did  a  great  opportunity  of 
using  State  credit  for  great  public  pur- 
poses. You  will  not  get  clear  of  this 
experiment  of  yours  for  less  than 
£100,000,000,  and  for  that  you  will  get 
very  little  advantage,  and  I  think  it  very 
doubtful  whether  you  have  any  guaran- 
tees for  even  that  little.  I  am  not  going 
to-  say  very  much  about  the  guarantees 
because  I  think  their  illusory  nature  has 
been  pretty  fully  exposed  already,  but 
I  was  surprised  at  ths  tone  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  took 
in  talking  about  the  funds  which  consti- 
tute the  guarantees.  He  talked  of  them 
as  though  they  were  funds  passing  be- 
tween a  donor  and  a  donee.  Those 
funds  are  no  such  thing.  They  are 
funds  in  a  partnership  fund  which 
are  contributed  by  Ireland  for 
In\perial  purposes.  [Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 
shook  his  head.]  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  really  contend  by  his  gesture 
that  those  funds  are  contributed  to  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  by  Ireland  for  the 
purpose  of  enabling  a  certain  number 
of  Irish  tenants  to  be  made  owners? 
No.  They  are  contributed  for  Imperial 
purposes,  and  if  you  hypothecate  them 
£or  a  purpose  not  Imperial  but  local,  and 
even  personal,  you  are  clearly  inflicting 
fr  great  wrong  upon  Ireland,  and  com- 
miltiDg  what  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton)  calls  an  act  of 
brigandage.  This  is  a  matter  where  repu- 
diation may  take  place.  I  would  like  to 
■aj  a  ijroxd  about  repudiation.     I  do  not 


myself  believe  that  the  Irish  tenants  who 
purchase  their  holdings  are  at  all  likely 
to  commit  themselves  to  a  policy  ai 
impudent,  fraudulent,  wholesale  repudia^ 
tion,  for  I  do  not  think  that  the  Irish 
tenant  is  either  a  fool  or  a  roguei 
\_Mini8terial  cheers.^  You  cheer  now 
when  I  say  that,  but  what  have  you  been 
saying  for  the  last  four  years,  both  in 
this  House  and  all  over  the  country? 
In  the  Debate  on  the  Report  of  the 
Judges  what  have  you  been  saying^ 
except  that  the  Irish  tenants  are  a  parcel 
of  rebels  and  swindlers  and  the  dupes  of 
agitators.  \Crie8  of  "No — victims!"] 
This  very  night  the  Chief  Secretary  said 
that  there  had  been  driven  into  tW 
fibre  of  the  Irish  peasantry  the  notiont 
that  to  get  rid  of  their  obligations  wad 
a  very  great  boon.  • 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  Well,  but  thoslJ 
are  the  men  whom  you  regard  in  thift 
Bill  as  perfectly  honest  and  incapable  of 
breaking  a  bargain.  Those  men  wkitf 
have  been  so  deteriorated  are  the  men 
to  whom  some  Chief  Secretary  will  have 
to  lend  £100,000,000  of  British  money: 
This  is  a  kind  of .  inconsistency  whiok 
seems  to  me  to  deprive  of  its  value  the^ 
defence  which  the  Chief  Secretary  has 
set  up  for  the  policy  of  the  present  Bill. 
I  do  not  myself  apprehend  wholesale  audi 
fraudulent  repudiation,  but  I  do  appre<^ 
hend  two  things.  First,  with  regard  td 
the  purchaser  himself,  he  will,  no  doubt,' 
be  subject,  as  farmers  in  Ireland  are  fromi 
time  to  time,  to  scarcity,  and  will  be 
pinched  for  his  rent.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  Irish  fanner  is  no  longer 
what  he  used  to  be ;  he  is  nd 
longer  a  creature,  a  serf,  who 
will  be  content  with  the  potatoes  and 
salt  which  his  landlord  chooses  to  leave 
him.  He  is.— chiefly,  I  believe,  through' 
the  influence  of  the  National  League> 
and  the  Land  League — [cheers  and  cries 
of  "  Oh  !  '*] — yes,  you  can  call  it  a* 
criminal  conspiracy  if  you  please,  but  I 
say  that  the  National  League  and  the 
Land  League,  whatever  mischief  and 
harm  there  may  have  been — and  there^ 
was  plenty  of  mischief  and  harm — byj 
their  operation  have  produced  one  good 
result  at  any  rate — that  the  Irish  tenant 
is  now  able  ,  to  stand  up  erect ;  and  be 
has  been  so  unreasonable  as  to  set  up  foP 
himself  a  standard  of  comfort  froitf 
which  you  will  not  easily  drive  him,  atij^ 
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from  which  no  man  ought  to  wish  to 
drive  him.  Well,  the  Irish  purchaser,  \ 
determined  not  to  lower  the  decent  | 
standard  of  comfort  at  which  he  has 
arrived,  will  perhaps  throw  himself, 
when  he  is  pinched,  not  uix)n  repudia- 
tion, but  upon  some  of  the  clauses  which 
have  been  inserted  in  this  Bill,  which  as 
i  read  them  amount  almost  to  a  direct 
invitation  to  the  purchaser  to  plead  that 
he  has  been  subjected  to  some  excep- 
tional calamity.  On  this  head  I  slould 
like  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary — I  did 
not  like  to  interrupt  him  in  his  speech, 
but  it  is  an  important  point  which  even 
pow  he  may  deal  with — whether  the 
Government  intend,  when  there  is 
default,  to  resort  at  once,  and  in  the  first 
instance,  to  their  legal  remedies  before 
they  fall  back  upon  the  Guarantee  Fund  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BAXiFOUR  :  1  suppose  thut 
that  would  depend  upon  the  circum- 
stances in  which  the  default  occuis. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEr :  I  do  not  blame  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  making  that 
answer.  I  know  what  the  difficulties 
are  which  he  will  have  to  face,  and  it  is 
those  difficulties  that  make  me  absolutely 
distrust  the  policy  of  this  Hill.  He 
admits  that  when  there  is  default  he  will 
have  to  consider,  in  each  individual  case, 
whether  or  not  he  ought  to  enforce  the 
legal  remedies.  Therefore  it  is  a  matter, 
I  may  say,  of  accident  whether  or  not 
the  legal  remedies  shall  be  put  into  force 
before  the  Guarantee  Fund  is  to  make 
good  the  default.  I  submit  that  that 
exposes  a  fatal  weakness  in  the  Avhole 
policy  which  this  Bill  is  t)  carry 
out.  I  think  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  will  say  that  if  the 
Irish  tenant  thinks  that  there  is 
a  chance  of  squeezing  his  landlord, 
like  most  or  us,  ho  is  very  likely  to 
take  the  opportunity  of  doinof  it.  Now, 
the  Chief  Secretary  in  what  he  has  said 
t  )-night — and  it  is  bhown  in  the  clauses 
of  the  Bill — admits  that  in  each  case 
there  will  be  a  possible  opening  to  the 
tsnant  of  squeezing  the  State  and  calling 
upon  the  sureties  to  make  good  his  de- 
fault. Therefore,  I  submit  to  the  House 
that  it  is  utter  folly  and  infatuatit;n  for 
the  British  Government  to  attempt  to 
enforce  the  remedies.  It  is  only  a 
native  Government  and  a  national 
Government,  with  all  the  force  of  Irish 
opinion  behind  it,  that  can  secure  a 
gtoict  enforcement  of  the  law.  The 
Mr,  J,  Morley 


Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  the 
other  night  that  the  Irish  Government 
would  perhaps  have  to  evict  and  use  th^ 
battering  ram.  It  may  be  so ;  but  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  knows  the 
incidents  of  European  history,  and  does 
he  mean  to  tell  me  that  the  brigands  in 
Sicily  who  have  been  absolutely  put 
down  by  the  national  Government  could 
have  been  put  down  as  easily  by  the 
Bourbons  ?  My  right  hon.  Friend  knows 
well  that  it  was  tjecause  theirs  was  a 
foreign  Government  they  could  not  put 
the  law  into  force,  and  immediately  the 
Government  became  a  national  Govern- 
ment it  became  perfectly,  possible,  and  so 
it  will  be  in  regard  tp  enforcing  the 
remedies  in  this  ca«e.  On  the  point  of  re- 
pudiation I  say  that  what  jou  have  to  look 
forward  to  is  not  repudiation  hj  the 
tenant ;  what  you  have  to  look  forward 
to  is,  especially  after  what  we  have 
heard  from  gentlemen  from  Ireland  in 
this  Debate,  is  repudiation — and  I  do  not 
say  that  it  is  very  wrong — by  the  Irish 
counties  of  thosj  liabilities  which  you 
have  thus  imposed  upon  them.  I  can- 
not see  upon  what  principle  you  are  to 
expect  Irish  ratepayers  and  Irish  tax- 
payers to  bear  a  burden  for  the  sake  of 
other  people  to  which  they  have  not  con- 
sented, and  which  their  Constitutional 
Representatives  repudiate  in  this  House 
and  warn  you  they  will  repudiate  in 
Ireland.  I  should  like  to  say  one  word 
about  the  congested  districts.  The 
Government  were  congratulated  by  the 
right  hon.  Geiitleman  the  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket)  upon 
having  faced  the  difficulties  of  this  ques- 
tion. I  submit  that  they  have  not 
attempted  in  any  rjal  sense  to  face  the 
difficulties  of  it  ;  and  I  think  that  even 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  who  listened 
to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East 
Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  when  he  was  speak- 
ing on  a  question  wliich  he  knows  so 
well,  could  not  help  feeling  the  contnujt 
between  the  language  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary and  that  of  the  hon.  Member,  as  the 
language  of  an  amateur  and  a  dilettante 
on  the  one  hand,  as  compared  with  that 
of  a  man  thoroughly  versed  in  his  sub- 
ject on  the  other.  I  think  that  this 
must  huve  impressed  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  and  I  cannot  imagine  a  stronger 
argument  for  Home  Bule,  stronger  than 
any  abstract  argument,  than  the  contrast 
between   the  intimacy  which   my  hon. 
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Priend  showed  with  this  difficult  and  per- 
plexing subject  and  the  want  o£ 
intimacy  shown  by  the  Chief  Secretniy, 
tKough  I  am  sure  the  Chief  Secretary 
haa  done  all  that  industry  could  do  to 
iMsquire  a  full  knowledge  of  the  subject. 
I  may  as  illustmtion  refer  to  an  incident, 
within  my  own  experience,  when  I  wom 
Chief  Secretary.  I  had  to  bring  in  a 
measure  which  was  not  at  all  successful 
for  the  relief  of  the  districts  affected  by 
this  part  of  the  Bill  I  will  not  go  into 
the  history  of  where  the  mistake  lay ; 
but  this  1  do  ftay,  that  I  ha^l  good  reason 
for  not  takiug  the  advice  of  the  hoii. 
^  Member  for  Mayo,  but  if  I  had  taken 
H  his  advice  tliat  measure  would  liave  been 
W  much  more  prosperous  and  euueesaful 
than  it  unfortunately  happened  t j  be.  I 
H  predict  that  everything  that  is  done  by 
B  the  Congested  Districts  Board— of  which 
the  Chief  Secretary  is  to  be  the  Cliair- 
man  or  President— will  have  as  melan- 
choly a  fate  as  the  thin^^s  that  were  done 
under  the  Relief  Act  which  was  pfiased 
in  1886.  We  have  heard  to-night  from 
the  Chief  Secretary  that  the  Government 
do  not  rely  on  emigration  for  the 
amalgamation  of  holdings.  1  want  to 
call  attention  to  this,  because  1  know 
that  in  many  quarters  of  the  House 
emigration  has  been  reganied  aa  a  solu- 
tion of  the  problem  of  the  congested 
districts.  I  will  direct  the  notice  of  the 
House  to  one  fact  on  this  point,  and  one 
only — that  in  spite  of  all  tbe  emigration 
that  took  place  during  a  coTisidt^rable 
number  of  years  in  the  districts  wliich 
were   scheduled   in   the    Relief   Act    of 

(1886,  which  fonns  a  large  portion  of  the 
liongested  districts  part  of  this  Bill,  the 
population  rather  increased  tlian  de- 
Greased.  And  not  only  so,  but,  what  is 
perhaps  betttT  known,  those  who 
^      emigrated    were   the    young   and   able- 

•  bodied,  and  those  who  were  left  behind 
were  the  old  and  feeble,  and  thus  was 
'  prevented  that  very  consolidation  of 
I-  holdings  which  the  Cbief  8ecrt?tary  now 
H  professes    to    de-sire.       This     Congf'Sted 

■  Districts  Board  with  a  changing  Chief 
BSecretary — for  Chief  Secretaries  will 
"change,  even  if  the  very  magnanimous 

proposfila  of  the   hon.   Member  for  Mayo 

be   accepted,    and   a   majority    of    Irisli 

Members  are  placed  on  it,  even  then  I 

H doubt,  subject  as  the  Board  must  be  to 

■  Dublin  Castle,  whether  it  will   success-  | 
"  fully  efPect  the  purpose  the  Cbief  Secrc- 
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tary  has  in  mind.     These  districts  wiP 
need  25  years — nay,  50  years,  it  may  be 
— of  skilful ,  patient,  vigilant,  persistent 
attention^  and  the  men   who  will  fulfil 
this  condition  must  have  the  confidence 
of  the  Irish  people,  they  must  have  the 
friendship  of  the  Catholic  Church,  and  the 
general  public  opinion  of  the  country  at 
their  back.     They  must  be  men  whose 
whole  character,  iuterest,  and  reputation 
are    btiund   up    in    bringing   about    an 
improvement.     Even    then,    and   I   am 
sure  hon.  Gentlemen    below  the  Gmiig> 
way     will     agree    with    me,    the    task 
will    be    one     of    enormous    difficulty. 
Afl  it  is,  the  Chief  Secret  iry  may  depend 
upon  it  that  he  has  entered  upon,  and  Ib 
endeavouring   to   induce  the    House   to 
enter  upon,  a  course  which  will   produce 
none   of  the   results   he    so   sanguinely 
desires.     As  to  the    composition   of  the 
Land   Depoi-tment,    which    is   the  third 
j)art  of   the  Bill,   the  hon.   Member  for 
West  Belfast  has,  perhaps,  said  aa  much 
about  it  a8  it  is  necessary  to    say  ;  but  in 
all  the  glorious   histoiy  of  waste,    extra- 
vagance, and  pn»fligality  in  Irish  admini- 
stration   this   third   department    of  the 
Bill   caps   it    all.      The     Parliamenta.ry 
Under   Secretary  for  Ireland  Bill  was  a 
remarkable    specimen-  of     extravagance 
and  prodigality.     We   resisted  that  Bill 
with   success^  and   so  I   hope   we  shall 
reaist  almost  the  whole  of  the  tbird  part 
of  this  BilL     Four  Judges  are  to  be  ap- 
fjointed     at      salanes      amounting      to 
£^l  2,000  a  year.  These  are  gentlemen  who 
weroap  I  jointed  at  high  salaries  because  the 
appointments  were    temporary,  and  who 
are  to  have  higher   ealarits  now  because 
their  appointments   are  not    temporary. 
There  is  no   earthly  reason,  I   say,    why 
one  of  the  Irisli  Judges  of  the  Supreme 
Court — who,    as     everybody    who    has 
thought  for  a  moment   on   the  subject 
is   aware,  are  the    most   extraordinarily 
over-paid    and    under-worked    men    in 
the    service  of  the    Queon — -should    not 
be   called    upon    to    hear  appeals,   and 
why  the  work  of  the    whole  department 
should  not  be  done  by  two  Judicial  Com- 
missioners.    The  right  hon.   Gentleman 
hopes   that  this  Bill   will  produce  peace 
and  order  in    Ireland  and   prepare   the 
people  for  a  normal  time.     I  am  assured, 
and  I  am  the  more   assured  after  what  I 
have   heard  from  the  hon.  Member   for 
South   Antrim,   that   in  every  direction 
it  will    cover   the  land    with    confusion. 
4  A 
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You  will  have  round  every  estate  which 
is  to  be  sold  a  ring  of  tenants  whose 
landlords  do  not  sell ;  and  I  will  read  an 
extract  from  the  statement  of  a  deputa- 
tion of  Ulster  tenants  who  waited  upon 
the  Chief  Secretary  in  October  last  year 
on  the  subject  of  this  Bill,  which  was 
then  expected.    They  said — 

'*  Where  the  Ashbourne  Act  does  come  into 
play  it  has  no  doubt  set  up  centres  of  peace 
and  prosperity,  but  they  become  centres  of  envy 
and  discontent  to  thojBe  who  are  unable  to 
obtain  the  benefits  of  its  provisions ;  " 

and  they  added  that  they  looked  forward 
with  apprehension  in  the  future  to  the 
spread  of  agitation  and  discontent  in 
the  country.  That  was  the  warning 
addressed  by  the  Ulster  Tenants'  Asso- 
ciation to  the  Chief  Secretary ;  but,  in 
spite  of  that  warning,  he  has  proceeded  in 
the  course  T^hich  they  deprecated.  There- 
fore, we  may  reasonably  expect  that  the  re- 
E(ult8  predicted  by  the  so-called  party  of 
law  and  order  in  Ireland  are  sure  to  come. 
Sir,  the  Irish  landlords  will  perhaps  now 
realise  whether  they  can  suffer  anything 
worse  from  a  Home  Rule  Parliament. 
At  all  events,  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Antrim  has  attributed  to  the  operation 
of  the  Bill  results  as  bad  to  Irish  land- 
lords as  any  which  an  Irish  Parliament 
could  inflict  upon  them.  Depend  upon 
it,  no  Bill  can  do  any  good  to  Ireland 
which  on  its  introduction  to  this  House 
is  repudiated  by  every  section  of  Irish 
opinion,  whether  it  be  the  representa- 
tives of  the  landlords  or  the  representa- 
tives of  the  tenants,  whether  it  be  the 
representatives  of  the  so-called  party  of 
order,  or  the  representatives  of  the 
Nationalists.  On  these  grounds,  aod 
apart  from  other  grounds  which  touch  us 
more  particularly  as  English  taxpayers, 
and  because  I  believe  that  the  Bill  will 
increase  conf  asion  in  Ireland,  will  remedy 
no  evils,  but  will  create  new  evils,  I 
shall  without  any  hesitation  vote  against 
the  Second  Reading. 

Mr.  STAVELEY  HILL  (Staffordshire, 
Kingswinford)  :  I  will  only  detain  the 
House  a  moment.  I  wish  to  express  an 
opinion  entertained  by  several  Members 
on  this  side  of  the  House.  Speaking  for 
the  Member  for  South  Buckinghamshire  | 
Mr.  J,  Morley 
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(Viscount  Curzon)  and  myseU  we  shall 
vote  for  the  Bill  as  an  attempt  on  the 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
deal  with  a  diflScult  subject ;  but  we  shall 
entirely  reserve  to  ourselves  full  liberty 
to  endeavour  to  amend  the  BiU  in  Com- 
mittee in  many  great  and  material  parti- 
culars. 

(12.10.)  The  House  divided  :— A/es 
348  ;   Noes  268.— (Div.  List,  No.  66.) 

Main  Question  put^  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  reaH  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thursday  next. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  give  us  any  indication  of  the 
further  progress  of  the  Bill  ?  WiU  the 
Tithe  Bill  be  taken  before  furthec  pro- 
gress is  made  with  the  Land  Bill  ? 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  Yen. 

'  Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  presume 
that  the  date  now  fixed  for  the  further 
stage  of  the  Bill  is  only  pro  /ornid^  and 
that  we  shall  receive  notice  before  the 
Bill  is  really  taken  1 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  Certainly. 
Mr.  T.  M.  HKALY  :  Are  we  to  under- 
stand that  the  Committee  on  the  Tithe 
Bill  will  be  absolutely  concluded  before 
Committee  on  the  Land  Bill  is  taken  ? 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  1  have  abeady 
stated  that  Committee  on  the  Tithe  Bill 
will  precede  Committee  on  the  Land 
BiL. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Yes  ;  but  surely 
we  are  entitled  to  an  answer  to  this  plain 
question,  whether  it  is  intended  that  the 
Committee  on  the  Tithe  Bill  shall  be 
concluded  before  the  Committee  on  the 
Land  Bill  commences  ? 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  have  stated 
that  the  Committee  on  the  Tithe  Bill 
will  precede  Committee  on  the  Land  Bill. 
I  have  also  stated,  in  answer  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  that  ample  notice  will  be  given 
of  when  it  is  p'-oposed  to  take  Com- 
mittee on  the  Land  Purchase  Bill.  I 
can  say  no  more. 

Hum*  adjourned  at  twenty  minntrs 
before  One  o'clock. 
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Watkin ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for 
War  April  15,  551 ;  Question,  Sir  £. 
Watkin ;  Answer,  The  Financial  Secre- 
tary for  War  April  29,  1633 

Equipment,  Question,  Sir  H.  Havelock- 
Allan;  Answer,  Ihe  Secretary  for 
War  April  21,  964 

Middlesex  Rifles,  Question,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for 
War  Mar  31,  284 
Yeomanry,  Questions,  Mr.  Lawson,  Dr. 
Tanner ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  for 
War  April  1,  396 ;  Question,  Mr. 
Cornwallis ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
for  War  April  21,  966 

Contracts 

Cavalry  Bootmakers,  Question,  Mr.  C. 
Gralmm;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for 
War  April  24, 1263 

Self-Extracting  Revolvers,  Question,  Mr. 
D.  Thomas ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for 
War  April  28, 1527 

War  Office,  Question,  Dr.  Tanner:  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  for  War  3for  27, 
27 

Ireland 

Barracks — Oalway,  Question,  Mr.  Pinker- 
ton  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for  War 
April  24, 1260 

Canteen  Supplies,  Question,  Dr.  Tanner  ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  for  War  April 
15,  551 

Clare  Castle,  Military  at.  Question,  Mr. 
Jordan ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for 
War  ^pn7  28,  1528 

Employment  of  Military  at  Evictions, 
Question,  Mr.  J.  Ellis;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  for  War  April  17,  669 ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Brunner ;  Answer,  The  Finan- 
cial Secretary  for  War  April  29, 1646 

[cont. 
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Arbcy — Ireland — oont. 

Soldiers  as  Railway  Porters,  Questiong,  Dr. 
Tanner;  Answers,  The  Secretary  for 
War,  The  Chief  Secretary  Apnl  24, 
1286 

Miscellaneous 

Balaclava — Charge  of  the  Light  Brigade — 
Distressed  Soldiers,  Questions,  Mr. 
Norris ;  Answers,  The  Financial  Secre- 
tary for  War  April  29,  1643;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Mao  Neill,  Mr.  Norris ;  An- 
flwers,  The  Secretary  for  War  May  1, 
1818 

Imperial  Defence  Act,  Question,  Mr.  S. 
Lefevre;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for 
War  April  24,  1270 

Military  Prison  at  Brixton,  Question,  Mr. 
Orilly ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for  War 
April  28,  1626 

Pensions,  Question,  Mr.  S.  Leighton ;  An- 

^  swer.  The  Secretwy  for  War  Mar  27, 
36;  Question,  Mr.  S.  Hoare;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  for  War  ApHl  1,  890 

OJSieers 

Jones,  The  Late  Sir  W,,  General,  Ques- 
tion, Sir  E.  Watldn ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary for  War  April  16,  550 ;  Question, 
Sir  £.  Watkin ;  Answer,  The  Financial 
Secretary  for  War  April  29, 1634 

Ordnofiice  Department 

Officers^  Swords  —  German  Importation, 
Questions,  Mr.  H.  Yincent,  Mr.  Han. 
bury ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  for  War 
April  17,  677 

Manufa^urvng  Department 

Enfield  Small  Arms  Factory  —  Public 
Baths,  8fc.^  Quescion,  Captain  Bowles ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury Mar  28,  173 

Time  Fuse,  Mr,  Jobson^s,  Question,  Mr. 
C.  Graham ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
for  War  April  28,  1518 

Woolwich  Arsenal,  Questions,  Colonel 
Nolan,  Colonel  Hughes ;  Answers,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  The 
Secretary  for  War  April  21,  970 

Regiments — Royal  Artillery,  Question,  Mr. 
Cremer;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for  War 
April  28,  1621 

Army  (Annual)  Bill 

/.  Motion    to   give    precedence ;    Bead  2*  * ; 
Standing  Orders  having  been    dispensed 
with,  Committee  negatived ;  Bead  3*  *  and 
passed  Mar  27,  1 
Boyal  Assent  Mar  28,  268 

Airm^/  (Courts  Martial) 
Address  for  Beturn  Mar  31,  807 

Artizaru^  and  Labourers*  Dwellings 
Question,    Mr.   Howell;  Answer,  The  Sec- 
retary to  the  Local  Government  Board 
ApHl  21,  973 

AacENsiON  Island  (see  Navy) 


AsHER,  Mr.  A.,  Elgin,  iT. 

Scotland— Educational  Endowments,  1275 

Ashmead-Bartlett,  Mr.  E.  (CivilLord  of 
the  Admiralty),  Sheffield,  EccleshaU 
Supply— Works,     BuUdings,    &c.,    Beport, 
1378 

Attorney    General  (see  Webster,  Sir 
R.  E.) 

Australian  Colonies 

Chinese  Emigration,  Question,  Mr.  W.  Red- 
mond ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  AfiEairs  Mar  81,  291 

Post  QSUce 

Book  Postal  Rates,  Question,  Sir  G.  Baden- 
Powell ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  April  28, 1530 

Mails,  Questions,  Mr.  Watt,  Mr.  H. 
Heaton;  Answers,  The  Postmaster 
General  April  24, 1268 

Baden-Powell,  Sir  G.,  Liverpool,  Kirk- 
dale 
Australiar-Book  Postal  Bates,  1530 
Custom?  Department,  Bes.  328 
Supply— Slave  Trade,  &c.,  1117 

Baird,  Mr.  J.  G.  A,  Glasgow,  Central 
Merchant  Shipping  Acts  Amendment    Bill, 
Committee,  639 

Balfour  op  Burleigh,  Lord  (Secretary  to 
the  Board  of  Trade) 
Merchant  Shipping  Acts  Amendment  Bill, 
2B.  1242,  1243 

Balfour,  Right  Hon.  A.  J.  (Chief  Secre- 
tary to    the    Lord    Lieutenant   of 
Ireland),  Manchester,  E, 
Bi.metallism,  Bes.  893,  900 
Intoxicating    Liquors,   &o.    (Ireland)  Bill, 

Bes.  1173, 1176, 1176 
Ireland 
Ashbourne  Acts,  805, 1256 
Boycotting,  162,  276 
Drainage — Barrow  Biver,  163 
Education 
Belfast  Schools,  542 
Catholic  Children  in  Industrial  Schools, 

960 
Erasmus  Smith  Endowment,  278 
Queen's  College,  Galway,  16 
Evictions 
Clongorey  Estate,  21,  279 
Donegal,  163,  280 
Fisheries 
Inspectors*  Report,  157 
Eiver  Slaney,  270 
Land  Commission 
Fermanagh,  801 
King's  Co.,  963 
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Balfour,  Eight  Hon.  A.  J. — eont. 
Mayo  Co.,  1520 
Nenagh,  160 

Secnrity  from  Tenants,  1256 
Sligo,  273 
Sub-Commissioners — Mr.  Bell,  959 

Landed  Estates  Conrt,  674,  807,  960 
Landlord  and  Tenant 
Land  Porohase.  281 
Nett  Rental,  162 

Sale  of  Encumbered  Estates,  272,  543 
Land  Purchase  Acts,  547,  673,  961 

Betums,  543 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police 
Abbeyfeale  Petty  Sessions,  671 
Derry  Assizes — Orange  Juror?,  802 
Dqneg^l  Crown  Solicitor,  1286 
Gardiner,  Mr.,  Charges  Against,  664 
M'Dermott,  Case  of,  165,  303 
Mackey,  Mr.  J.,  1072 
Police 

Charges  Against,  1260,  1519,  1541 
District  Inspector  Bigley,  166 
Following  B.  J.  Brown,  544,  801 
Funeral  of  Mr.  M.  Harris,  805 ;    Res. 

916,  917,  918,  920 
Medical  Attendant— Dr.  T.  R.  Eillen, 

1530 
Police  at  Evictions,  Cost  of,  669 
ProsecQtion    for     Displaying    a    Flag, 

1072 
Rye,    Csptain,    Charges  Against,  546, 

803 
Sandes,  George,  Charges  Agaii  st,  1836 
Severe  Sentences,  159 
Local  Government  Bill — Sale  of  Liquots, 

961 
Magistrflcy 

Catholic  Magistrates,  278 
Graham,  Mr.  H.,  Charges  Against,  164, 
281,  670 
Miscellaneous 
Epidemics,  305 
Unmuzzled  Dogs,  278 
Poor  Law 
Brandon  Board  of  Guardians,  276 
Cork  Union,  15 

Dr.  Ambrose,  Alleged  Neglect  of,  1073 
Magherafelt  Union,  1416 
Prisons 

Clongorey  Prisoners,  806 
Clonmel  Gaol  Prisoners,  1526 

Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Dis'ricts 
(Ireland)  Bill,  17,  545,664,  814;  2R. 
983,  1018.  1367,  1372.  1373,  1545,  1589, 
1624,  1627,  1691,  1837, 1841, 1846, 1847, 
1849,1850,1851,  1852,  1854,  1857, 1858, 
1860,  1866, 1930,  1935 

Railway  Strike  —  Soldiers  as  Porters, 
1286 

Balfour,  Mr.  G.  W.,  Leeds,  Central 
Tuberculosis,  1643 

Balfour,  Mr.  J.  S.,  Burnley 
Education  Code,  1514 


Banes,  Major  G.  E.,  West  Ram,  South  ' 
Customs  Department,  Res.  329 
Richmond    Footbridge    (Lock,    &c.)     Bi^, 
Order  for  Committee,  1255 

Bankruptcy  (Scotland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  P  •  April  1,  415 

Baring,  Mr.  T,  C,  London 

Customs — Methylated  Spirits,  1413 

Barracks  (Consolidated  Fond)  Bill 

c.  Debate  resumed  on  ad joumed  Report  April 
21.  1067 ;  Resolutions  agreed  to 
Bill  read  V  ApHl  24, 1383 

Bartley,  Mr.  G.  C.  T.,  Islington,  N. 
Chelsea  Savings  Bank,  291 
Labour  and  Capital,  Res.  1187,  1162,  1167, 

1170 
Licensing  Law  Amendment  Bill,  Res^   1732 
Parliament — Business    of  the  House,  Res. 

573,  579 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  762 

Barttelot,  Colonel   Sir  W.  B.,  Sussex, 

Purchase  of  liand  and  Congested  Distriots 
(Ireland)  BiU,  2R.  1663 

Tithe  Rent- Charge  Recovery  and  Redemp- 
tion Bill,  2R.  116 

Baumann,  Mr.  A.  A.,  Camberwdl,  Peck- 
ham 
Intoxicating  Liquors  &c.  (Ireland)  Bill,  1053 ; 

Res.  1171 
Licensiog  Bill,  1082 
Loudon  Street  (Strand  Improvement)   Bill, 

Nomination  of  Committee,    1249,    1253, 

1506,  1508 
Railway  Rates— Carriage  of  Milk,  287 
Scotland — Mails  to  the  Hebrides,  293 
Shop  Assistants'  (Weekly  Half -Holiday)  Bill, 

2R.  1752 
Supply — Embassies,  Ac.  Abroad,  483 

Beach,   Right  Hon.    Sir    M.  E.    Hicks 
(President  of  the  Board    of  Trade), 
Bristol,  W. 
Board  of  Trade 

British  Cutlery,  Duties  on,  541 
"Pilled"  Cheese,  1536 
(ras  Companies  Provisional  Orders,  1641 
Shipping  Goods  to  the  United  States — 
Invoices,  1538 
Boiler  Explosion  Act — IJphall,  Mid-Calder, 

Explosion,  1521 
Electric  Lighting,  1820 
Deaths  from,  964 
Leeds,  1533 
Labour  and  Capital,  Res.  1165 
Lighthouses 
Bell  Rock,  799 
Fastnet  Rock,  272 
Scotland,  Lighthouses  in,  684 
Liquor  Trade — Compensation,  979 
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Bbach,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  M.  E.  Hicks— conf. 
Merchant  Shipping 

"  City  of  Paris /'  1269 

Collision  in  the  Channel,  406 

Foreign  Ships  in  British  Ports,  1538 

Pilots,  292, 1687 

Begnlations  in  India,  155 

Wreck  Commission,  1414 
Merchant  Shipping  Acts  Amendment  Bill, 

Be-Committed,  377,  640 
llailways 
'  Belfast—Dnblin  Mail,  Accident  to,  13 

Carlisle  Accident,  799, 968 

Bailway  Act,  Begolation  of,  683 

Bates,  176,  288 
Tithe  Bent-Charge  Beoovery  and  Bedemp. 

tion  BUI,  2B.  39,  56,  73,  75,  77,  123 
Tramways,  542,  684 

Beadbl,  Mr.  W.  J.,  EaaeXy  Chelmsford 
Tithe  Bent-Charge  Becovery  and  Bedemp- 
tion  Bill,  2B.  222 

Bentinck,  Right  Hon.  G.  A.  Cavendish, 
Whiteliaven 
IntozicatiDg  Liquors,  &o.  (Ireland)  Bill,  Bes. 

1083,  1177 
Parliament — Basiness  of  the  House,  Bes. 

666,  576 
Police    Building  —  Thames    Embankment, 

1814 
Supply 

Public  Buildings,  &c.,  420,  424,  427 

Westminster  Hall,  Beport,  791 

Berlin  Labour   Conference  (see  Labour, 
Trade,  and  Commerce) 

Bethbll,  Commander  G.  R.,  York,  EM., 
Holderneaa 
Budget  Besolutions,  1084,  1101 
Supply 

East  African  Company,  480,  482,  489 
Slave  Trade,  &c.,  1121,  1456 

BUls  of  Sale  Bm 

L  Presented  ;  Bead  I**  Ifar  28,  129 

Bead  2*  and  committed  to  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  Bills  Belating  to  Law,  &c., 
April  24, 1233 

BumeUdlism,  (see  Currency) 

BiBKBECK,  Sir  E.,  Norjolh,  E, 
Labourers'  Cottages  Bill,  2B.  1068 

BiRBELL,  Mr.  A.,  Fife,   West 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 
(Ireland)  Bill,  2B.  1601 

Blane,  Mr.  A.,  Armagh,  S, 
Civil    Service — Female     Clerks — Examina- 
tions, 171 
Ireland — District  Inspector  Bigley,  156 


Board    op  Agriculture — President    (see 
Chaplin,  Right  Hon.  H.) 

Board  of  Agriculture 

Contagious  Diseases  {Animals)  Act 

Cattle  DiseaseSy  Questions,  Mr.  Lawson, 
Mr.  Mundella ;  Answers,  The  President 
of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  Mar  28, 180 ; 
Question,  Mr.  L.  Enowles ;  Answer, 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture April  1 ,  398 ;  Question,  Mr.  G. 
Balfour ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  April  29,  1643; 
Question,  Mr.  P.  M'Donald;  Answer, 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Ag^cul* 
ture  April  29,  1645 
Rahid  Dogs,  Question,  Dr.  Farquhar- 
son;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  May  1, 1824 

Queens  Stud.  Question,  Mr.  Jeffreys; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  April  29,1637 

Board  of  Trade — President  (see  Beach, 
Eight  Hon.  Sir  M.  E.  Hicks) 

Board  of  Trade 
America 

Duties  on  British  Cutlery,  Question,  Mr. 
H.   Vincent;    Answer,   The    President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  April  15,  541 
Invoices  of  Goods — Question,  Mr.  Causton ; 
Answer,     The    Under     Secretary    for 
Foreign  Affairs  Mar  81,298 ;  Questions, 
Mr.    Causton;    Answers,     The    Under 
Secretary    for    Foreign    Affairs,     The 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  April 
28,  1638 
Boiler  Explosions  Act — Uphall,Mid  C alder, 
Explosion,   Question,   Mr.   A.   O'Connor; 
Answer,   The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  April  28,  152 L 
Oas   Companies — Provisional   Orders,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  O.  V.  Morgan;     Answer,  The 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  April  29, 
1640 
Electric  Lighting  (see  that  Title) 

Lighthouses 

Bell  Rock,  Question,  Mr.  Leng ;  Answer, 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
April  18,  798 

Fastnet  Bock,  Question,  Mr.  Crilly  Mar 
27 J  17;  Question,  Mr.  Crilly;  An- 
swer, The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  Mar  31,  271 

Scotch  Lighthouses,  Question,  Mr.  M. 
Cameron ;  Answer,  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  April  17,  683 

Merchant  Shipping 

Collision  in  the  Briitol  Channel,  Question, 
Sir  H.  Tyler;  Ai  swer,  The  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  Apiil  1,  406 
Merchant  Shipping  Regulations  in  India, 
Questions,  Sir  B.  Lethbridge ;  Answers, 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
The.  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  Mar  28,  155 

\_cont* 
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Board  of  Trade — Mei'chant  Shipping — cont. 
Pilots,  QneBtion,  Mr.  Dillwjn ;  Answer, 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
Mar  31,  292 1-- Bristol,  Queataon,  Mr. 
Llewellyn ;  Ajiewer,  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  April  29, 1637 

"  Regvlations  for  Foreign  Ships  in  British 
Ports,  Question,  Mr.  Kimber;  Answer, 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
April  28,  1537 

^      Ships 

"  City  of  Paris'*  Question,  Observations, 
Earl  de  la  Warr,  Earl  of  Limerick  April 
21, 921 ;  Question,  Mr.  Grotrian ;  An- 
swer, The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  April  24, 1269 

Wreck  Commission,  Question,  Dr.  Tanner ; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  April  25,  1414 
Railways 
Belfast — Dublin  Mail,  Accident  to,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  Ifar  27, 13 

Carlisle  Accident,  Question,  Mr.  J.  E. 
Ellis;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  April  18,  799 ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Channing;  Answer,  The 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  April 
21,  967 

Rates,  Question,  Mr.  Brunner ;  Answer, 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
Mar  31,  287 ;  Questions,  Mr.  B. 
Spencer,  Mr.  Cobb,  Mr.  Mundella; 
Answers,  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  Mar  28, 176 

Regulation  of  Railways  Act,  Question,  Mr. 
J.  E.  Ellis ;  Answer,  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  April  17,  683 

Boiler    Explosion    Act    (see    Board    of 
Track) 

Bolton,  Mr.  T.  H.,  St,  Pancras,  iV. 

Electoral  Disabilities  (Naval  and  Military) 

Bill,  2B.  1435 
London  Street  (Strand  Improvement)  Bill, 

Nomination  of  Committee,    1249,    1250, 

1507,  1508, 1509 
South  Coast  Roads,  Condition  of,  1811 
Tramways  Act,  541,  684 


Bond,  Mr.  G.  H.,  Dorset,  E. 
Navy — Striking  an  Officer,  35 

BONSOB,  Mr.  H.  C.  0.,  Surrey^  Whnbledo^i 
Licensing  Bill,  1082 

BoRTHWiCK,  Sir  A.,  Kensington,  S, 
Post  Office  Telegraphists,  Res.  599 

BOULNOIS,  Mr.  E.,  Marylebone,  E, 
Post  Office-  CircDs  Road,  452 


Bowles,    Captain    H.     F.,    Middlesex^ 
Enfield 
Army— Enfield  Small  Arms  Factory,  173 

Beadlaugh,  Mr.  C,  Northampton 
Army — ^Volunteers — Middlesex  Bifles,  2r4 
Criminal  Law  Proceduie  Amendment  Bill,. 

2R.  448 
Customs 

Department,  Bes.  317,  819 

Officers,  286 

Electoral  Disabilities  (Naval,  Military,  and 

PoUce)  Bill,  2B.  1426,  1427 
Employers'  Liability,  &o.,  Bill,  457.  974 
Hall-Marking— Gold  and  Silver  Plate,  81 1» 

1076 
Hereditary  Pensions,  449 

India 

Agricultural  Prospects,  667, 1515 

Bengal  Civil  Service — Mr.  I^uson,  1515 

Chin-Lushai  Expedition,  1636 

Councils— Minutes  of  the  Late  and  Preseni 
Viceroys,  154, 1411 

Crawford  Case,  1635 

Delhi,  Cambridge  Mission  to,  282 

Finance  Committee,  1412 

Gwalior,  Expenditure  in,  1634 

Maharaja  Scindia,  155,  283 

Murder  of  a  Bengali  at  Dum  Dum,  666 
Indian  Councils  BUI,  668 
Labour  and  Capital,  Bes.  1157,  1158,1169^ 

1161,  1163,  1164 
Oaths  Act— Claim  to  Affirm,  299 
Parliament 

Business  of  the  House,  1422,  1540 ;  Bes. 
571 

Petitions— Salford  Gas  Frauds,  1809 

Post   Office— Non-Delivery   of    Telegrams, 
680 

Scotland — Law  and  Justice — Previous  Con- 
victions, 1538 

Supply 
Argentine  Republic,  466,  467 
Slave  Trade,  <&c.,  1448, 1444, 1446 

Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recovery  and  Redemp- 
tion BiU,  Res.  190 

Vaccination 
Eastern  Counties,  1280 
Returns,  409,  453,  971 

Bright,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Birmingham^  Central 
Marriage    with  a  Deceased  Wife's    Sister 

Bill,  2R.  1797, 1799 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 
(Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  1048 

Broadhurst,  Mr.  H.,  Nottingham^  W, 
Factory  and  Workshop  Inspectors,  676 
Labour  and  Capital,  Res.  1166, 1167, 1169 
Ways  and  MeaLs — Excise,  750 

Brodrick,  Hon.  W.   St.  J.  P.  (Financial 
Secretary  to  the  War  Office),  Surrey^ 
Guildford 
Army 
Balaclava— Charge  of  the  Light  Brigade* 
1643 

[cont^ 
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Bbodbick,  Hon.  W.  St.  J.  F,—cont, 

Ireland — liilitary  Surgeon  at    Evictions, 

1646 
Officers — Late     Q;eneral    Sir    W.    Jones, 

1634 
Yolonteer  Bo  view  at  Folkestone,  1633 

Bbuce,  Mr.  G.,  Finsbury,  Holhorn 

Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister  Bill, 
2B.  1755, 1770, 1771, 1784 

Brunner,  Mr.  J.  T.,  Cheshire^  Northwich 
Cambridge  Tmstee  Savings  Bank,  297 
Ireland — ^Army  Snrgeon — Ponsonby  Estate 

Eviofcicms,  1646 
Licensing  Law  Amendment  Bill,  Kes.  1747 

Bryce,.  Mr.  J.,  Aberdeen^  S, 
Armenian  Outrages,  170 
Contagions    Diseases    (Animals),  &c..  Bill, 
1534 

Customs 

Officers,  1822 

Tea  Duty,  1415 
Egypt — Soudan,  Distress  in,  298 
Reform  of  the  House  of  Lords,  179 
Sapply— Slave  Trade,  &o.,  1131 
Torkey 

Crete— War  Vessels,  304 

MoussaBey,  1533 

Buchanan,  Mr.  T.  R.,  Edinburgh^  W, 

Bechuanaland,  1079 

Budget  Proposals,  812 

Contagious     Diseases    Animals  —  Pleuro- 
pneumonia (Expenses),  Bes.  1437 

India — Minutes  of  Lord  Dufferin,  154 

Inland    Bevenue  —  Medicine  Stamp    Act, 
172 

Lo<^  Gk)Yemment  (Scotland)  Act,  683 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  457; 
Bes.  563 

Supply 
Africa,  479,  482 
Slave  Trade,  &c.,  1453 

BURDETT-COUTTS,     Mr.    W.     L.     A.     B., 
Westminster 
Supply — Slave  Trade,  &c.,  1451 

Burial  Acts  (Enyland  and  Wales) 

Cemeteries 

Bromptony  Question,  Dr.  Farquharson ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
A^l  17,  681 

Nonconformists — North  Kelsey,  Question, 
Mr.  Waddy ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secre- 
tary April  21,  968 

Old  Cross  Bones,  Question,  Mr.  Causton ; 
Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  April  17, 
675 

Burma  (see  India) 

Burt,  Mr.  T.,  Morpeth 
Labour  and  Capital,  Bes.  1169 


Buxton,    Mr.    S.    C,    Totver    Hamlets 
Poplar 
Berlin  Labour  Conference,  1827 
Education  Code,  977 

Cadogan,  Earl 
Ireland — Special  Commission  Act,  Bes.  10, 

135, 141,  142 
Light  Bail  ways  (Ireland)  Act,  Bes.  149,  150, 
152 

Caine,  Mr.  W.  S.,  Barroto-in-Fumess 
Licensing  Law  Amendment  Bill,  Bes.  1744^ 

1745,  1747 
Sapply— Slave  Trade,  Ac.,  1452  . 

Caldwell,  Mr.  J.,  Glasgow^  St.  Rollox 

Budget  Scheme,  1078 

Customs— Wine  Duties,  1277 

Joint  Stock  Companies,  1413 

North  -  British  and  Glasgow  and  South- 
western Bailway  Companies  Bill,  Instrac- 
tion  to  Committee,  Bes.  1183 

St.  Martins-in-the-Fields'  Electric  Lighting 
BiU,2B.  449 

Scotland 
Bankruptcy 
Audit  and  Supervision,  24 
Proceeding  Fees,  285 
Contagions  Diseases  (Animals)  Act,  809 
Education— Whitehill  School,  1080 
Highlands  and  Islands,  1479 

Shop  Assistants'  (Weekly  Half  Holiday) 
Bin,  2B.  1751 

Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  760, 
761 

Cameron,  Dr.  C,  Glasgow,  College 

Budget  Scheme,  1078 

Contagions  Diseases  (Animals)  (Pleuro- 
pneumonia) BiU,  2B.  447 

Cnstoms 
Daties  on  Violins,  405,  553 
Wine  Daties,  1276 

North-British  and  Glasgow  and  South  West- 
ern Bailway  Companies  Bill,  Instraction 
to  Committee,  Bes.  1181,  1185 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  l'i21 ; 
Bes.  414,  415 

Scotland 
Glasgow  Police,  1409 
Bating  and  Valuation  Committee,  299 
SherifE  Clerk  of  Ayrshire,  1266 

Sapply— South  Africa,  483, 490 

Ways  and  Means  —  Financial  Statement 
769 

Cameron,  Mr.  J.  M.,  Wick,  <i:c. 
Army— Paymaster  Sergeants,  677 
Budget  Propositions,  812 
Parcel  Post— Defective  Service,  800 
Boyal  School  of  Mines,  1413 
Scotland 

Lighthouses,  683 

Mails,  1410 
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Campbell,  Sir  A.,  Renfrew^  W, 

Contagioas    Diseases    (Animals)    (Plearo- 
Pneumonia)  Bill,  1534 

C/LMPBELL,  Sir  G.,  Kirkcaldy,  <tc. 

Government  Copyright  in  Blue  Books,  682 
Hall-MarkiDg,  Silver,  1076 
India— Mnrder  of  Natives,  667,  968 
Parliament — ^Basiness  of  the  House,  189 
Scotland — Salmon   Fisheries  Oommisaion, 

170 
South  Indian  Bailwaj  Purchase  Bill,  Ck)m- 
mittee,  124,  1101,  1102, 1105, 1106, 1107, 
1114 
Supply 

Arraog^ment  of  Votes,  Bes.  1464 
Colonial  Service,  Ac,  1479,  1481,  1482, 

1483,  1487,  1488,  1489 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  461, 472, 
474,  478,  483,  495,  496,  508,  514,  520, 
523,  525,  534 
Slave  Trade,  Ac,  1122,  1133,  1441,  1452, 

1455, 1466, 1457 ;  Report,  1630 
Westminster  Hall,  Beport,  793 
Suppression  of  Public  Houses,  976 
Town  Holdings,  Nomination  of  Committee, 

663 
Ways  and  Means— Tea,  1096 

Campbell,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Glasgou^  and  Aber- 
deen Universities 
Educational  Endowment  (Scotland)    (Bed- 
hythe     Bursaries,     Ac,    Fordyce),    Bes. 
379 
Orphan  Hospital   Scheme,   Edinburgh,  Res. 
386 

Campbell-Bannbrman,   Right    Hon.    H., 
Stirling,  (kc. 
Budget  Propositions,  813 
Electoral  Disabilities   (Naval,  Military,  and 

Police)  Bill,  2R.  1425 
Religious  Disabilities  Removal  Bill,  1538 
Scotland — Licence  Duties,  1539 

Canada 

Loyal  Address  to  the  Queen^   Question,  Mr. 

O.  V.  Morgan ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 

the  Treasury  Mar  27,  33 
Toronto  and   Trinity    College,   Question,  Sir 

J.  Lubbock ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 

for  the  Colonies  Mar  31,  288 

Carew,  Mr.  J.  L.,  Kildare,  N. 
Ireland — Clongorey  Prisoners,  806 

Causton,  Mr.  R.  K.,  Southwark,  W. 
Army — Volunteer   Drill    Hall,    Colchester, 

1822 
Electoral  'Disabilities   (Naval,  Military,  and 

Police)  Bill,  2R.  1431 
Factory  and  Workshop  Inspectors,  675 
Post  Office 

Savings  Bank  Cleiks,  1825 

Superior  Officers  in  the  Minor  Establish- 
ments, 1266 

[^cont. 


Caustox,  Mf.  R.  K.— conf. 
Supply 

Public  Buildings,  &c.,  417,  422 

Royal  Parks,  Ac,  374 
United    States,    Shipping    Groods    to,    298, 

1537 

Cavan,  Right  Hon.  Earl  of,  Somerset,  S, 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  17 ;  2R.  1024 
Rating  of  Machinery  BUI,  2R.  660 

Census,  1891 
Question,   Mr.   J.   B.  Ellis ;    Answer,    The 

First  Lord  of  the  Tressury  April  17,  690 
Religious  Census,  Debate  on  going  into  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  April  25,  1472 

Ceylon 

Distress  in,  Question,  Mr.  Seale-Hayne  ;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
Mar  27,  14 

Paddy  Tax,  Question,  Mr.  Pioton ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
April  28, 1524 

Chamberlain,  Right  Hon.  J.,   Birming- 
ham, W. 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Confrested  Districts 
(Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  1553,  1554, 1557, 1558, 
1569, 1570, 1576 

Chamberlain,  Mr.  R.,  Islington,  W. 
Customs— Wine  Duties,  1278 

Chancellor,  The    Lord    (see    Halsburt, 
Lord) 

Chancellor     of     the    Exchequer     (see 
GoscHEN,  Right  Hon.  G.  J.) 

Channing,  Mr.  F.  A.,  Northampton,  E, 
Assize  Courts — Insanitary  Condition,  289 
Carlisle  Railway  Accident,  967 
Customs — Tea  and  Currants  Duties,  1414 
Education 

New  Code,  1082 

St.  Augustine  School,  Kilbum,  975 
Friendly  Societies  and  Income  Tax,  84 
Parliament — Business   of    the   House,    188, 

1419 
Scilly  Islands— Export  Duties,  269 

Supply 

Anglo-Turkish  Convention,  504 

Baouf  Pasha,  517 
Ways    and    Means  —  Financial   Statement, 

771 

Chaplin,   Right  Hon.  H.  (President  of 
the  Board  of  Agriculture),  Lincoln- 
shire, Sleaford 
Board  c  f  Agriculture 
Cattle  Disease,  180 

[conf. 
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Chaplin,  Right  Hon.  H.— conf. 

Contagious  DiBeases  (Animals)  Act 
Fleuro-Pnenmonia,  1645 
Babid  Dogs,  1824 
Queen's  Stod,  1638 
Taberoulosis,  398,  1643 
Contagions     Diseases     (Animal^)     Pleuro- 
pneumonia Bill,  2R.  445 
Irisli  Ordnance  Sorvey  Maps,  450 

Charitable  Trusts  (Eent-Charges) 
Betnrn  ordered  April  25,  1408 

Charity  Commissioners 

Doughty  Charity,  Question,  Mr.  S.  Hoare ; 

Answer,   Mr.   J.   W.  Lowther  April  28, 

1512 
Hull  Orammar  School ,  Question,  Mr.  Leng ; 

Answer,  Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther  May  1, 1812 
Schemes  J  Question,  Sir  B.  Paget ;  Answer, 

Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther  Mar  31,305 

Charity  Commissioners 
Betum  ordered  Mar  28,  187 

Childers,  Right  Hon.  H.  C.  E.,  JSdin- 
burghy  S. 
Bichmond    Footbridge     (Lock,    &c.)     Bill, 

Order  for  Committee,  1255 
Snpply— Colonial  Services,  Ac,  1485 
Ways  and  Means— Tea,  108 

China 

Chungking,  Port  of.  Question,  Sir  R.  Temple  ; 

Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 

Affairs  April  29,  1639 
Emigration  to  Australia,   Question,  Mr.  W. 

Bedmond ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 

for  Foreign  Affairs  Mar  31,  291 

Church  of  Engloffid 

Prayer  Book,  Question,  Mr.  Wardle ;  An- 
swer, The  Attorney  General  April  24, 
1283 

Rev.  8.  F.  Oreen,  Question,  Mr.  Wardle; 
Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  April  24, 
1273 

Churchill,  Right  Hon.  Lord  R.  H.  S., 
Faddington,  S, 
Licensing  Law  Amendment  Bill,  Bes.  1698, 
1726, 1727, 1746,  1749 

Civil  Service 

Clerks 

A  ccoun  tant  General*  s  Department, Qjientioji , 
Mr.  J.  Kelly;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  Mar  31,  297 
Examinations,  Question,  Mr.  J.  Kelly ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
May  1, 1817  ;  Question,  Captain  M'Cal- 
mont;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  If  cm/  1,  1813  ; — Female  Clerks, 
Question,  Mr.  Blane ;  Answer,  The  Sec- 
retary to  the  Treasury  Mar  28,  ^71 

Icont. 


Civil  Service — Clerks — oont. 

Half-Holiday,  Question,  Mr.  J.  Bowlands ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
April  22, 1081 

Lower  Division,  Question,  Mr.  C.  Graham  ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
April  28,  1532 

Second  Division,  Questions,  Mr.  Cobb.  Mr. 
H.  H.  Fowler  ;  Answers,  The  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  Mar  28,  179 ;  Question, 
Mr.  D.  Sullivan ;  Answer,  The  Eiecretary 
to  the  Treasury  April  14, 452  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Lawson ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  April  21,  975 ;  Question, 
Mr.  C.  Graham ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  April  25,  1412 ; 
Question,  Mr.  Tuite ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  May  1, 
1816 

Clancy,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Dublin  Co.,  If. 
Ireland 

Charges  Against  Mr.  G.  Sandes,  1836 
Light  Bailways,  1834 

Clarke,  Sir  E.   G.   (Solicitor  General), 
Flym,outh 
Electoral  Disabilities  (Naval,  Military,  and 

Police)  Bill,  2B.  1429, 1430 
Lunacy  Consolidation  Bill,   Be-committed, 

37,  38 
Oaths  Act— Claim  to  Affirm,  300 

Coal  Mines 

Cruelty  to  Horses,  Question,  Mr.  C.  Graham  ; 
Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  April  24, 
1263 

Morfa  Pit,  Question,  Mr.  C.  Graham  ;  An- 
swer, The  Home  Secretary  April  1,  399 

Coal,     Ironstone,     and     other      Mines 
(Rating) 
Beturn  ordered  April  29, 1697 

Cobb,  Mr.  H.  P.,  Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby 
Abolition  of  Capital  Punishment,  674 
Allotments  Bill,  456 

Civil  Service — Second  Division  Clerks,  179 
Ireland — Special  Commission — Pigott,  166 
Bailway  Bates,  176 

CoGHiLL,    Mr.   D.   H.,   Newcastle-under- 
Lyvne 
Coinage,  808 

Public  Steam  Laundries,  973 
Purchase  of  Land,  &c.   (Ireland)  BiU,  2B. 
1605 

Coinage  (see  Currency) 

Coleridge,  Lord 

Criminal  Sentences,  942 

COLLINGS,  Mr.  J.,  Birmingham,  Bordesley 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districta 
(Ireland)  Bill,  1808  ;  2B.  1903 
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CoLOMB,  Sir  J.  C.  R.,  Tower  Hamlets, 
Bow,  <kc, 
Gnstoms  Department,  Bes.  308,  323,  324 
Education  Code,  1644 
Labour  and  Capital,  Kes.  1151 
Naval    and  Military    Council  of  Defence, 

800 
Supply— Works,  Buildings,  &c.,  Report,  1381 

Colonies  —  Secretary  of  State  (see 
Ejiutsfobd,  Lord) 

Colonies — ^Under  Secretary  of  State  (see 
DE  Worms,  Right  Hon.  Baron  H.) 

Colonies 
Oovemment    Securities,    Question,    Mr.    P. 

M'Donald;    Answer,  The  Chancellor   of 

the  Exchequer  May  1,  1823 
Postal    Arrangements^   Questions,    Mr.    H. 

Vincent,  Mr.  J.  Lowther ;  Answers,   The 

Postmaster  General  Mar  31, 293 

Commissioners  for  Oaths  Act  (1889) 
Amendment  Bill 

c.  Read2o*3for31,378 

Considered  in  Committee  Ap^il  24,  1384 
Bead  3o  •  and  passed  Aj^l  25,  1458 

L  Bead  1»  •  A^l  28, 1505 

Committee  of  Council  on  Education — 
Vice  President  {see  Dyke,  Right 
Hon.  Sir  W.  H.) 

Companies  (Memorandum  of  Associa- 
tion) Bill 

c.  Beported    from    Standing    Committee    on 
Trade,  Ac.  April  17,  691 
Bead  3**  •  and  passed  April  29,  1692 
L  Bead  1*  «  May  1,  1809 

COMFroN,  Earl,  York,  W,R.,  Bariisley 
Ireland — Police — Mr.  M.  Harris's  Funeral, 

920 
New  Forest,  168 
Post  Office— Telegraphists,   Bes.    581,    587, 

591,  594,  695 

Consolidated  Fund  (No.  1)  Bill 

I.  Motion  for  Precedence ;  read  2'  *' ;  Standing 
Orders     having     been    dispensed    with 
Committee    negatived;    read    8»*    and 
passed  Mar  27, 1 
Boyal  Assent  Mar  28,  268 

Contagions  Diseases  (Animals)  (Pleuro- 
pneumonia) Bill 

c.  Bead  2«  ilprtn,  445 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  (Pleuro- 
pneumonia) [Expenses^ 

c.  Instruction  to  Committee  April  22,  1136 
Considered  in  Committee  April  24,  1287 
Bes.  reported  and  agreed  to  April  25,  1437 


Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  (Pleura^ 
Pneumonia)  Bill 
Questions,    Sir    A.    Campbell,  Mr.  Bryce; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
Apnl  28,  1534 

Contracts  with  Foreigners 
Betum  ordered  April  14,  459 

Cobbet,  Mr.  W.  J.,  WicMow,  E. 
Lunatic  Asylums 

Dundrum,  1832 

Ledgj&eld,  1829 

Patients,  1830 
Murder  and  Suicide — Betums,  1823 
Statute  of  Edward  III.— Betums,  161 

CORBETT,  Mr.  A.  C,  Glasgow,  Tradeston 
Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister  Bill» 
2B.  1764 

CoRNWALLis,  Mr.  F.  S.  Wykeham,  MaicU 
stone 
Army — Yeomanry,  966 

CossHAM,  Mr.  H.,  Bristol,  E, 
Prisons— Death   at    Manchester — Case    of 

(}atcli£Ee,  B(S.  347 
Supply— Boyal  Palaces,  Ac.  358 
Tithe  Bent-Charge  Beoovery  and  Bedemp- 

tion  Bill,  2B.  223 
Ways  and  Means— Tea,  1096 

Cotton,  Lt.-Colonel  E.  T.  D.,  Cheshire, 
Wirral 
Post  Office^-Liscard  Postal  Arrangements, 
1266 

County  Councils  Associations  Expenses 
Bill 

I.  Boyal  Assent  Mar  2S,  268  ' 


County  Councillors'   Disabilities 
moval  Bill 

c.  Ordered  j  Bead  r  •  April  23, 1232 


Be- 


County  Councillors    (ftualification   of 
Women)  Bill 

I,  Presented;  Bead  1" •  Mar  28,  129 

Courtney,  Rt.  Hon.  L.  H.  (Chairman  of 

Committee    of    Ways   and  Means, 

and    Deputy    Speaker),    Cornwall, 

Bodmin 

Parliament—Business    of  the  House,  Bes. 

668,  569 

{Bulings  as  CJuiirman    of  Committees 
and  DeptUy  Speaker) 
Electoral  UisabiUties  (Naval,  Military,  and 

Police)  Bill,2B.  1427, 1431,  1434 
Kew  and  Petersham  Vicarage  BiU,  2B.  1630» 

1631 
Labour  and  Capital,  Bes.  1159, 1161 

[amt. 
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CoUBTNET,  Bight  Hon.  L.  H.— conf . 

London  Street  (Strand  Improvement)  Bill, 
Nomination  of  Committee,  1508, 1509 

Parliament— Order  of  Business,  1421, 1422 

Eichmond  Footbridge  (Lock,  &o.)  Bill,  Order 
for  Discharge,  1254, 1255 

Soath  Indian  Railway  Purchase  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 124 

Supply 
Art  and  Science  Buildings,  439 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  &o.,  461, 

483,  492, 405,  523,  531,  638,  639 
Slave  Trade,  &o.,  1127, 1180, 1136,  1439, 

1451, 1452, 1453,  1455,  1456,  1457 
South  Africa,  &c.,  1492 

Ways  and  Means 
Financial  Statement,  756 
Tea,  Committee,  1094, 1095 

Cbaio,  Mr.  J.,  Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
W^jB  and  Means 
Currants,  1099 
Tea,  1095,  1097 

Cbakboene,  Viscount,  Lancashire,  N.E., 
Darwen 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  188 
Tithe  Bent-Charge  Recovery  and  Redemp- 
tion Bill,  2R.  205, 206 

Cbanbeook,  Viscount  (Lord  President  of 
the  Council) 
Adoption  of  Children  Bill,  2R.  1398 
Ireland — Special  Commission  Act,  Res.  9 
Open  Spaces  Bill,  2R.  7 

Cbawtobd,  Mr.  Y>.,  Lanark,  N.E. 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  &c.  (Ireland)  Bill,  Res. 
1180 

Cbbmbb,  Mr.  W.  R,  Slwreditch,  Hagger- 
ston 
Army— Royal  Artillery,  1521 
Electoral  Disabilities  (Naval  and    Military 

and  Police)  Bill,  2R.  1433,  1434 
Government      Famiture     Contracts,    Res. 

348 
London  Street  (Strand  Improvement)  Bill, 

Nomination   of    Committee,    1251,  1252, 

1510, 1511 
Post  Office — Savings     Bank  Department — 

Officers,  1814 
Supply 

PubUc    Buildings,    &o.,    419,    426,   427, 
428 

Royal  Parks,  &c.,  367,  868, 374 

Cbilly,  Mr.  D.,  Mayo,  N. 

Historical  Munusoripts  Commission,  29, 167, 
282 

Ireland 
Sviotion»--Death  of  P.  Crai^,  1644 
Faatnet  Bock  Lighthouse,  17,  271 
Land  Commission — County  Mayo,  1520 

Military  Prison  at  Brixton,  1525 


Criminal  Law  Procedure  Amendment 
BiU 

c.  Read  2»ili>rt7  1,448 

Ckoss,  Viscount  (Secretary  of  State  for 
India) 
India  —  Bombay  —  Dock    Accommodation^ 

1248 
Industrial  Schools  Bill,  2R.  1493,1502 
Juvenile  OfEenders  Bill,  2B.  1503, 1504 
Reformatory  Schools  Bill,  2R.  1502 
South  Indian  Railway  Purchase  Bill,  2R. 
1407 

Crown  Office  Bill 

I.  Royal  Assent  Mar  28,  268 

Cruelty  to  Animals  Act 

Vivisection — Professor  Rutherford,  Question^ 
Sir  W.  Plowden;  Answer,  The  Home 
Secretary  A^l  15,  553 

Currency 
Bi-metaUism,  Res.  on  going  into  Committee 

of  Ways  and  Means  April  18,  815 
Coinage,  Questions,  Mr.  Coghill,  Mr.  H.  H. 

Fowler ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the 

Exchequer  April  18,808 
New  Gold  Coins,  Question,  Sir  W.  Harcourt ; 

Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

April  24,  1282 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue 

Assessment  of  Lodging  Houses,  QuObtion, 
Mr.  Maolure ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  May  1,  1823 

Customs  Department,  Res.  Mar  31,  308 

Dog  Licences — Forest  of  Dean,  Question,  Mr. 
Samuelson ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  Mar  31,  288 

Excise  and  Customs  Department,  Question ^ 
Mr.  Jordan ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  April  28,  1529 

Export  Duties  in  the  Scilly  Islands,  Question^ 
Mr.  Channing  ;  Answer,  The  President  of 
the  Local  Goyernment  Board  Mar  31, 
269 

Qold  and  Silver  Plate  Duty,  Question,  Mr. 
J.  Rowlands  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  April  22, 1081 ;  Question, 
Mr.  Schwann;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  April  24,  1275 ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  H.  Wilson,  Mr.  H.  Vincent ;  An- 
swers, The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
April  26,  1417 

Income  lax — Friendly  Societies,  Question^ 
Mr.  Channing;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  Mar  27, 34 

Inhabited  House  Duty,  Questions,  Mr.  J. 
Kelly;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  April  Z4i,  1272 ;  April  25,  1417  ; 
Question,  Mr.  Hobhouse;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  April  24, 
1278  ;  Question,  Mr.  Schwann ;  Answer, 
The  Cnanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  May  I, 
1818;  Question,  Mr.  Lawson;  Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  May  1, 
1821 

Icont.   . 
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Customs  and  Inland  Revwiue — oont. 

Joint  Stock  Companies  and  Taxationj  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Caldwell ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  April  25, 1413 

Land  Tax,  Question,  Mr.  Hobhonse ;  Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Mar  28, 
168 

Medicine  Stamp  Act,  Question,  Mr. 
Buchanan;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  Mar  28,  172 

Methylated  Spirits,  Question,  Mr.  Baring; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
April  25, 1413 

Moss  Litter  Importation,  Question,  Mr. 
Toung;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  April  14, 451 

Officers 

Customs,  Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ; 
Answer,  T^e  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
Mar  31,  286;  Question,  Mr.  Bryce; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer May  1, 1822 

Inland  ReventLe Department,  QaeB^on.f'M.r, 
Hayden ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  Mar  31,  290 ;  Question, 
Mr.  O'Hanlon  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  May  1, 1821 

M*Ali8ter,  Mr.  J.,  Question,  Sir  T.  Es- 
monde ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  ApHl  22,  1074 

Spirit  Dutieft,  Question,  Mr.  Watt ;  Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchiequer  April  2^, 
1264;  Questions,  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr. 
Caldwell,  Mr.  R.  Chamberlain ;  Answers, 
Th«i  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  April  2i, 
1276 

Statistical  Department,  Question,  Mr.  Kelly  ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
April  24,  1273 

Sugar  Duties,  Question,  Mr.  Watt ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
3/ar  27,  11 

Tea  and  Currants  Duties,  Question,  Mr.  J. 
Kelly;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  April  22,  1079 ;  Question,  Mr. 
Oldroyd ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  April  24, 1274;  Questions,  Mr. 
Channing,  Mr.  Bryce;  Answer?,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  April  25, 
1414 

Violins,  Duties  on,  Questions,  Dr.  Cameron ; 
Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
April  1,405;  April  15,558 

(See  also  Ways  and  Means) 

Customs  and  Inland  Reveniie  Bill 

€,  Ordered ;  Read  P  •  April  23,  1232 

Onstoms    Consolidation     Act     (1876) 
Amendment  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  Read  1°*  April  SO,  1805 

Cyprus 

Expenditure,  Question,  Sir  G.  Trevelyan ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  April  17,  690 


Dalrymple,  Sir  C,  Ipstvich 
Educational  Endowment  (Scotland)  (Red- 
hythe  Bursaries,  &o.,  Fordyce),  Res.  878 

Darling,  Mr.  M.  T.  Stormonth  (Solicitor 
General   for  Scotland),  Edinburgh 
and  SL  Andrew's  Universities 
Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister  Bill, 

2R.  1793 
Scotland — Contagious  Diseases    (Animals) 
Act,  Assessment  under,  809 

DE  COBAIN,  Mr.  E.  S.  W.,  Belfast,  K 
Malta,  Marriages  in,  1819 
Poor  Law  (Ireland)  Rating  Bill,  Ordered  for 
Committee,  378 

DE  LA  Warr,  Earl 

Steamship  "  City  of  Paris,"  921 

DE  Lisle,  Mr.  E.  J.  L.  M.  P.,  Leicester- 
shire, Mid 
Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister  Bill, 

2R.  1800 
Newfoundland — French  Lobster  Factories, 

1265 
Supply— Slave  Trade,  Ac,  1131 

DE  Ramsey,  Lord 

Open  Spaces  Bill,  2R.  6 

DE   Rothschild,    Baron    F.    J.,    Bucks, 
Aylesbury 
Post  Office— Telegraphists,  Res.  589 

DE  Worms,  Right  Hon.  Baron  H.  (Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  tlie  Colonies), 
Liverpool,  East  Toxteth 
Africa  (South  Coast) 
Bechuanaland,  690,  1079 
Swaziland,  978 
America — Grand  Orange  Lodge,  958 
Canada— Toronto  and  Trinity  College,  289 

Ceylon 

Distieps  in,  14 

Paddy  Tax,  1524 
Cypras — Expenditure,  690 
Malta— Executive  Council,  1283 
Supply 

Colonial   Service,  Ac,   1481,    1482,  1483, 
1489 

Slave  Trade,  Ac,  1456 
Trinidad— Education,  1272 

DnLON,  Mr.  J.,  Mayo,  E. 

Purchase  of  Land  and   Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  1306,  1360,  1364,  1367, 

1373,  1542,  1545,  1554,  1557,  1614,  1652, 

1653,  1686,  1841,  1846,  1858 
Supply— Slave  Trade,  Ac,  1117,  1129,  1130, 

1134,  1439,  1448, 1449,  1450 

DiLLWYN,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Swansea,  Town 
Kew  and  Petersham  Vicarage  Bill,  2B.  1629, 

1630 
Merchant  Sliipping — Pilots,  292 

\cont. 
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DiLLWYNj.Mr.  L.  L. — cont. 

Supply— Boyal  Palaces,  Ac.,  360 
Titiie  Bent-Gharge  Eecovery  and  Redemp- 
tion Bill,  2R.  123 

Directors'  Liability  Bill 

c.  Order  for  Committee  ;  Committed  to  Stand- 
ing Committee  on  Trade,  &c,  April  16,  661 

Dixon-Hartulnd,  Mr.  P.  D.,    Middlesexy 
Uxbridge 
Bichmond  Footbridge  (Lock,  &o.)  Bill,  Order 

for  Committee,  1254,  1255 
Supply — Switzerland — British  Medical  Men, 
494 

DORINQTON,  Sir  J.  E.,  Gloucester,  Tewkes- 
bury 
Tithe  Bent-C barge   Recovery  and  Bedemp- 
tion  Bm,  2B.  236 

Dike,    Right  Hon.    Sir  W.   H.   (Vice 
President     of    tlie    Committee     of 
Council  on  Education),  Kent,  Dart 
ford 
Education      Department     (England     and 
Wales) 
Croxton  Village  School,  409 
Education  Code,  36,  306,   407,  977,  1514, 

1644 
Education  Code  Bill,  303, 1082 
Glamorganshire— Candidates  for  Training 

Colleges,  1528 
IndustriiEkl  Education,  302 
Polytechnic  Institute,  11 
Boyal  School  of  Mines,  1414 
St.  Augustine  School,  Kilburn,  975 
Statistics,  178 

East  Indu  (see  India) 

Ecclesiastical  Dilapidations  Act,  1871 
Return  ordered  Mar  27,  11* 

Education  Department 

Croxton  Village  School,  Qaestions,  Mr. 
Newnes,  Mr.  W.  Redmond ;  Answers,  The 
Vice  President  April  1,  408 

Education  Code,  Questions,  Mr.  Mundella ; 
Answers,  The  Vice  President  Mar  27,  36  ; 
lfar31,  306;  Questions,  Mr.  Powell,  Mr. 
P.  O'Brien  ;  Answers,  The  Vice  President 
ApriZ  1,  407 ;  Question,  Mr.  S.  Buxton ; 
Answer,  The  Vice  President  April  21, 
977;  Questions,  Mr.  S.  Balfour,  Mr.  J. 
Kelly;  Answers,  The  Vice  President  April 
28, 1514 ;  Question,  Sir  J.  Colomb ;  An- 
swer, The  Vice  President  April  29,  1644 

Industrial  Education,  Question,  SirR.  Paget; 
Answer,  The  Vice  President  Mar  31,  302 

London  School  Board  Buildvngs,  Question, 
Dr.  Farquharson;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  April  28,  1535 

Polytechnic  Institute,  Question,  Mr.  O.  V. 
Morgan;  Answer,  The  Vice  President 
Mar  27,  11 

Icont, 


Education  Department— -cont. 

Royal  School  of  Mines,  Question,  Mr.  M. 
Cameron;  Answer,  The  Vice  President 
April  25, 1413 

St,  Augustine  School  at  Kilhurn,  Question, 
Mr.  Channing;  Aiiswer,  The  Vice  Presi- 
dent April  21,  975 

Statistics,  Question,  Mr.  J.  Talbot ;  Answer^ 
The  Vice  Preeident  Mar  28,  178 

Vaccination  Laws  and  Education  Code,  Do- 
bate  on  going  into  Committee  of  Supply 
April  25, 1469 

Wales  —  Olamorganshire  —  Candidates  for 
Training  College,  Question,  Mr.  D. 
Thomas;  Answer,  The  Vice  President 
April  28, 1S2S 

Edncation  Code  (1890)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  1*»  •  April  14,  459 

Education  Code  BUI 

Qaestion,  Mr.  Mundella ;  Answer,  The  Vice 
President  Mar  31,  303;  Questioo,  Mr. 
Channing;  Answer,  The  Vice  President 
April  22,  1082 

Educational  Endoumient  (Scotland)  {Red- 
hythe  Bursaries,  dcc.^  Fordyce) 
Motion  for  an  Address  Mar  31,  378 

Education     {Primary     Instruction     in 

Paris) 
c.  Retnrn  ordered  and  presented  Mar  31,  307, 
388 

Egypt 

Boulah  Museum,  Question,  Mr.  Howorth ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreigu 
Affairs  April  17,  685 

Eastern  Soudan,  Distress  in.  Question,  Mr. 
Bryce ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  Mar  31, 298 

Toski,  The  Field  of—Unburied  Dead,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  F.  Stevenson;  Answer,  Tho 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  Mar 
27,23 

Elcho,  Lord,  Ipsivich 
Law  and  Justice 
Bury    St.    Edmunds  —  Assizes,    1810;  — 

Prison,  1280 
Criminal  Sentencep,  928 


Elections     (Scotland)     (Corriipt 
Illegal  Practices)  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  Read  1«>«  April  29,  1749 


and 


Electoral    Disabilities    (Naval,    Mili- 
tary, and  Police)  Bill 

c.  Read  2*>  April  25,  1422 

Electi*ic  Lighting 

Companies  and  Local  Authorities,  Question, 
Mr.  Eimber;  Answer,  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  Moy  1,  1820 

[^cont. 
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Electric  lAghting—cont. 

Death  from  Electric  Currents  in  the   United 

States,    QueBtion,  Mr.    James;    Answer, 

The    President  of    the  Board  of  Trade 

April  21,  964 
Leeds    Electric    Lighting,     Question,     Mr. 

Waddy;    Answer,  The  President  of  the 

Board  of  Trade  April  28, 1633 

Electric  Lighting  Acts  Amendment  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  1°  *  April  28, 1612 

Elliot,  Hon.  A.  R.  D.,  Roxburgh 

Marriage    with  a  Deceased    Wife's  Sister 
Bill,  2R.  1769,  1770,  1771,  1776,  1789 

Elliot,  Hon.  H.  F.  H.,  Ayrshire,  N, 
Scotland— Repair  of  Roads,  1623 

Ellis,  Mr.  J.,  Leicestershire,  Bosworth 
County  Council — Police  Rates,  1076 
Vaccination    Laws — Education  Code,  Res. 
1460 

Ellis,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Nottingham,  RiLshcliffe 
Census  of  1891,  690 
County  Court  Registrars,  1826 
Employers'  LiabiUty  Bill,  36,  974 
Estimates — ^Arrangement  of  Votes,  669 
Ireland 
Army — Employment  of  Soldiers  at   Evic- 
tions, 669 
Encumbered  Estates  Act,  272, 643 
Land  Commission 
Nett  Rental,  162 
Security  from  Tenants,  1266 
Land  Courts — Returns,  960 

Police 

Employment  at  Evictions,  660 
Faneral  of  Mr.  M.  Harris,  918 
Parliament— Business    of  the  House,  Res. 

661,  671 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested   Districts 

(Ireland)  BUI,  19;  2R.  1342 
Railway  Acts,  683 
Shop    Assistants     (Weekly     Half-Holiday) 

Bill,  2R.  1762 

Elphinstone,  Lord 

Bombay  and  Gibraltar  Dock  Accommoda- 
tion, 1248 

Emigration 

Chinese  Emigration  to  Australia^  Question, 
Mr.  W.  Redmond;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary^  for  Foreign  Affairs  Mar  31,  291 

Emfloyer^  Liability  for  Injuries  to 
Workmen  Bill 
Question,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis ;  Answer,  The  Home 
Secretary  "Mar  27,  36 ;  Question,  Mr. 
Bradlaugh;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  April  14,  467;  Questions, 
Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  Answers, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  A^l  21, 
974 


EsMONDB,  Sir  T.  G.,  Bvhlin  Co.,  S. 
Customs— Mr.  J.  M'Alister,  1074 
Estimates — Arrangement    of    Votes,   Bes. 

1466 
Supply — Colonial  Service,  &o.,  1490, 1491 

EssLEMONT,  Mr.  P.,  Aberdeenshire,  E, 
Ireland 

Ashbourne  Acts,  1266 

Church  Temporalities,  1281 
Scotland  —  Fishermen's    DwelUogs,     Res. 

1475,  1477 
Shop    Assistants     (Weekly    Half-Holiday) 

Bill,  2R.  1762 
Supply— Slave  Trade.  Ac.,  1130 
Trinidad— Education,  1272 

Evans,  Mr.  S.  T.,  Glamorgan,  Mid, 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Glamorganshire,  1818 
Tithe  Rent-C barge  Recovery  and  Redemp. 
tion  BUI,  2R.  63,  103,  104,  111 

Exchequer     Bonds      (Cape      Railtvay) 

(1890-91) 
c.  Return  ordered  April  22,  1136 ;  Presented 

April  23,  1232 

Factory  and  Worksliops  Acts  (see  title 
Labour,  Trade,  arid  Commerce) 

Fabquharson,  Dr.  R.,  Aberdeenshire,  W, 

Brompton  Cemetery,  681 

Contagious     Diseases    (Animals)    (Pleuro- 
pneumonia) BQl,  2R.  447 

London  School  Board  Buildings,  1636 

Rabid  Dogs,  1824 

Supply 

Pablic  BuOdings,  &c.,  426,  429 
Switzerland — British  Medical  Men,  493 

Farquharson,  Mr.  H.  R.,  Dorset,  W. 
Tithe  Bent-Charge  Recovery  and  Redemp- 
tion Bill,  2B.  228 

Fenwick,  Mr.  C,  Northumberland,  Wans- 
beck 
Mines — Inspectors*  Report,  811 

Ferguson,  Mr.  R.  C.  M.,  Leith,  <S:c 
j^  avy— '  ♦  Malabar  "  Troopship,  687 

Fergusson,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  (Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs),  Manchester,  N.E, 

Africa  (South  East) 
Delagoa  Bay,  977 

America — United  States 
Extradition  Treaty,  286 
Shipping  Goods— Invoices,  298,  1637 
Sugar  Duties  with  West  Indies,  12 
Tariff  Bill,  655,  967 

Armenia 
Outrages,  169 
Papers  Relating  to,  1641 

\c<inU 
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Febousson,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  J,—cofU. 
Berlin  Labour  Conference,  685 
China 

Chungking,  Port  of,  1640 

Emigration  to  Australia,  291 

Crete 

Outrages,  1525 

Turkish  War  Vessels,  304 

Egypt 

Boulak  Museum,  686 

Soudan,  Distress  in  the,  298 

Toski,  Field  of,  24 
Greece,  Murders  in,  1825 

India 

Maharaja  Soindia,  the  Late,  155 

Merchant  Shipping  Regfulations,  155 
Malta,  Marriages  in,  1820 
Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister  Bill, 

2B.  1786,  1787,  1789, 1794 
Newfoundland    Fisheries,    177,    805,  897, 

1265 
Portugal 

East  Africa,  30 

Expedition  up  the  Shir^,  685 

Supply 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  &c.,  461, 

463,  464,  465,  466,  467,  468,  469,  471, 

472,  474,  475,  477,  478,  480,  482,  487, 
•  489,  493,  494,  495,  4^,  607,  513,  514, 

515,  517,  519,  520,  528,  524,  529,  581, 

533,  535,  538 
Slaye  Trade,  &c.,  1120, 1129,  1130, 1131, 

1132,  1134, 1440, 1446 

Turkey 
Hassan  Bey,  1822 
Moassa  Bey,  Trial  of,  1533 
Bey.  J.  Dobie,  178,  686 


Fevebsham,  Earl  of 

Ireland — Special  Commission  Act,  Bes. 
140 


10, 


Field,  Admiral  E.,  Sussex,  Eastbourne 
Licensing  Law  Amendment  Bill,  Bes.  1727 


Financial  Statement^  1890-91 
Betum    ordered    and  presented  April 
912 


18, 


Fisher,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Fulham 

Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 
(Ireland)  Bill,  2B.  1648,  1650,  1652, 
1653 


Fisheries  Begnlatlon  (Scotland)  Bill 

c.  Order  for  2B.  read ;  Adjourned  April  80, 
1803 


Fitzgerald,  Dr.  J.  G.,  Longford,  S, 
Ireland—Dishoming  Cattle,  545 ;  Bes.  1471 
Supply — EmbassieB  and  Missions  Abroad, 
Ac.,  474    . 


Fltnn,  Mr.  J.  C,  Cork,  N. 

Intoxicating  Liquors,  &c.  (Ireland)  BUI,  2U. 

1202,  1203 
Ireland — ^Destruction  of  Woods,  1833 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  BiU,  1808 

Foley,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Galwanf,  Connemara 
Ire]and-<-Queen'8  College,  Galway,  16 

Foreign  Affairs — Secretary  of  State  (see 
Salisbury,  Marquess  of) 

Foreign  Affairs — Under  Secretary  of 
State  (see  Fergusson,  Right  Hon. 
Sir  J.) 

Foreign  Affairs 
Foreign  Offi>ce  ContractSt  Qaestion,  Mr.  Law- 
son  ;  Answer,  The  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  ApHl  1,  395 

FORTESCUB,  Earl 
Ireland — Special  Commission  Act,   Bes.  9, 
142 

FoRWOOD,  Mr.  A.  B.  (Secretary   to  the 
Admiralty),  Lancashire,  Ormskirk 
Civil  Service  Writers,  297 

Foster,  Sir  B.  W.,  Derby,  Ilkeston 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1847 
Ways  and  Means — Currants,  1098 

Fowler,  Right  Hon.  H.  H.,  Wolverhamp- 
ton, E. 

Civil  Service,  Second  Division,  179 

Coinage,  808 

Infectious  Disease  (Prevention)  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 127 

Local  Government  Board — Probate  Daty 
Grant,  960 

Malta,  Marriages  in,  1820 

Pablic  Trustee  Bill,  2B.  1804 

Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 
(Ireland)  Bill,  1806 ;  2B.  1066 

Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement, 
786,  790,  791 

Fowler,  Sir  R  N.,  London 
Merchant  Shipping  Acts  Amendment  Bill, 

Be-committed,  377 
Parliament — Business   of   the  House,  Bes. 

573 
Prisons 

Death  at  Manchester — Case  of    Gatclifife, 
Bes.  338 

Discipline,  810 
Ways  and  Means 

Financial  Statement.  751 

Tea  Committee,  1096 

Fox,  Dr.  J.  F.,  King's  County,  TuUamore 
Ireland 
Belfast  Schools,  542 

Railway  from  Bathmullan  to  Falcarrsgh, 
392 
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Fraser-Mackixtosh,  Mr.   C,    Inverness- 
shire 
Scotland— Crofters'  Holdings,  682 

Friendly  f^ocieties 

Income  Tax^  Qaestion,  Mr.  Ghanning ;  An. 
swer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  Mar 
27,  34 

Fry,  Mr.  T.,  Darlington 

MarriaRTB  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister  Bil], 
2R.  1778 

Fulton,  Mr.  J.  Forrest,  West  Ham,  N, 
Customs  Department,  Bes.  325 

Gardner,  Mr.  H.,  Essex,  Saffron  Walden 
Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister  Bill, 
2B.  1763, 1776 

Gathorne-Hardy,   Hon,    A.   E.,   Sussex, 
East  Grinstead 
Parliament — Basiness  of  the  House,  Res. 
564 

Gedgb,  Mr.  S.,  Stockport 

Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  2E.  1058 
St.  Martin's-in-the-Fields'  Electric  Lighting 

BiU,  2B.  449 
Tithe  Bent-Charge  Becovery  and  Bedemp- 

tion  Bill,  2B.  67,  73 

Germany 

Berlin  Lahour  Conference  (see  Labour, 
TradCj  and  Commerce) 

Gibraltar 
Dock  Accommodation y  Question,  Observations, 
Viscount  Sidmouth,  Vioount  Cross,  Lord 
Elphinstone  April  24,  1246 

Gill,  Mr.  T.  P.,  Louth,  S, 
Ireland 

Lfiw  and  Justice 
Explosives  Act,  164 
M'Dermott,  Mr.,  164,  302,  394 

Gladstone,  Right  Hon.  W.  E.,  Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian 
Customs  Department,  Bes.  319 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 
(Ireland)  Bill,  2B.  1288, 1292,  1304,  1308, 
1313,  1558,  1569,  1854,  1940 

Glusgow  Licensed  Premises 
Bcturn  ordered  April  29,  1750 

Gold  and  Silver  Plate 
Beturn  ordered  April  21,  980 

Goldsmid,  Sir  J.,  St.  Pancras,  S. 
Supply — Egypt,  525 


GORST,   Right  Hon.   Sir  J.   E.  (Under 
Secretary     of     State    for     India), 
Chatham 
Electoral  Disabilities  (Naval,  Military,  and 
Police)  Bill,  2B.  1423,   1426,  1428,   1434, 
1435 
India 
Agricultural  Prospects,  667,  668,  1515 
Bengali,  Murder  of  a,  at  Dnm  Dum,  666^ 

964 
Burma,  Leprosy  in,  1828 
Calcutta— Small  Pox,  1516 
Chin-Lushai  Expedition,  1636 
Civil  Service 
Crawford  Case,  1636 
Luson,  Mr.,  1516 
Councils — Minutes  of  Vioeroyp,  1411 
Delhi— Cambridge  Mission,  283 
Durbunga  —  Destruction    of   a    Hindoo 

Temple,  1267 
Factory  Acts,  666,  667 
Finaxice  Committee,  1412 
Gvralior,  Expedition  in,  1635 
Madras^ Slave  Trade,  558 
Mabutija  Scindia,  283 
Beligious  Differences,  1827 
South  Indian  Railway  Purchase  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 1104,1106, 1107,  1112,1113 

GosCHEN,  Right  Hon.  G.  J.  (Chancellor 

of   the    Exchequer),    St.    George's, 

Hanover  Square 
Bi-metallism,  Bes.  902 
Civil  Service  Clerks — Second  Division,  976, 

1817 
Colonial  Grovemment  Securities,  1823 
Currency— Coinage,  808,  1282 
Customs 

Department,    Bes.    322,    323,    324,   33J, 
331 

Methylated  Spirits,  1413 

Moss  Litter,  Importation  of,  451 

Officers,  290,  1822 

Tea  and    Currants    Duties,   1079,   1274, 
1415 

Wine  Duties,  1264, 1277 
Hall-Marking— Gold  and  SUver  Plate,  811, 

1075,  1517,  1536 
Hereditary  Pensions,  450 
Inland  Bevenuo 

Assessment  of  Lodging  Houses,  1824 

Gold  and  Silver  Plate  Duties,  1081,   1275, 
1418 

Inhabited  House  Duty,  1272,  1278,  1417, 
1818,  1821 

Joint  Stock  Companies,  1 113 

Land  Tax,  169 

Medicine  Stamp  Act,  172 
Ireland 

Church  Surplus,  456 

Local  Taxation— Bealty,  1836 
Licensing 

"  Betterment "  Principle,  1409 

Suppression  of  Public  Houses,  976 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1540 
Post  Office  Savings  Banks— Officers,  1814 
Public  Trostees  and  Trust  Companies'  BiU, 

303,  555 

leant. 
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QoscRSN,  Bight  Hod.  Q.  J.— cone. 
Pnrohase  of  Land  and  Oongested  Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  2B.  1803,  1304, 1305,  1307, 

1308,  1311,  1312,  1313,  1873 
Saviogs  Banks 

Cambridge  Trustee,  296,  970 

Chelsea,  290 
Scotland— Educational  Grant,  1278 
Trustee  Sayings  Banks  Bill,  973 
Ways  and  Means 

Budget  Propositions,  812, 1078 

Currants,  Committee,  1099,  1100, 1101 

Financial  Statement,  Committee,  692, 742, 
744,  764,  760, 761,  773,  778, 779,788,  791 

Tea,  Committee,  1088,  1089,  1090,  1098, 
1095. 1097, 1098 
Woolwich  Arsenal,  971 

GouBLET,  Mr.  E.  T.,  Sunderland 
Navy 
Ships 
"iitwon,"  1639 
«  Trafalgar:'  1638 
"  Victoria;'  1638 

Government  Contracts 
Foreign  Office  Contracts,  Qoestion,  Mr.  Law- 
son;    Answer,   The    First  Commissioner 
of  Works  April  1,  395 
Furniture,  Res.  Mar  31,  348 

Government  Depa/rtm.ent  Securities 
Beturn  ordered  April  22,  1070 

Graham,  Mr.  R.  C,  Lanark,  N.  W. 
Army 

Cavalry  Bootmakers,  1263 

Jobson's  Time  Fuse,  1518 
Coal  Mines 

Cruelty  to  Horses,  1263 

Morfa  Pit,  399 
Destitution  in  East  London,  560,  1532 
Electoral  Disabilities  (Naval,  Military,  and 

Police)  BUI,  2R.  1433 
Factory  Acts 

Cardiff,  399,  675 

Great  Wt  stern  Cotton  Works,  Bristol,  399 
Government  Writers,  1412,  1532 
Labour  and  Capital,  Bes.  1153,  1158,  1159, 

1161, 1163,  1164 
Law  and  Justice — Case  of  Feely,  978 
Miners  (Bight  Hoars)  Bill,  1285 
Navy 

Booka— Employes,  686 
Pembroke — Davies,  Mr.  J.,  Case  of,  549 
Post  Office  Officials— Meetings,  1270 

Gbanville,  Earl 
Ireland — Special  Commission  Act — Standing 
Orders,  Res.  8,  9, 10,  134,  135, 137,  141 

Gray,  Mr.  C.  W.,  EsseXy  Maldon 

Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recovery  and  Redemp- 
tion Bill,  2R.  192,  206,  251 

Greece 

Murder  of  Two  Christians,  Questioni  Mr. 
Schwann;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  May  1,  1824 

VOL.  CCCXLni.     [third  series.] 


Grey,  Sir  E.,  ^  orthumherland,  Berunck 
Law  and  Justice — Case  of  J.  Thornton  and 
J.  Haigh,  174 

Grotbian,  Mr.  F.  B.,  Hull,  E. 
Board  of  Trade—"  City  of  Paris,*'  1269 
Electoral  Disabilities  (Naval,  Military,  and 
Police)  Bill,  2R.  1434 

Ouardians  of  the  Poor  (Elections)  Bill 

c.  Order  for  2R  ;    Adjourned  April  30, 1802 

Haldane,  Mr.  R.  B.,  Haddington 

Educational   Endowment  (Scotland)   (Red- 

hythe    Bursaries,    &c.,    Fordyce),    Res. 

380 
Orphan  Hospital  Scheme,  Edinburgh,  Res. 

387 

Hall,  Mr.  C.,.  Cambridge,  Chesterton 
Cambridge  Trustee  Savings  Bank,  970 

HalUMarking 

Qold  and  Silver  Plate,  Questions,  Mr.  H. 
Vincent,  Mr.  Montagu,  Mr.  Bradiaugh ; 
Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer April  18,  811 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Brad- 
laagh,  Sir  G.  Campbell ;  Aoswers,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  April  22, 
1075 ;  Question,  Mr.  Montagu ;  Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  April  28, 
1536;  Questions,  Mr.  Kimber,  Mr. 
Schwann,  Mr.  Mundella;  Answers,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  April  28, 
1517 

Halsbury,  Lord  (Lord  Chancellor) 
Adoption  of  Children  Bill,  2R.   1393,   1405 
Bills  of  Sale  Bill,  2R.  1233 
Criminal  Sentences,  937,  938,  947,  954 
Public  Trustee  BiU,  SB.  131 

Hamilton,  Right  Hon.  Lord  G.  J.  (First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty),  Middlesex^ 
Baling 
Navy 
Ascension  Jsland>  299 
Docks 
Chatham,  688 
Employes,  548,  687 
Pembroke — Case  of  J.'Davies,  549 
French  Fishing  Boats  ofE  the  Irish  Coast, 


Officers 

Major  H.  B.  Woods,  295 

Striking  a  Non-Comm  ssionel  Officer, 
36 
Ships 

**  Anson,"  1633 

"  Barraeouta;*  689 

"  Malabar,"  688 

New  Ironclads,  548 

"  Trafalgar,"  1638 

"  Victoria,'*  1638 
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Hanbubt,  Mr.  R.  W.,  Preston 
Army — Officers*  Swords,  677 
Portngnese  Erpedition  ap  the  Shir^,  685 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  BiU,  2B.  1611,  1614 
Supply— Slave  Trade,  Ac,  1115,  1451 

HiBCOUBT,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.   G.  V., 
Derby 
Bi-metallism,  Bes.  854 
Cnrrency— New  Gold  Coins,  1282 
Lioensing  Law  Amendment  Bill,  Bes.  1734, 

1742, 1743 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1419, 

1540 
Police  Buildings  on  the  Embankment,  1282 
Purchase  of  I^nd  and  Congested  Districts 
(Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  1575,  1576, 1589,  1840 
Tithe  Bent-Charge  Recovery  and  Redemp- 
tion Bill,  2B.  251 
Ways  and  Means 
Currants,  Committee,  737,  742, 1100 
Tea,  Committee,  1093,  1095 

Habdcastle,  Mr.  E.,  Sal/ord^  iT. 

Salford  Gas  Frauds— Public  Petition,  1809 

Hares  and  Babbits  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Bead  l^  •  April  25,  1408 

Habbinqton,  Mr.  B.,  Kerry,  W. 
Ireland 

Epidemics,  30 

French  Fishing  Boats  off  the  Coast,  1262 

Special  Commission  Beport,  Price  of,  23 
Purchase  of  Land  and   Con^rested  Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  18;  2R.  1066 

Hartington,  Right    Hon.   Marquess  of, 
Lancashire,  Rossendale 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 
{Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  1913 

Havelock- Allan,    Lieut.-General  Sir  H. 
M.,  Dxirham,  S.E. 
Army — Volunteer  Equipments,  964 

Hayden,  Mr.  L.  P.,  Leitrim,  S. 

Inland  Bevenue  Department  Officials,  290 
Ireland — Magistracy — Magan,  Mr.  P.,   273, 
1415,  1460 

Healt,  Mr.  M.,  Cork 

Electoral  Disabilities  (Naval,  Military,  and 

Police)  Bill,  2B.  1422,  1428 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  &c.  (Ireland)  Bill,  2B. 

1220,  1225 
Ireland 

Ashbourne  Acts,  1257 

County  Court  Bules,  1261 

Excise  Licences  in  Cork,  1820 

Magherafelt  Union,  1416 

Healy,  Mr.  T.  M.,  Longford,  N. 

Purchase  of  Land  and   Congested   Districts 
(Ireland)  Bill,  2B.  1847, 1849,  1860,  1940 


Heath,  Mr.  A.  R.,  Lincoln,  Louth 
Tithe  Bent-Charge  Becovery  and  Bedemp- 
tion  Bill,  2B.  95 

Heaton,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Canterbitry 
Post  Office 
America  and  Hong  Kong  Postal  Charges 

454 
Australian  and  Indian  Mails,  1268 
Contracts — Messrs.  De  La  Bue,  286 
Parcel  Post,  887 
Post  Cards,  26,  389 
Postal  Orders,  300 
Telegprams 

France,  453 

Bailway  Messages,  301 

Submarine,  679 

Heneaqe,  Right  Hon.  E.,  Great  Grimsby 
Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife*s  Sister  Bill, 

2B.  1782, 1784,  1786, 1789 
Bating  of  Machinery  Bill,  2B.  622,  640 
Tithe  Bent-Charge  Becovery  and  Bedemp- 

tion  BiU,  2B.  120 

Herbert,  Hon.  S.  (A  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury), Croydon 
Parliament — Kitchen  Committee,  408 

Herring      Fishery     (Scotland)     Act 
(1889)  Amendment  Bill 

c.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Bead  3°  *   and 

passed  Mar  27, 125 
/.  Beadl*»lfar28,  153 

Herschell,  Lord 

Adoption  of  Children  Bill,  2B.  1399 
Criminal  Sentences,  924,  928,  937,  947,  954 
Ireland — Special  Commission  Act,  Bes.  141 
Juvenile  Offenders  Bill,  2B.  1503 
Merchant   Shipping  Acts  Amendment   BiU, 

2B.  1233,  1244 
Puhlic  Trastee  Bill,  3R.  131 
Trust  Companies  Bill,  3R.  130 

Hill,  Mr.  A.  S.,  Stajffordshire,  Kingswin- 

ford 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  2B.  1939 
Bating  of  Machinery  Bill,  2R.  638,  639,  640, 

641 

Historical  Manuscripts  Commission 
Question,  Mr.  Crilly ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department  3f a;* 
27,  29 ;  Question,  Mr.  Crilly  ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  Mar  28, 
167 ;  Question,  Mr.  Crilly ;  Answer,  The 
Home  Secretary  Mar  31,  282 

Hoare,  Mr.  S.,  Norunch 
Army — Pensions,  390 
Doughty  Charity,  1512 

HoBHOUSE,  Mr.  H.,  Somerset,  E. 
Inhabited  House  Duty,  1278 
Land  Tax,  168 
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Home  Depabtment — Secretary  of  State 
(see  MArrHEWs,  Right  Hon.  H.) 

HoBfB  Department— Under  Secretary  of 
State  (see  Wortley,  Mr.  C.  B. 
Stuart) 

Hap  Industry 
Addition  to  Committee  Mar  28,  267 

HouLDSWORTH,  Sir  W.  H.,  Manchester, 
N.W. 
Bi-metallism,  Rep.  836,  840 
Bating  of  Machinery  Bill,  2B.  616 

Howard,  Mr.  J.,  Middlesex,  Tottenham 
Ways  and  Means — ^Tea,  Committee,  1095 

Howell,  Mr.  G.,.  Bethnal  Green,  N.E, 
Artizans'  and  Labonrers'  Dwellings,  973 
Berlin  Labour  Conference,  1827 
Electoral  Disabilities   (Naval,  Military,  and 

Police)  Bill.  2E.  1424, 1430 
Merchant  Shipping  Acts  Amendment  (Be- 

committed)  Bill,  Committee,  377 
Sayings  Banks 

Cambridge,  296 

Chelsea,  291 
Trustee  Savings  Banks  Bill,  973 

Howorth,  Mr.  H.  H.,  SaJford,  S. 
Egypt — Bonlak  Museum,  685 
Gas  Stokers,  33 

HOTLE,  Mr.  I.,   Lancashire,  S,B.,   Hey- 
tvood 
Bi-metalHsm,  Res.  869^  870 
Ways  and  Means — Currants,  1100 

Hughes,  Colonel  E.,  Wodunch 

Electoral  Disabilities  (Naval,  Military,  and 

Police)  Bill,  2B.  1424 
Woolwich  Arsenal,  971 

Hunter,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Aberdeen,  N, 
Malta — Executive  Council,  1288 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 
(Ireland)  Bill,  1808;  2R.  1894, 1903 

Illingworth,  Mr.  A.,  Bradford,  W. 
Electoral  Disabilities  (Naval,  Military,  and 
Police)  Bill,  2R.  1429 

India — Secretary  of  State  {see  Cross, 
Viscount) 

India — Under  Secretary  of  State  (see 
GORST,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  E.) 

Indll 

.  Agricultural  Prospects,  Questions,  Mr.  Brad- 
langh ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
India  April  17,  667 ;  April  28, 1515 

[^cont. 


India— conf. 

Bombay — Dock  Accommodation,  Question  ^ 
Observations,  Viscount  Sidmouth,  Vis- 
count Cross,  Lord  Elphinstone  April  24, 
1246 

Burma,  Upper — Leprosy,  Question,  Mr. 
Webster ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  India  May  1,  1827 

Calcutta — Sm^ll  Fox,  Question,  Mr.  Long ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  India 
April  28, 1516 

Ohin-Lushai  Expedition,  Question,  Mr.  Brad* 
laugh ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
India  ApHl  29,  1636 

Civil  Service 

Crawford  Case,  Question,  Mr.  Bradlangh  ; 

Answer,     The    Under     Secretary    for 

India  April  29,  1635 
Luson,    Mr. ,    Question,    Mr.  Bradlangh  $ 

Answer,   The     Under    Secretary     for 

India  Apnl  28,  1515 

Councils — Minutes  of  the  Late  and  Present 
Viceroys,  Questions,  Mr.  Bradlangh,  Mr. 
Buchanan ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  Mar  28, 153  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Bradlangh;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  India  April  25,  1411 

Delhi — Cambridge  Mission,  Question,  Mr. 
Bradlangh ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  India  Mar  31,  282 

Dum  Dum — Murder  of  a  Bengali,  Questions, 
Mr.  Bradlangh,  Sir  G.  Campbell;  An- 
swers, The  Under  Secretary  for  India 
April  17,  666;  Question,  Sir  G. 
Campbell ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  India  April  21,  963 

Durbunga — Destruction  of  a  Hindoo  Temple, 
Question,  Mr.  Keay  ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  India  April  24,  1267 

East  India  (Crawford  Case),  Address  for 
Returns  Mar  28,  153 

East  India  (Financial  Statement),  Address 
for  Returns  April  17,  691 

East  India  (Public  Works  Department),  Ad- 
dress for  Return  Mar  27,  12 

Factory  Act,  Amendment  of.  Questions,  Mr 
Mundella,  Mr.  J.  Maclean ;  AuBwers,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  India  April  17,  666 ; 
Question,  Mr.  S.  Smith ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  India  April  17,  668 

Finance  Committee,  Question,  Mr.  Bradlangh ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
India  April  25, 1412 

Owalior  Expedition,  Question,  Mr.  Brad- 
langh ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
India  April  29, 1634 

Madras— Slave  Trade,  Question,  Mr.  W. 
M'Laren ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  India  April  15,  657 

Maharaja  Scindia,  Questions,  Mr.  Bradlangh  ; 
Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  Mar  28,  155  ;  Ifar  31,  283 

Merchant  Shipping  Regulations,  Question, 
Sir  R.  Lethbridge  ;  Answeri»,  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  Mar  28, 
155 
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India — cont. 

Post  Office — Mails,  QaestioDS,  Mr.  Watt,  Mr. 
H.  Heaton;  Answers,  The  Postmaster 
General  April  24^  1268 
Religious  Differences^  Qnestion,  Mr.  J.  Mao- 
lean;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
India  May  1,  1827 

Indian  Councils  Bill 
Question,    Mr.   Bradlangh;    Answer,    The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  April  17, 668 

Industrial  Schools  Bill 

I.  Presented ;  read  !•  •  Mar  28,  129 
Bead  2*  and  committed  to   Standing  Com- 
mittee for  Bills  Relating  to  Law  April  28, 
1493 

Infectioiis  Disease  (Freveiition)  Bill 

c.  Considered  in  Committee  Mar  27,  125 ;  Mar 
28,266 

Inhabited  House  Duty  (see  Customs  and 
Inland  Revenue') 

Inland  Bevenue  (see  Customs  and  In- 
land Bevemie) 

Inland  Bevenne  Begnlation  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Eead  V  •  Mar  28,  267 
Read    2f*    and  committed  to  Select  Com- 
mittee   on    Statute  Law  Revision  April 
14,459 

International  Labour  Conference  at 
Berlin  (see  Labour^  Trade^  and 
Commerce) 

Intestates'  Estates  Bill 

c.  Read  2^  •  Apnl  28,  1631 

Intoxicating  Liquors  (Local  Veto) 
(Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Resolution  of  26th  March  considered  April  22, 
1170 
Read  2?  April  23,  1186 
Order  for  Committee  read ;   Deferred  April 
28,  1631 

Intoxicating  Liqu^'s,  d'c,  (^Ireland)  Bill 

Questions,    Mr.  Baumann,    Mr.    Cavendish 

Bentinck,  Mr.  T.  W.  Rnssell ;   Answers, 

The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasuiy  April  22, 

1086 

Intoxicating  Liqitors  Licences  {Scotland) 
Return  ordered  April  18,  913 

Ireland 

Army 

Canteen  Supplies^  Question,  Dr.  Tanner ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  for  War  April 
15,  551 

[cont. 


Ibeland — cont, 

Clare  Castle^  Military  at,  Question,  Mr, 
Jordan;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for 
War  April  28,  1528 

Employment  of  Military  at  Evictumfr 
Question,  Mr.  J.  Ellis;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  for  War  AprU  17, 669 

Oalway  Barracks,  Question,  Mr.  Pinker- 
ton;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for  War 
AprU  24,,  1260 

Soldiers  as  Railway  Porters,  Questions,  Dr. 
Tanner;  Answers,  The  Secretary  for 
War,  The  Chief  Secretary  April  24,. 
1286 

Surgeons  —  Ponsonhy  Estate  Evictions, 
Question,  Mr.  Brunner;  Answer,  Tho 
Financial  Secretary  for  War  April  29, 
1646 

Ashbourne  Acts,  Question,  Mr.  Eeay ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  April  18, 
806;  Questions,  Mr.  Esslemont,  Mr.  M> 
Healy;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
AprU  24,  1256 

Boycotting,  Questions,  Mr.  T.  W.  Rufsell, 
Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
Mar  28,  162 ;  Questions,  Mr.  O'Hanloo, 
Mr.  Sexton;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary Mar  31,  274 

Charities — Quinn  Bequest,  Questions,  Mr.  W. 
Redmond;  Answers,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  Mar  81,  274 ;  April  14, 
451 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue 
Esodse  Licences  in  Cork,  Question,  Mr.  M. 
Healy ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  May  1,  1829 
Officers — Mr.  J.  M'Alister,  Question,  Sir  T- 
Esmonde;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to- 
the  Treasury  April  22,  1074 

Drainage 

River  Barrow,  Question,  Mr.  Leahy; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  28, 
162 

Shannon,  Question,  Mr.  P.  J.  O'Brien  ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
Mar  27,  21;  Questions,  Mr.  P.  J. 
O'Brien,  Dr.  Tanner;  Answers,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  Mwr  28,  160  ; 
Question,  Mr.  P.  J.  O'Brien ;  Answer, 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  Mau 
1,  1835 

Education 

Belfast     Sehools,     Question,     Dr.     Fox ; 

Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  April  16, 

542 
Erasmus    Smith     Endowment,     Question, 

Mr.  J.  O'Connor;   Answer,  The  Chief 

Secretary  Mar  31,  278 
Indu4itrial  Schools—  Catholic  Children  and 

Grand    Jury,     Question,     Mr.    Knox ; 

Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  April  21, 

959 
Queen's    College,  Oalway,    Question,  Mr. 

Foley;  Answer,   The   Chief    Secretary 

Mar  27,  16 
Evicumhered  Estates  Act,  Questions,  Mr.  J. 
Ellis  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mar 
31,  272  ;  April  15,  543 
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Fisheries 
Bes.  ApHl  26, 1462 
Inspectors*  Report^  Questions,  Dr.  Tanner, 

Mr.  P.  J.  O'Brien;  Ansv^ers,  The  Chief 

Secretary  Mar  28, 156 
Kerry    Coast  —  French     Fishing     BoatSy 

Question,  Mr.  E.  Harring^n ;  Answer, 

The  First  Lord  of  the' Admiralty  April 

24,  1262 
River  Slamey,  Question,  Mr.  W.  Bedmond ; 

Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  31, 

270 

Labourers*  Dwellings  Acts,  Question,  Sir  C. 
Lewis;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  May  1,  1831 

Land  Commission 
Fermanagh,  Question,  Mr.  W.  Bedmond; 

Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  April  18, 

801 
King*8    County,    Question,    Mr.    MoUoy* 

Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  April  21, 

963 
Mayo    County,     Question,     Mr.     Crilly  ; 

Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  April  28, 

1520 
Nenagh,  Question,    Mr.    P/ J.    O'Brien; 

Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  28, 

160 
Security  from  Tenants,  Question,  Mr.  J.  E. 

Ellis;     Answer,  The    Chief    Secretary 

ApHl  24, 1255 

Sligo  County,  Question,  Mr.  P.  McDonald  . 

Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mir  31 

273 
Suh'Commissieners — Mr.     Bell,   Question! 

Mr.  Knox ;  Ans  «rer.  The  Chief  Secretary 

April  21,  958 

Zand  Commission,  Betum  ordered  April  24, 

1287 
Land  Purchase  Acts,  Question,  Dr.  Tanner; 

Answer,    The  Chief   Secretary  Mar    81, 

281 ;   Question,  Mr.  Keay ;   Answer,  The 

Ohief  Secretary  April  15,  647 ;  Questions, 

Mr.    Keay,    Mr.    J.    Morley ;     Answers, 

The    Chief    Secretary    Apnl    17,    672; 

Question,  Mr.  Bowntree ;   Answer,   The 

€hief  Secretary  April  21,  Q60 
Land  Purchase  Bill,  Betnrn  ordered  April 

16,  663 
Land    Purchase     Bill      (see     Purchase    of 

Land  amd'  Congestei   Districts    (Ireland) 

Bill) 
Land  Purchase    (Names    of    Landowners), 

Betum  ordered  Mar  31,  306 

Question,  Mr.  Keay ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  April  15,  543 

JLanded  Estates  Court 

Question,    Mr.    Sexton    April    15,    516 ; 

Questions,  Mr.  Sexton;  Answers,  The 

Chief  Secretary  ApHl  17,  673 ;  ApHl  18, 

807 
Hetums,  Question,  Mr.  T.  Ellis ;  Answer, 

The  Chief  Secretary  ApHl  21,  960 

Icznt. 


Ireland — cont. 
Landlord  and  Tenant 

Clongorey— Arrests,  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton ; 
Answers,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  27, 
20 ;  Question,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  31, 279 ;  State- 
ment by  Mr.  Sexton  ApHl  1,  410 

Destruction  of  Woods,  Question,  Mr. 
Flynn ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  May  1,  1833 

Donegal  Evictions,  Questions,  Mr.  P. 
O'Brien ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary Mar  28,  163 ;  Mar  31, 279 

Nett  Rental,  Question,  Mr.  J.  Ellis;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  28,  162 

0' Sullivan's,  Mr,  H,  B.,  Estate,  Question, 
Dr.  Tanner;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  ApHl  1,  392 

PoTisonby  Estate,  Question,  Mr.  Brunner 
Answer,  The  Financial  Secretary  for 
War  April  29, 1646 

Bent  Reduction,  Westmeath,  Question,  Mr. 
Tnite ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
Manf  1,  1832 

Sweeney  Estate — Evictions,  Question,  Mr. 
Sexton ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  ApHl  14,  454 

Law  and  Justice  and  Police 

County  Court  Rules,  Question,  Mr.  M. 
Healy ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  ^l>ra  24,  1261 

Derry  Assizes — Orange  Jurors,  Questions, 
Sir  C.  Lewis,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  John- 
ston; Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
April  18,  802 

Dishorning  Cattle,  Question,  Dr.  Fitz- 
gerald ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  ApHl  15,  545 ;  Bes.  April 
25, 1471 

Donegal  Crown  Solicitor,  Question,  Mr. 
Sexton ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
ApHl  24,  1286 

Explosives  Act — Secret  Court  of  Inquiry, 
Question,  Mr.  Gill;  Answer,  The  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  Mar  28, 
164 

Gardiner,  Mr,,  Case  of.  Question,  Dr. 
Tanner;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
ApHl  16,  664 

Grand  Jury — Catholic  Children's  InduS' 
tHal  School,  Question,  Mr.  Knox ;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Secretary  ApHl  21, 
959 

MDermoit,  Mr, — Secret  InqwiHes,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Gill ;  Answers,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,The  Chief  Secretary 
Mar  28,  164;  Question,  Mr.  Gill; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  31, 
302;  Questions,  Mr.  Gill,  Mr.  Sex- 
ton; Answers,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  iij>rt7  1,  394 

MacJcey,  Mr,  J,,  Question,  Mr.  Webb ;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Secretary  ApHl  22, 
1071 
Petty  Sessionti — Abbey feale.  Question,  Mr. 
W.  Abraham  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Sec- 
retary April  17,  671 
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Police 

Miscellaneous  Charges  Against,  QaestioD, 
Mr.  W.  Redmond  ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  April  15,  544;  Qaestion, 
Dr.  Tanner;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  April  17,  796; 
Qaestions,  Mr.  W.  Redmond,  Mr.  Sex- 
ton; Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
April  18.  800 ;  Question,  Mr.  W.  Red- 
mond ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
April  24,  1260;  Qaestions,  Mr.  H. 
Stewart ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary ApHl  28, 1518, 1541 

District  Inspector  Bigley,  Question,  Mr. 
Blane  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
Mar  28,  156 

Employing  Police  at  Evictions,  Cost  of, 
Questions,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis,  Dr.  Tanner ; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  April 
17,669 

Funeral  of  Mr,  M.  Harris — Conduct  of 
PolicCj  Question,  Mr.  Sexton ;  An- 
swer, The  Attorney  Greneral  for  Ire- 
land April  17,  796;  Question,  Mr. 
Sexton;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary April  18,  801 ;  Debate  on  Motion 
for  Adjournment  April  18,  913 

Medical  Attendant^  Question,  Mr.  Jor- 
dan ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
ApHl  28, 1529 

Prisons 

Castlehar — Death  of  P.  Craig,  Question, 
Mr.  Crilly;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  April  29,  1644 

Clonmel  Oaol — Treatment  of  Prisoners, 
Question,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  ApHl  28,  1525 

Clongorey  PHsoners,  Questions,  Mr. 
Carew,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  ApHl  18,  806 

Derry  Oaol,  Question,  Mr.  O'Hanlon; 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  May  1, 1833 

Prosecution  for  Displaying  a  Flag,  Ques- 
tion, Dr.  Tanner;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  April  22,  1072 

Rye,  Captain,  Charges  Against,  Questions, 
Dr.  Tanner;  Answers,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  ifar  31, 276 ;  April 
1,  394;  May  1,  1834;  Questions,  Dr. 
Tanner ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
April  15,  546 ;  ApHl  18, 803 ;  Question, 
Dr.  Tanner ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
(General  for  Ireland  May  1,  1834 

Sandes,  Mr.  0.,  Question,  Mr.  Clancy; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  May  1, 
1836 

Severe  Sentence,  Question,  Dr.  Tanner; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  28, 
158 

JAghthouses — Fastnet  Rock  Lighthouse^  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Crilly  ;  Answer,  The  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  Mar  31,  271 ;  State- 
ment of  Mr.  Crilly  Mar  27, 17 

Local  Qovemment  Billy  Questions,  Mr.  Lea, 
Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  J.  Morley ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  ApHl  21,  061 

[cont. 
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Local  Qovemment  Board 

Brandon  Board  of  Guardians  and  Mr.  John 
Rye,  Questions,  Dr.  Tanner,  Mr.  P. 
O'Brien ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
3far31,276 

Cork  Union,  Question,  Dr.  Tanner ;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  27,  15 

Magherafelt  Union,  Question,  Mr.  M. 
Healy;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
ApHl  25,  1416 

Medical  Oficers  —  Dr,  Ambrose — Alleged 
Neglect,  Question,  Dr.  Tanner ;  Answer, 
The  Cbief  Secretary  ApHl  22,  1073  ;— 
Killanir  District,  Question,  Mr.  Jordan 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  ApHl  28 
1530 

Local  Taxation — Realty,  Question,  Mr. 
Marum ;  Answer,  The  Chanoellor  of  the 
Exchequer  May  1,  1835 

Lunacy — Dundrum  Lunatic  Asylum,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  W.  Corbett,  Dr.  Tanner ;  An- 
swers, The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
May  1,  1832 

Magistracy 

Charges  against  a  Magistrate,  Question, 
Mr.  O'Hanlon  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  May  1,  1826 

Graham,  Mr.  Hugh,  Charges  against.  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  F.  O'Brien  ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  Mar  28, 163 ;  Mar  31, 
280;  ApHl  17,670 

Magan,  Mr,  P.,  Charges  against,  Ques- 
tioos,  Mr.  Hay  den,  Mr.  Sexton;  An- 
swers, The  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land Mar  31,  273 ;  April  25,  1415 ;  Res. 
ApHl  25,  1460 

Roman  Catholic  Magistrates,  Question, 
Mr.  P.  O'Brien;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  Mar  31,  277 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Alle- 
gations) — The   Special   Commission  Act 

Motions  (Earl  Granville)  if ar 27, 8;  Mar 
28,134 

Report,  Price  of  Questions,  Mr.  Rowntree, 
Mr.  A.  Acland,  Mr.  £.  Harrington; 
Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury Mar  27,  22 

Times'  Witnesses 

Daly,  John,  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton ;  An- 

swersf  The  Home  Secretary  April  14, 

457 ;  ApHl  17,  690 
Jarvis,  Inspector,  Question,  Mr.  Labou- 

chere ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secretary 

Mar  28,  166 
Pigott,  R.,  Questions,   Mr.    Cobb,    Mr. 

Labouchere;    Answers,    The     Home 

Secretary  Mar  28,  165 

Miscellaneous 

Ancient  Monuments,  Questions,  Mr.  Webb, 
Dr.  Tanner;  Answers,  The  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  ApHl  22,  1070 

Church  Surplus,  Question,  Sir  G. 
Trevelyan ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  ApHl  14,  456 

Church  Temporalities,  Question,  Mr.  Essie- 
mont ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Tveasnry  April  24, 1281 
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Epidemics,  Qaestion,  Mr.  B.  Harrington ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  3far  31, 
304 

Ordnance  Survey  Maps,  Question,  Mr. 
Webb ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agricaltnre  April  14,  450 

Unmuzzled  Dogs,  Question,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secrdtary  Mar  81, 
270 

Piers  and  Harbours 
Bally  cotton  Pier,  Qaestions,  Dr.  Tanner ; 

Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  28, 

167 ;  April  24,  1257 
Knockadoon  Pier,    Question,  Dr.  Tanner; 

Answer,  The  Seoretarr  to  the  Treasury 

April  24,,  1257 

Post  Office 

Belfcut  Post  Office,  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton ; 
Answers,  The  Postmaster  (General  Ifar 
SI,  271;  April  2i,  1269 

Corduff,  Question,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien  j  Answer, 
The  Postmaster  General  April  17,  670 

Enniskillen  Post  Office,  Questions,  Mr.  W. 
Bedmond;  Answers,  The  Postmaster 
General  Mar  31,  274 ;  ApHl  24,  1257 

Knockanore  Post  Office,  Question,  Mr. 
Webb ;  Answer,  A  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
April  22, 1076 

LetterkenvAf  Postmaster  ship.  Question, 
Mr.  A.  O'Connor;  Answer,  The  Post- 
master General  April  17,  672 

Lishum  Post  Office,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton ; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  April 
14,455 

Mearns  Cross,  Postmaster,  Question,  Mr. 
O'Hanlon;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  Mar  81,  273 

Nena^h  Postal  Arrangements,  Question, 
Mr.  P.  J.  O'Brien ;  Answer,  The  Post- 
master General  Mar  28,  161 
, ,  Waterford  Postmastership,  Question,  Mr. 
P.  O'Brien;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  May  1,  1831 

RaiUvckys 
Belfast — Dublin  Mail  Accident,  Question, 

Mr.   Sexton;    Answer,  The    l^sident 

of  the  Board    of    Trade  Ma/r  21,  18 
Dfmegal,Q,JxeBivm,  Mr.  A.  O'Connor;  An* 

swer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 

April  17,  671 
Qalway  and   Clifden,    Question,     Sir  C. 

Lewis ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 

for  Ireland  April  1,  391 

Light  Bailways 
Question,  Mr.  Marum  ;  Answer,  The  At- 
torney (General  for  Ireland  April  29, 
1642 ;  Question,  Mr.  Clancy ;  Answer, 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
May  1,  1834 

Rathmullan  to  Falcarragh,  Question,  Dr. 

Fox;    Answek*,  The  Attorney   General 

for  Ireland  April  1,  892 
Soldiers  as  Porters,  Questions,  Dr.  Tanner; 

Answers,  The  Secretary  for  War,  The 

Chief  Secretary  ApHl  24, 1286 

Icont^ 
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Tramways  Act,  Question,  Mr.  Donal  Sulli- 
van ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  Mar  31,  278 

Irish  Church  Temporalities  Fund 

Betum  ordered  and  presented  April  16,  661 

Isaacson,   Mr.   F.   W.,   Tourer  Hamlets, 
Stepney 
London  Streets  (Strand  Improvement)  Bill, 
Nomination  of  Committee,  1510 

Jackson,  Mr.  W.   L.  (Secretary  to  the 
Treasnry),  Leeds,  iT. 
Brompton  Cemetery,  682 
Civil  Service 
Clerks,  179,463,  1412,  1532 
Examinations,  1813,  1817 

Female  Clerks,  171 
Half -Holiday  to  Writers,  1081 
Customs 
Excise  and  Customs  Department,  1529 

Bes.  318 
Officers,  286 

Mr.  J.  M*AUster,  1074 
Statistical  Department,  1273 
Enfield  Small  Arms  Factory— Public  Baths, 

178 
Government  Copyright  in  Blue  Books,  682 
Halifax,  Nova  ocotSi,  and  Bermuda  Cable, 

556 
Historical  Manuscripts  Commission,  167 

Inland  Bevenue 

Collectors,  1821 

Dog  Licences  and  the  Forest  of  Dean,  288 

Income  Tax-r-Friendly  Societies,  34 

YioUns— Duties,  406.  559 
Inland  Bevenue  Begulation  Bill,  2B.  459 
Ireland 

Ancient  Monuments,  1071 

Church  Temporalities  Returns,  1282 

Donegal  Bail  way,  672 

Drainage — Shannon,  22,  161 

Fisheries,  Res.  1469 

Piers 

Ballycotton,  157,  1258 
Knockadoon,  1258 

Special  Commission  Report,  Price  of,  22 

Statute  of  Edward  III.— Returns,  161 

Tramway  Act,  278 
Lord  St.  Leonard's  Act,  1523 
New  Forest,  168 
Parliament 

House  of  Commons  Telephone,  401 

Papers  —Sale  Agency  in  Wales,  681 
Post  Office 

Contracts—Messrs.  De  La  Rue,  286 

Savings  Banks,  455 
Scotland 

Bankruptcy  Laws,  24,  286 
Suck  Drainage  (Provision  of  Funds),  Com- 
mittee, 1066, 1383 
Supply 

Colonial  Service,  &o,,  1484 

Royal  PalMM,  Aa,  850,  852 
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Slave  Trade,  &o.,  1123,  1135,  1438,  1440, 
1441,  1447, 1448, 1453,  1454,  1455,  1457 
Ways  and  Means 
Badget  Resolutions,  1084 
Tea,  1085 

James,  Right  Hon.  Sir  H.,  Bury,  Lanca- 
shire 
Electoral  Disabilities  (Naval,  Military,  and 

PoUoe)  Bill,  2R.  1427 
Rating  of  Machinery  Bill,  2R.  657 

James,  Hon.  W.  H.,  Gateshead 
^  Electric  Currents,  Deaths  from,  964 
Rating  of  Machinery  Bill,  2R.  647- 

Jbitbeys,  Mr.    A.    F.,    Hants,  Basing- 
stoke 
Electoral  Disabilities  (Naval,  Military,  and 

Police)  Bill,  2R.  1432 
Marrianre    wibh    a    Deceased  Wife's  Sister 

BiU,  2R.  1762 
Queen's  Stud,  1687 

Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recovery  and  Redemp- 
tion Bill,  2R.  80 

Jennings,  Mr.  L.  J.,  Stockport 
Admiralty  and  War  Office  Votes,  1534 

Johnston,  Mr.  W.,  Belfast,  S. 

America  (British)  -Grand  Orange  Lodge, 
958 

Intoxicating  Liquors,  &o,  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R. 
1203 

Ireland— Derry  Assizes— Orange  Jurors, 
803 

Pauper  Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland)  (Officers' 
Superannuation)  Bill,  Order  for  Com- 
mittee, 1458 

Religious  Disabilities  Removal  Bill,  1538 

Jordan,  Mr.  J.,  Clare,  W. 

Excise  and  Customs  Department,  1529 
Ireland— Clare  Castle,  MiUtary  at,  1528 

Juvenile  Offenders  Bill 

I.  Presented ;  Read  I*  •  Mar  28,  129 
Read  2*  and  committed  to  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  Bills  relating    to  Law,   &o., 
1503 

Keat,  Mr.  J.  S.,  Elgin  and  Nairn 

India — Destruction  of  a    Hindoo    Temple, 

1267 
Ireland 

Ashbourne  Acts,  805 

Land  Commission  Purchase,  672 

Land  Purchase  Returns,  543 

Purchase  of  Land  Acts,  547 

nrchaseof  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  19 
Scotland — Trawling    in    the    Moray  Firth, 

455 
Supply — Royal  Palaces,  Ac,  375 
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Keliy,  Mr.  J.  R,  Camherwdl,  N. 
Civil  Service 

Competitive  Examinations,  1817 

Writers,  297 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue 

Department,  Res.  327 

Inhabited  House  Duty,  1272.  117 

Statistical  Department,  1273 

Tea  Duty,  1079 
Education  Code,  1514 
Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister  Bill, 

2R.  1791 
Prisons — Treatment  of  G.  Harrison,  403 

Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H.,  Devon,  Honiton 
Supply— Slave  Trade,  &c.,  1123 
Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recovery  and  Redemp- 
tion Bill,  2R.  214 

Eew  and  Petersham  Vicarage  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  Read  1*»  • -Aprii  18,  918 
No    Standing    Orders    applicable;     Report 

April  25, 1408 
Order  for  2R.  read ;  Debate  adjourned  April 

25,  1457 
Debate  resumed  and  adjourned  April  28, 

1629 
Read  2«»^priZ  29, 1647 

KiMBER,  Mr.  H.,  Wandsworth 
Electric  Lighting,  1820 
Hall-Marking— Indian  Silver  Plate,  1517 
Merchant  Shippiug — Regulations  for  Foreign 
Vessels,  1537 

KuiBEBLET,  Earl  of 

Adoption  of  Children  Bill,  2R.  1396 
Criminal  Sentences,  949 
Open  Spaces  Bill,  2R.  7 

Knatchbull-Hugessen,  Mr.  H.  T.,  KerU, 
Faversham 
Navy 

Dockyards—Chatham,  688 
Explosion  of  Torpedoes,  175 
Ships—**  Barracoutay**  548, 689 

Knowles,  Mr.  L.,  Salford,  W, 
Board  of  Ag^culture— Tuberculosis,  398 
Infectious  Diseases  (Prevention)  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 127 

Knox,  Mr.  E.  F.  V.,  Cavan,  W, 

Ireland 

Catholic  Children  and  Grand  Jury,  959 
Mr.  Sub-Commissioner  Bell,  958 

Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 
(Ireland;  BUI,  2R.  1065,  1317,  1852 

Knutsford,  Lord  (Secretary  of  State  for 

the  Colonies) 
Ireland — Special  Commission  Act,  Res.  135, 

141 
Merchant  Shipping  Acts  Amendment  Bill, 

2R.  1236 


LAB 


LAB 


{SESSION-    189  0} 


LAF 


LAW 


343- 


Labouchere,  Mr.  "K.,  Northampton 
Ireland 
Special  Commission 
Inspeotor  Jarvis,  166 
Pigott,  166 
Navy— Major  H.  B.  Woods,  293 
Parliament 

Business  of  the  House,  1539;  Ses.  410, 

411,  412,  561,  569,  573 
Easter  Becess,  32 
Post  Office— Promotion  in  Liverpool,  1530 
Purchase  of  Land  aod  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  2B.  1654 
Richmond     Footbridge    (Lock,    Ac.)    Bill, 

Order  for  Committee,  1253,  1254 
Supply 

Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  439, 

440 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  Ac,  460, 
461,  462,  470.  473,  483,  491,  492,  494, 
500,  526,  530 
Miscellaneous  Legal  Buildings,  434,  435 
Public  BuildiDgs,  &c.,  416,  425 
Royal  Palaces,  Ac,  352,  354,  361,  363 
Royal  Parks,  374 
Slave  Trade,  &c.,  1126,  1438, 1439 
Tithes  Bill,  Res.  189 

Ways    and    Means — Financial     Statement, 
781 

Labourers  Cottages  Bill 

c.  Order  for  2R.  read ;  Deferred  ilj»ri7  21, 1068 

Labour,  Trade,  and  Commerce 

Accidents — Factories,  Railways,  and  Mines, 
Question,  Sir  W.  Plowden  ;  Answer,  The 
Home  Secretary  Mar  31,  285;  Return 
ordered  Mar  "31,  381 
Berlin  Labour  Conference,  Qaestion,  Mr. 
Mundella ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  April  17,  685 ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  S.  Buxton,  Mr.  Howell  j  Answers, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  May  1. 
1827 

Factory  Acts 

Cardiff— Vaughan  Sf  Co.,  Questions,  Mr. 
C.  Graham ;  Answers,  The  Home  Secre- 
tary April  1,  399  ;  April  17,  675 
Qreat  Western  Cotton  W<yrl(s,  Bristol, 
Qaestion,  Mr.  C.  Graham  ;  Answer, The 
Home  Secretary  April  1,  399 
Inspectors,  Quostion,  Mr.  Broadhurst; 
Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  April  17, 
676 

"  Filled"  Cheese,"  Question,  Mr.  M.Stewart ; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade -4i)rt7  28,  1536 

Qas  Stokers,  Question,  Mr.  Howorth  j  An- 
swer, The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Mar 
27,  33 

Labour  and  Capital,  Motion  April  22,  1137 

Public  Steam  Laundries,  Question,  Mr. 
Coghill;  Answer,  The  Home  Secretary 
April  21,  973 

Sale  of  Food  and  Drug  Acts,  Question,  Mr. 
O.  V.  Morgan ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secre- 
tary April  28,  1518 


Lapone,  Mr.  A.,  Southvxzrk,  Bermondsey 
Customs  Department,  Res.  329 

Land  Commission  (Ireland) 
Return  ordered  April  24,  1287 

Ifand  Purcliase  (Ireland)  BUI 
Return  ordered  April  16,  663 

Land  Purchase   (Ireland) — (Names   of 
Landowners) 
Return    ordered    and    presented  Mar  31, 
806,  388 

Law  and  Justice  and  Police  (England 
and  Wales) 
Anglesey  Legal  Business,  Discussion  on  going 

into  Supply  April  25,  1470,  1474 
Assiae    Courts^     Insanitary     Condition    of, 

Question,    Mr.   Channing;   Answer,   The 

Home  Secretary  Mar  31,  289 
Bury     St.     Edmunds     Assizes,      Questions, 

Lord  Elcho ;  Answers,  The  Home  Secretary 

April  24,  1280  ;  May  1, 1810 
County  Courts — Registrars,  Question,  Mr.  J. 

Ellis ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  May 

1,  1826 
County  Justices,    Clerks   to.    Question,   Mr. 

Pickersgill;      Answer,      The      Attorney 

General  April  18,  812 
County  of  London  Sessions,  Qaestion*    Mr. 

O.  y.  Morgan ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secre- 
tary April  28, 1527 

Criminal  Law — Miscellaneous 

Crewe  Murder,  Questions,  Mr.  Piokersjrill, 
Mr.    T.    P.  O'Connor;    Answers,   The 
Home  Secretary  April  14,  457 ;  State- 
ment by  Mr.  Pickersgill  April  15, 560 
Severe  Sentences 

Vutton,  Edward,  Question,  Mr.  Pickers- 
gill; Answer,    The  Home  Secretary 
April  21,  967 
Pickup,  Isabella,  Question,  Mr.Pickers- 
Rrill;  Answer,  The  Home    Secretary 
.     Mar  31,  294 

Thornton   and  Haigh,  Question,  Sir  B. 

Gray ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secretary 

Mar  28,  174 

Wrongful     Conviction  —  Case    of    Feely, 

Qaestion,    Mr.    C.    Graham ;    Answer, 

The  Home  Secretary  April  21,  978 

Criminal  Sentences,  Questions,  Observations, 
Lord  Herschell,  Lord  Esher,  Lord  Hals- 
bury,  Lord  Coleridge,  Lord  Norton,  Barl 
Kimberley,  Lord  Morris,  Sari  Northbrook 
April  21,  924 

Fasting  Man,  Question,  Mr.  S.  Smith ;  An- 
swer, The  Home  Secretary  April  28, 1522 

Juvenile  Offenders fQueation,  Admiral  Mayne; 
Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  Mar  27,  30 

Licensing 

Derby — Charges  against  a  Publican,  Ques- 
tion, Sir  W.  Lawson ;  Answer,  The  Home 
Secretary  Mar  28,  172 

Hawkins,  A.,  Charges  against ,  Question, 
Mr.  Ajrg- Gardner ;  Answer,  The  Home 
Secretary  Mar  27,  25 

[^cont. 
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Law  and  Justice  and  Police  (England  and 
Wales)  — oont. 

Lord  St,  Leonardos  Actt  Question,  Mr.  Law- 
rence ;  Answer,  The  Seoretarj  to  the 
Treasnrj  April  28,  1523 

Murder  and  Suicide,  Returns^  Qaestion,  Mr. 
W.  Corbet ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secretary 
May  1,  1823 

Oaths  Act — Claim  to  AjSUrm,  Qaestion,  Mr. 
Bradlangh  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
Mar  31,  299 

Parajffln — Thompson  and  Bedford  Company, 
Limited,  Qaestion,  Mr.  PickersfplI ;  An- 
swer, The  Home  Secretary  April  1,  406 

Police 

Building  on  the  Embankment,  Qaestion, 
Sir  W.  Harcoart;  Answer,  The  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  April  24,  1282; 
Question,  Mr.  C.  Bentinok;  Answer, 
The  Home  Secretary  May  1,  1814 

£fup0ratmua/um, Qaestion,  Mr.  H.  Vincent; 
Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  April  15, 
554 

Police  Courts  (see  Metropolis) 

Prisons 

Chatham  —  Daly,  John,  Questions,  Mr. 
Sexton ;  Answers,  The  Home  Secretary 
Mar  31,  304  ;  April  14,  467  ;  Apnl  17, 
690 

Clerks,  Complaints  of.  Questions,  Mr.  J. 
M'Carthyi  Answers,  The  Home  Secre- 
tary ApHl  21,  972;  ApHl  28,  1514 

Death  at  Manchester — Case  of  Qatcliffe, 
Question,  Dr.  Tanner;  Answer,  The 
Home  Secretary  If ar  28,  167;  Qaestions, 
Mr.  PickersiJ^U ;  Answers,  The  Home 
Secretary  Men-  81,  294;  April  22,  1076  ; 
Res.  Mar  31,  331 

Discipline,  Qaestion,  Sir  R.  Fowler ;  An- 
swer, The  Home  Secretary  April  18, 
810 

Harrison,  Mr,  0.,  Treatment  of,  Questions, 
Mr.  P.  O'Brien,  Mr.  J.  Kelly ;  Answers, 
The  Hume  Secretary  Aprd  1,  401  ; 
Question,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien;  Answer, 
The  Home  Secretary  April  17,  674 

Sale  of  Food  and  Drug  Acts^  Administration 
of,  Question,  Mr.  0.  V.  Morgan  ;  Answer, 
The  Home  Secretary  April  28,  1518 

Statute  of  Edward  III.,  Qaestion,  Mr.  W. 
Corbett ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  Mar  28,  161 

Wilful  Murder — Abolition  of  Capital  Punish- 
ment, Question,  Mr.  Cobb;  Answer,  The 
Home  Secretary  April  17,  674 

Lawrence,  Mr.  W.  F.,  Liverpool,  Aber- 
cromby 
Lord  St.  Leonard's  Act,  1523 

Lawsox,  Mr.  H.  L.  W.,  St.  Pancras,  W. 
Army — Yeomanry  Cavalry,  396 
Cattle  Diseases,  180 

Civil  Service — *^econd  Division  Clerks,  975 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Department, 
Res.  331 
House  Duty,  1821 

[cont. 


Lawson,  Mr.  H.  L.  W.— am*. 
Electoral  Disabilities  (Naval,  Military,  and 

Police)  Bill,  2B.  1428 
Foreign  Office  Contracts,  395 
Metropolis  Management  and  Building  Acts 

Amendment  BUI,  2R.  378 
Post  Office— Telegraph  Union  StafiP,  1828 
Scotland — Edinbui^gh  Botanic  Gardens,  395 
Supply — Embassies  and  Missions  AbrcMid, 

&o.,  481 
Town  Holdings,  Select  Committee,  409 

Lawson,   Sir  W.,   Cumberland^    Cocker- 
mouth 
Electoral  Disabilities  (Naval,  Military,  and 

PoUoe)  Bai,  2R.  1423 
Law  and  Justice—  Charges  Ag^ainst  »  Pub- 
lican, 172 
Licensing  Law  Amendment  Bill,  1083,  1409, 

1886;  Res.  1724, 17S6, 1727, 1740,  1741 
Liquor  Trade  and  Compensation,  979 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1540, 

lfrt7 
Post  Office— Meetings  of  Employds,   1271, 

1641 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  1805 
Ways    and    Means  —  Budget    Propositions, 

813 
Welsh  Sunday  Closing  Commisrion,  974 

Lea,  Mr.  T.,  Londonderry,  S. 

Intoxicating    Liquors,    &c.    (Ireland)    Bill, 

Res.    1170,   1172;  2R.  1186,1187,   1221; 

Order  for  Committee,  1631 
Ireland — Local  Government  Bill,  961 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  1034 

Leahy,  Mr.  J.,  Kildare,  S. 
Ireland — River  Barrow,  162 

Leake,  Mr.  R.,  Lmicashire,  S.E.^    Rod- 
cliffe 
Oldham  Union,  28 

Lefevbe,  Right  Hon.  J.  G.  Shaw,  Brad- 
ford^ Central 

Ascension  Island,  299 

Imperial  Defence  Act,  1270 

London  Streets  (Strand  Improvement)  Bill, 
Nomination  of  Committee,  1252 

Parliament — Business   of    the  House,  Res. 
413,  414 

Purchase  of   Land,  &c.   (Ireland)  Bill,   2R. 
1687,  1691 

Snpply 
Admiralty  Extension  Buildings,  430,  431, 

433 
Buildings,  kc.,  419,  423 ;  Report,  1376 

Legh,    Mr.    T.   W.,    Lancashire^    S,W,f 
Newton 
Snpply — Embassies  and    Missions  Abroad, 
&c.,  495 
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Leighton,  Mr.  S.,  Shropshire,  Ostuestry 
Africa 

Delagoa  Bay,  975 

Swi^iland,  978 
Army  Pensioos,  85 
Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sisfcer  Bill, 

2R.  1779 
Tithe  Bent. Charge  Becovery  and  Bedemp- 

tion  Bill,  2R.  110,  111.  113 

Leiteim,  Earl  of 

Light  Bailways  (Ireland)  Act,  Res.  143, 150, 
152 

Leng,  Mr.  J.,  Dundee 
Calontta— Smallpox,  1516 
Hall  Grammar  School,  1812 
Licensing — Licence  Daties — The    **  Better- 
ment" Principle,  1409 
Lighthouse,  Bell  Bock,  798 
Parliament — Ladies'  Gallery,  678 
Post  Office— Atlantic  Mails,  24 
Scotland— Rights  of  Way,  175 

Lethbridge,  Sir  R.,  Kensingtoti,  N. 
India — Merchant      Shipping     Begnlations, 

155 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  1337 
Supply— Slave  Trade,  Ac.,  1124 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  757 

Lbveson-Goweb,  Mr.  G.  G.,  Stoke-upon- 
Trent 
Armenian  Oatrages,  169 
Sapply 
Armenia,  499 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  440 

Lewis,  Sir  0.  E.,  Antrim,  iV. 
Ireland 
Derry  Assizes — Orange  Jurors,  802 
Labourers'  Dwellings  Act,  1881 
Railway— Galway  and  Clifden,  891 

Lewis,  Mr.  T.,  Anglesey 
Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recovery  and  Redemp- 
tion BUI,  2R.  213 

Licensing 

"  Betterment "    Principle,     Questions,     Mr. 

Leng,    Sir    W.  Lawson;   Answers,    The 

Chancellor  of    the    Exchequer  April  25, 

1409 
Compensation^    Question,    Sir  W.  Lawson; 

Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of 

Trade  AprU  21,  979 
Suppression  of  Public  HouseSy  Question,  Sir 

G.  Campbell ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of 

the  Exchequer  April  21,  976 
(See  also  Law  and  Justice  and  Police) 

Idcensing  Law  Amendment  Bill 

c.  Res.  agreed  to;    Bill  read  V  April  29, 
1698 


Licensing  Law  Amendment  Bill 

Questions,  Mr.  Bonsor,  Mr.  Baumann,  Sir 
W.  Lawson ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  April  22,  1082;  Question, 
Sir  W.  Lawson ;  Answer,  The  Firat  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  May  I,  1836 

Lichfield,  Bishop  of 

Lichfield  Cathedral  Bill,  2R.  797 
Presentation  to  Benefices  Bill,  Committee, 
1406 

Lichfield  Cathedral  Bill 

I,  Read  2<^  and  Committed    to    the   Standing 
Committee  for    General   Bills  April  18, 
797        . 
Reported  and  Re-Committed  to  Committer 

of  the  whole  House  April  22,  1069 
Re-Committed  April  25, 1407 
Read  8*  *  and  passed  April  28,  1504 

Light    Bailways  (Ireland)  Act,  1889, 
Amendment  Bill 

I.  Read  l**^pri7  24,  1233 

Light  Railways  {Ireland)  Act,  1889 
Motion  (Earl  of  Leitrim)  Mar  28, 143 

Limerick,  Earl  of 

Steamship  City  of  Paris,  923 

Llewellyn,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Somerset,  N. 
Merchant  Shipping -Bristol  Pilots,  1637 
Volunteers,  798 

Lloyd-George,  Mr.  D.,  Ca/marvon,  d:c. 
Town  Holdings  Committee,  1284 

Local    Government    Board — President 
(see  Ritchie,  Right  Hon.  C.  T.) 

Local  Government  Board — Secretary  to 
(see  Long,  Mr.  W.  H.) 

Local  GovemmerU  Board 

Census  o/1891,  Question,  Mr.  Woodall;  An. 
swer.  The  Secretary  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  April  15,  553 

County  Councils — Police  Rates,  Question,  Mr»  • 
J.  Ellis ;   Answer,   The  Secretary  to  the 
Local  Government  Board  April  22, 1076 

Probate  Duty  Grant,  Question,  Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Local  Government  Board  April  21,  969 

BatiTig  of  VolurUeer  Drill  Halls,  Question,  Mr. 
J.  Stevenson;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
to  the  Local  Government  Board  April  15, 
552 

South  Coast  Roads,  Condition  of.  Question, 
Mr.  T.  H.  Bolton ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
to  the  Local  Government  Board  MoAf  1, 
1811 

Icont, 
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Local  Qovemment  Board — cont. 

Wood  Oreen  Local  Board  Electiony  Question, 
Mr.  J.  Rowlands ;  Answer,  The  President 
of  the  Local  Grovernment  Board 
Mar  27,  27;  Qoestions,  Mr.  J.  Row- 
lands; Answers,  The  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  The  Home 
Secretary  April  24, 1279 

Local  Government  {Ireland)  Bill 

Questions,  Mr.  Lea,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  J.  Mor- 
ley ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  April  21,  961 

Local  Taxation  (Cnstoms  and  Excise) 
Duties  Bill 

c.  Read  V  •  April  30,  1805 

London  Streets  (Strand  Improvement) 
BiU 

•c.  Nomination  of  Committee  April  2^t  1249 ; 
April  28,  1506 

Long,  Mr.  W.  H.  (Secretary  to  the  Local 
Government  Board),  Wilts,  Devizes 
Artizans*  and  Labourers'  Dwellings,  973 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act,  Assess- 
ment under,  809 
Infectious  Disease  (Prevention)  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 127 
Local  Government  Board 
Census  of  1891,  553 
County  Council— Police  Rates,  1076 
Probate  Duty  Grants,  970 
South  Coast  Roads,  Condition  of,  1812 
Volunteer  Drill  Halls,  Rating  of,  552 
Rating  of  Machinery  Bill,  2K.  651, 655,  656 
'Saperannuation  (Officers  of  County  Councils) 
Bill,  2R.  1632 

Lord  Advocate,  The  (see  Robertson, 
Right  Hon.  J.  P.  B.) 

Lord  Lieutenant  op  Ireland — Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  (see  Balfour,  Right 
Hon.  A.  J.) 

Lord  President  op  the  Council  (see 
Cranbrook,  Viscount) 

Lord  Privy  Seal  (see  Cadogan,  Earl) 

LowTHER,  Right  Hon.  J.,  Kent,  Isle  of 
TJianet 
Colonies — Postal  Arrangements,  294 
Parliament — Privilege — Sir  W.  Marriott  and 
Mr.  Parnell,  181 

LowTHER,  Mr.  J.  W.,    Cumberland,  Pen- 
rith 
Charity  Commissioners 
Doughty  Charity,  1512 
Hull  Grammar  School,  1812 
Schemes,  305 


Lubbock,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.,  London  Uni- 
versity 
Bi-metallism,  Bes.  870,  900 
Shop    Assistants     (Weekly    Half-Uoliday) 

Bill,  34;  2B.  1751 
Toronto  and  Trinity  College,  288 

Lunacy  Consolidation  Bill  (Lords) 

c.  Considered  in  Committee  (on  Be-oommit- 
ment)  and  Reported ;  Bead  3**  and  passed 
Mar  27,  87 

I.  Betumed  from  the  Commons ;  Agreed  to  Mar 
27,1 
Boyal  Assent  Jfar  28, 268 

Lunatic  Asylums 

Ledgfield,  Question,  Mr.   W.    Corbett ;  A  n- 

swer,  The  Home  Secretary  May  1, 1829 
Patients,  Question,  Mr.  W.  Corbett ;  Answer, 

The  Home  Secretary  May  1, 1830 

Lyell,  Mr.  L.,  Orkney  and  Shetland 
Electoral  Disabilities  (Nayal,  Military,  and 
Police)  BUI,  2B.  1435 

MacJlRTNEY,  Mr.  W.  E.,  Antrim,  S. 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  2B.  1886, 1892 
Begistration  of  Voters  (Borough  of  Belfast) 

BiU,  2B.  795 

MacdonaIiD,    Mr.   W.   A.,   Queen's    Co,, 


Purchase  of  Land   and  Congested  Districts 
(Ireland)  BUI,  2B.  1909 

Mac   Innes,    Mr.    M.,    Northumherlaiid, 
Hexham 
Horsley-on-Tyne  Post  Office,  1817 

Maclean,  Mr.  J.  M.,  Oldham 
India— Factory  Act  Amendment  BiU,  665 
India— Beligious  Differences,  1827 
Supply— Slave  Trade,  Ac,  1126, 1127,  1446 

Macluee,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Lancashire,   S.E,, 
Stretford 
Assessment  of  Lodging  Houses,  1823 

Mac  Neill,  Mr.  J.  G.  S.,  Donegal,  S, 
Army — Balaclava — Charge     of    the    Light 
Brigade— Distressed  Soldiers,  1819 

McArthur,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Comvxdl,  Mid, 
St,  Austell 
Supply— Colonial  Services,  Ac,  1485,  1487, 
1488 

McOalmont,  Captain  J.,  Antrim,  E, 
CivU  Service  Examinations,  1813 

McCabthy,  Mr.  Justin,  Londonderry 
Parliament — Bnsiness   of  the  House,    Hcs. 

573 
Prison  Clerks,  972, 1514 
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McDonald,  Mr.  P.,  Sligo,  N. 

Colonial  Government  Seoorities,  1823 
Contagions  Diseases  (Animals)  Aot — Plenro- 

Pneomonia,  1645 
Tntozioating  Liqnors,  Ao.  (Ireland)  Bill,  2B. 

1187,  1197,  1215 
Ireland — Land  Commission — Sllgo,  278 

McDonald,  Dr.  R.,  Rosa  and  Cromarty 
Scotland 
Crofters'  Holdings,  956 
Edacation— Schools  in  Lewis,  955 
Highlands  and  Islands  Commission,  957 
Procnrator  Fiscals,  956 
Urray  Special  Water  and  Drainage  Dis- 
trict, 957 

McLaren,  Mr.  W.  S.  B.,  Cheshire,  Cr€we 

Infections  Disease  (Prevention)  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 126,  127 

Madras  Slave  Trade,  557 

Metropolis  Management  and  Building  Acts 
Amendment  Bill,  2B.  878 

Orphan  Hospital  Scheme,  Edinburgh,  Bes. 
381 

Madden,  Right  Hon.    D.   H.  (Attorney 
General  for  Ireland),  Dublin  Uni- 
versity 
Intoxicating  Liqnors,  &c.  (Ireland)  Bill,  2B. 

1209,  1215 
Ireland 
Drainage — Shannon,  1835 
Excise  Licence  in  Cork,  1829 
Labourers'  Dwellings  Acts,  1831 
Landlord  and  Tenant 
Clongorej  Arrests,  20 
Destmction  of  Woods,  1833 
Evictions— Death  of  P.  Craig,  1644 
Mr.  O'Snlliyan's  Estate,  393 
Sweeney  Estate — Evictions,  454 
Westmeath,  Bent  Reduction  in,  1832 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police 
County  Court  Bales,  1261 
Dishorning  Cattle,* 545 
Explosives  Act— Secret  Court    of  In- 
quiry, 164 
M'Dermott,  Mr. — Secret  Inquiries,  164, 
394 

Police 
Funeral  of  Mr.  Harris,  796,  920 
Stewart,  Mr.  H.,  M.P.— Conduct  of 
Police,  796 
Prisons— Derry  Gaol,  1833 
Bye,  Captain,  Case  of,  276,  395, 1834 
Lunacy — Dundrum  Lunatic  Asylum,  1832 
Magistracy 
Charges  Against  Magistrates,  1826 
Magan,  Mr.  P.,  Charges  Against,  274, 
1415;  Bes.  1461 
Quinn  Bequest,  274 
Bailwajs 

Galway  and  Clifden,  392 
Light  Railways,  1642,  1834 
Bathmnllan  and  Falcarragh,  392 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts. 
(Ireland)    Bill.  456;    Bes.  995, 996, 1002, 
1006,  1007,  1292 


Mahony,  Mr.  P.,  Meathy  N, 

Intoxicating  Liqnors,  &c.  (Ireland)  Bill,  Bes. 

1171 ;  2B.  1193,  1194,  1195,  1219 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  2B.  1668, 1678,  1679 

Mail  Contract  (London  and  East  Coast 
of  Africa)  ^Zanzibar) 
Betnm  ordered  and  presented    April    14, 
459 

Makins,  Colonel  W.  T.,  Essex,  S.  JT, 
Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister  Bill^ 
2R.  1795 

Malta 

Executive  Council,  Question,  Mr.  Hunter; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  the 
.QolQnies  April  24,  1283 
itt^riagea,  Questions,  Mr.  de  Cobain,  Mr. 
H.  H.  Fowler ;  Answers,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  May  1,  1819 

Maple,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Cambeitoell,  Dvlwich 
Shops  (Weekly  Half-Holiday)  Bill,  34 

Mabjoribanks,  Right  Hon.  E.,  Berwick' 
shire 
Fisheries  Begulation  (Scotland)  Bill,    178  ; 

2R.  1803 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  BU),  1808 
Scotland  —  Boundaries    Commission,   960, 

1268 
Supply— Westminster  Hall,  Beport,  794 
Turkey— Bev.  J.  Dobie,  178,  686 

Marriage  (Actions  for  Breach  of  Promise) 
Bill 

c.  Ordered  j  Bead  1°  •  Mar  28,  191 

Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister 
Bill 

c.  Bead  2f*  April  30,  1753 

Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister 

(Scotland)  BiU 
c.  Order  for  2B.  read  and  discharged;  Bill 
withdrawn  April  18,  814 

Maeriott,  Right  Hon  Sir  W.  T.  (Jndge 
Advocate  General),  Brighton 
Parliament—  Privilege  —  Sir    W.    Marriott 
and  Mr.  Pamell,  181 

Marum,  Mr.  E.  P.  M.,  Kilkenny,  N. 
Ireland 
Light  Bailways,  1642 
Local  Taxation— Bealty,  1835 

Mather,  Mr.  W.,  Lancashire,  S.E.,  Gorton 
Bating  of  Machinery  Bill,  2B.  634 
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Matthews,  Right  Hon.  H.  (Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department), 
Birmingham,  E, 
Accidents  Beturns,  285 
Burials  Act 
Noncooformist  Cemeteries  at  North  Kel- 

sey,  960 
Old  Cross  Bones  Barial .  Gronnd,  675 
Church  of  England— Rev.  S.  F.  Green,  1274 
Coal  Mines 

Crueltv  to  Pit  Horaes,  1263 
Horfa  Pit,  399 

Cruelty  to  Animals   Act — ^Vivisection  and 

Professor  Rutherford,  553 
Employers'  Liability  Bill,  36 
Factory  Acts 
Cardiff,  899,  676 

Great  Western  Cotton  Works,  Bristol,  400 
InspectorF,  676 

Public  Steam  Laundries,  974  ^ 

Historical  Manuscripts  Commission,  2lSZ 
Lreland — Special  Commission 

Times*  Witnesses —Jarvis,  Inspector,  166 
Pigott,  165 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police 

Assize  Courts,  Insanitary  Condition  of,  289 
Bury  St.  Edmunds  Assizes,  1281,  1810 
County  of  London  Sessions,  1527 
Criminal  Law — Miscellaneous 
Crewe  Murder,  458 
Severe  Sentences 
Button,  Edward,  967 
Pickup,  Isabella,  294 
Thornton  and  Haigh«  175 
Wrongful  Conviction — Case  of  Feely,979 
Fasting  Man,  1522 
Juvenile  Offenders,  30 
Licensing  Act 

Derby— Charges  against  a  Publican,  173 
Hawkins,  A.,  Charges  Against,  26 
Murder— Abolition     of    Capital    Punish- 
ment, 675 
Murder  and  Suicide — Returns,  1823 
Paraffin— Thompson  and    Bedford   Com- 
pany, 407 
Police 

Buildings  on  the  Embankment,  1815 
Superannuation,  554 
Wood  Green  Local  Board  Election,  1280 
Prisons 

Chatham— Daly,  John,  30i,  457,  690 

Clerks,  972,  1514 

Death  at  Manchester — Case  of  Gratcliffe, 

167.  295,  1076;  Res.  343,  344 
Disoipline,  810 

Officials,  Charges  Against,  674 
Treatment  of  George  Harrison,  404 
Sale  of  Food  and  Drug  Acts,  1518 
Lunatic     Asylums  —  Ledgfiold  —  Patients, 

1829,  1830 
Metropolis — Police    Courts  —  Wandsworth, 

972 
Mines  Inspectors'  Report,  811 
Police  Superannuation  Bill,  1811 
Vaccination  Returns,  410,  453,  972 
Wales — Lord  Lieutenant  of  Glamorganshire, 
1818 


Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E.  (A  Lord  of  the 
Treasury),  Wigton 

Fisheries  Regulation  (Scotland)  Bill,  2R. 
1803 

North-British  and  Glasgow  and  South- West- 
em  Railway  Companies  Bill,  Instruction 
to  Committee,  Res.  1185 

Post  Office— Ireland— Knockanore,  1076 

Scotland — Salmon  Fisheries  Commission, 
171 

Matne,   Admiral  R.  C,  Pembroke  and 
Haverfordwest 
Law  and  Justice— Juvenile  Offenders,  30 

Meath,  Earl  of 

Adoption  of  Children  Bill,  2R.   1385, 1405, 

1406 
Open  Spaces  Bill,  2R.  2 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and 
Allegations) — The  Special  Convmis' 
sion  (see  Ireland) 

Menai  Bridge 

Return  ordered  April  22, 1136 

Merchant  Shipping  Acts  Amendment 
Bill 

c.  Considered  in  Committee   (on  Re-oommit- 
ment)  Mar  31,  877 
Ordered  to  be  printed  April  1,  448 
Considered  in  Committee  April  14,  539 
As  Amended    considered ;    Read  3^  *  and 
passed  April  16,  661 
LReadl»*^imZ17,  666 
Read  2*  and  committed  to  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  General  Bills  April  24,  1233 

Metropolis 

Destitution  in  East.Londorit  Question,  Mr.  C. 
Graham ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  April  15,  560  ;  Question,  Mr.  C. 
Graham ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  April  28,  1532 

Police  Courts — Wandsworth^  Question,  Mr. 
O.  V.  Morgan ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secre- 
tary ApHl  21,  972 

Tramways,  Questions,  Mr.  T.  H.  Bolton ; 
Answers,  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  April  15,  541 ;  April  17,  684 

Metropolis  Management  Amendment 
Act  (1862)  Amendment  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  1'  •  April  15,  581 

Metropolis  Management  and  Building 
Acts  Amendment  Bill 

c.  Order  for  2R.  read  and  discharged  Mar  31, 
378 

Metropolitan  Uospitah,  (tc. 
I,  Motion  for  Select  Committee ;   Committee 
nominated  April  28,  1504 
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MiLLTOWN,  Earl  of 
Ireland — Special  Commission  Aot — Standing 
Orders,  Bee.  136, 137, 138 

Mines 
Inspectors*  Report^  Qaestions,  Mr.  Pickard, 
Mr.  Fenwick ;  Answers,  The  Home  Secre- 
tary April  18,  810 

Miners  (Eight  Hours)  Bill 
.  Question,  Mr.  C.  Graham ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  ApHl  24, 1285 

MoLLOY,  Mr.  B.  C,  King's  Co,,  Birr 
Ireland — Land  Commission — King's  County, 

963 
Supply — Consular  Courts  in  Siam,  517 

MONESWELL,  Lord 
Industrial  Schools  Bill,  2B.  1494 

Montagu,  Mr.  S.,  Tower  Hamlets,  White- 
chapel 
Hall-Marking— Gold  and  SUver  Plate,  811, 

1536 
Ways  and  Means,  Committee,  746 

Morgan,  Right  Hon.  G.  Osborne;  Denr 
bighshire,  E, 
Tithe  B>ent-Charge  Recovery  and  Bedemp- 
tion  Bill,  2B.  105,  110,  111,  264 

Morgan,  Mr.  O.  V.,  Battersea 
Canada — Address  to  the  Queen,  33 
Gkts  Companies — Provisional  Orders,  1640 
Law  and  Justice  aud  Police 
County  of  London  Sessions,  1527 
Sale  of  Food  and  Drug  Acts,  1518 
Wandsworth  Police  Court,  972 
Licensing  Law  Amendment  Bill,  Bes.  1730 
Polytechnic  Institutes,  11 
Post  Office— Trade  Circulars,  972 
Richmond    Footbridge     (Lock,    &o.)    Bill, 

Order  for  Committee,  1255 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  753, 
754 

Morgan,  Mr.  P.,  Merthyr  Tydvil 
Post  Office  Telegraphists,  Res.  600 

MoRLBT,  Earl  of 

Ireland — Special  Commission  Act — Standing 

Orders,  Res.  139 
PubUo  Trustee  Bill,  3R.  134 
Trust  Companies  Bill,  3R.  130 

MORLEY,  Right  Hon.  J.,  Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Service  Vote,  457 
Ireland 
Land  Commission  Purchases,  673 
Local  Government  Bill — Sale  of  Liquors, 
962 
Lunacy  Consolidation  Bill,  Re-committed, 
38 

[c<mt. 


MoBLEY,  Right  Hon.  J.^cont, 
Parliament 
Business  of  the  House,  1418,  1539 ;  Res. 

562,  575,  678 
Easter  Reoeaf,  31 
Porchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 
(Ireland)  Bill,  18 ;  2R.  1558,  1570,  1892, 
1926,  1930, 1931, 1984,  1935 

Morris,  Lord 

Adoption  of  Children  Bill,  2R.  1401 
Criminal  Sentences,  951 

Morton,  Mr.  A.  C,  Peterborough 
Customs  Department,  Res.  331 
Gk>vemment  Furniture  Contracts,  Res.  349 
Parliament— Business    of  the  House,  Res. 
414 

Supply 

Miscellaneoas  Legal  Buildings,  435 
Public  Buildings,  &o„  417,  419,  420,  429 
Royal  Palaces,  &o,y  354,  361,  865,  376 
Royal  Parks,  &c.,  444 

Mowbray,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  R.,  Oxford 
University 
Rating  of  Machinery  Bill,    2R.  631',  640, 
641 

Mundella,  Right  Hon.  A.  J.,  Sheffield, 
Brightside 
Berlin  Labour  Conference,  685 
Cattle  Diseases,  181 

Contaftious    Diseases  .  (Animals)    (Pleuro- 
pneumonia) Bill,  2R,  446 
Education  Code,  36,  306 
Hall-Marking— Indian  Silver  Plate,  1517 
India  Factory  Act  Amendment  Bill,  665 
Railway  Rates,  176 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  764 

National   Debt 

Return  ordered  Mar  28,  153 

National  Debt  {Conversion  and  Redemp- 
tion Operation) 
Return  ordered  and    presented   April  29, 
1692 

Navy 

Ascension  Island — West  African  8qua4ron, 
Qoestion,  Mr.  S.  Lefevre ;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  Mar  31,  299 

Docks 

Chathamj  Question,  Mr.  £.  Knatchbull- 
Hngessen;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  April  17,  688 

Employ 6s f  Question,  Mr.Woodall ;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  April 
15,  548;  Question,  Mr.  C.  Graham; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
ApHl  17,  686 

PemhroT(e — Case  of  J,  DavieSj  Questions,  Mr. 
C.  Graham,  Mr.  Winterbotham ;  An- 
swers, The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
April  15,  549 

[cont. 
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Naty — conL 

Explosion  of  Torpedoes  in  the  Meiway^ 
Qnestion,  Mr.  £.  Knatohball-Uagessen  ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary,  for  Warlfar28, 
175 

French  Fishing  Boats  off  the  Coast  of  Ireland, 
Qaestion,  Mr.  E.  HarriDgton;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Adminltj  April  24, 
1263 

Naval  and  Military  Council  of  Defence,  Ques- 
tion, Sir  J.  Golomb ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  Mar  31,  800 

Officers 

Major  H.  B.  Woods,  Question,  Mr. 
Labouohere ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  Mar  31,  295 

Striking  a  Non- Commissioned  Officer,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Bond ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  Mar  27,  35 

Bhip'i 

**  Anson,**  Question,  Mr.  Gourley;  An- 
swer, The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
April  29,  1638 

"  Barracouta,**  Statement  by  Mr.  H. 
Knatcbbull-Hugessen  April  15,  548; 
Question,  Mr.  H.  Knatohbull-Hugessen ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty April  17,  689 

"  Malabar*'  Troop  Ship,  Question,  Mr.  M. 
Ferguson  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  April  17,  687 

New  Iron  Clods,  Question,  Colonel  Nolan ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty April  15,  548 

*'  Victoria  "  and  "  Trafalgar,**  Question, 
,Mr.  Gourley;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  April  29,  1638 

Navy  Estimates  (Supplementari/,lSS9-90) 
Works,     Buildings,     4c. — Postponed    Res., 
March  11,  Report  April  24, 1376 

Negotiable  Securities  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  1°  •  Mar  28,  191 

Neville,  Mr. '  R.,  Liverpool,  ExcJmnge 
Customs  Department,  Ues.  326 

Newfmmdland 

Fisheries,  Questions,  Mr.  W.  Redmond  ;  An- 
swers, The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  If ar  28,  176;  Mar  31,  305;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  W.  Redmond,  Dr.  Tanner  ;  An- 
swers, The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  April  1,  396 

French  Lobster  Factories,  Questions,  Mr.  de 
Lisle,  Dr.  Tanner ;  Answers,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  April  24, 
1265 


Newnes,   Mr.  G.,    Cambridge,  E.,  New- 
market 
Croxton  Village  School,  408 


Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P.,  Galway,  N. 
Irish  Fisheries,  Res.  1462 
Navy— Ships— New  Iron  Clads,  648 
Supply — Embassies  and  Missions    Abroad, 

fto.,484,  528,  533 
Town  Holdings,  Nomination  of  Committee, 

663 
Ways  and  Means — ^Financial.Statement,  778^ 

779,  783,  788  , 
Woolwich  Arsenal,  970 

NORRis,  Mr.  E.  S.,  Totoer  Hamlets,  Lime- 
house 
Army— Balaclava — Charyre    of    the    Light 

Brigade— Distressed  Soldiers,  1643,  1818 
Superannuation  (Officials  of  County  Councils) 

BUI,  2R.  1632 
Supply— Boyal  Palaces,  &c.,  368 

NoETHBEOOK,  Earl  of 
Criminal  Sentences,  954 

North-British  and  Glasgow  and  South- 
western Bailway  Companies  Bill 

c.  Instruction  to   Committee,   Res.  April    23, 
1181 

Norton,  Lord 

Criminal  Sentences,  945,  947 
Industrial  Schools  Bill,  2R.  1494 

0*Beien,  Mr.  J.  F.  X.,  Mayo,  S. 
Purchase  of   Land  and  Congested  Districts 
(Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  1028,  1029 

O'Brien,  Mr.  P.,  Monaglian,  N. 
Education  Code,  408 
Irt^land 
Bandon  Board  of  Guardians — Mr.  J.  Rye, 

277 
Evictions— Donegal,  163,  279 
Magistracy 

Graham,  Mr.  H.,  Charges  Against,  163, 

280,  670 
Roman  Catholic  Magistrates,  277 
Post  Office 
Corduff,  670 

Waterford  Postmastership,  1831 
Unmuzzled  Dogs,  270 

Parliament— House  of  Commons  Telephone, 

400 
Prisons 

Death  at  Manchester— Case  of  Ga.toliffe, 
Res.  339 

Officials,  Complaints  Against,  674 

Treatment  of  George  Harrison,  401 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  19 

O'Brien,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Tipjjerary,  N. 
Ireland 
Drainage— Shannon,  21,  160, 1836 
Fisheries— Inspectors*  Report,  156 
Land  Commission — Nenagli,  160 
Postal  Accommodation — Nenagh,  161 
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O'BiiiEN,  Afr.  W.,  Cork  Co,,  N,E. 
Parcbase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 
(Ireland)  BUI,  2R.  1850,  1851 

O'Connor,  Mr.  A.,  Donegal,  E, 

Boiler  Bzplosion,  Uphall,  Mid-Galder,  1521 

Costoms  Depi^rtment,  Res.  327 

Ireland 

Letterkenny  Postmastership,  672 

Railway  in  Donegal,  671 
Lnnacy  Consolidation  Bill,  Re-Committed, 

87 
Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister  Bill, 

2R.  1767 
8onth  Indian  Railway  Porchase  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 124,  126,  1108, 1112,  1113,  1114 
Supply 

Argentine  Repnblio,  464,  469 

Armenia,  496,  510,  513 

Royal  Palaces    and  Marlborough  House, 
349,  351 

O'Connor,  Mr.  J.,  Tippera/ry,  S. 

Intoxicating  Liquors,  &o.  (Ireland)  Bill,  Res. 

1172,  1173,  1176;  2R.  1187,   1194,   1195, 

1216, 1219,  1220, 1221 
Ireland — Erasmus  Smith  Endowment,  278 
Licensing  Law  Amendment  Bill,  Res.  1748 
Supply — Colonial  Services,  Ac.,  1486 

O'QoNNOR,  Mr.  T.  P.,  Livetyool,  ScoUcmd 
Law  and  Justice — Crewe  Murder,  454 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  567 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  BUI,  2R.  1308,  1619,  1623,  1627, 

1851,  1857 
Supply 

Argentine  Republic,  465 

Berlin  Treaty,  501 

0*Hanlon,  Mr.  T.,  Cavan,  E, 

Inland  Revenue  Collectors,  1821 

Ireland 
Boycotting,  274 

Magistrates,  Charges  Against,  1826 
Mearns  Cross,  Postmaster  of,  275 

Parliament— Kitchen  Committee,  408 

Oldroyd,  Mr.  M.,  Dewsbury 

Customs — Currants  and  Tea  Duties,  1274 
Rating  of  Machinery  Bill,  2R.  644 

Open  Spaces  Bill 

I.  Read  2*  and  Committed  to  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  4bo.,  Mar 
27,2 

Ordnance  Survey 

DartmooTy  Question,  Mr.  Seale-Hayne ;  An- 
swer, The  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
Mar  27,  13 

Irelandy  Question,  Mr.  Webb  ;  Answer,  The 
President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
ApHl  H  450 

Orphan  Hospital  Scheme,  Edinburgh 
Motion  for  an  Address  Mar  31,  381 
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Paget,  Sir  R.  H.,  Somerset,  Wells 
Charity  Commission  Schemes,  305 
Industrial  Education,  302 
Rating  of  Machinery  Bill,  2R.  659 

PjlRKEr,  Mr.  C.  S.,  Perth 

North-British  and  Glasgow  and  South- 
western Railway  Companies'  Bill,  Instruc- 
tion to  Committee,  Res.  1184 

Orphan  Hospital  Scheme,  Edinburgh,  Res. 
385 


LORDS— 
Appeal  Committee,  Report,  Mar  28, 129 

Business  of  the  Hovse 

Standing  Orders  considered  and  dispensed 
with  Mar  27,1 

Motion  to  suspend  Standing  Orders  Mar  28, 
134 

Committee  of  Selection  for  Standing  Com- 
mittees, Report,  April  11,  665 ;  April  18, 
797;  ^priZ  29, 1633 

New  Peer 
April  28— Sir  William  Ventris  Field,  Knight, 
late  one  of  the  Judges  of  the 
High  Court  of  Justice,  created 
Baron  Field,  of  Bakeham,  in  the 
County  of  Surrey 

Reform  of  the  House  of  Lords 
c.  Question,  Mr.   Bryce ;   Answer,   The   First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  Mar  28,  179 

Representative  Peers  for  Ireland 
Earl  Erne* 8  claim  to  Vote,  Certificate  Ordered 

April  28,  129 
liord  Louth,  Right  to  Vote  Established  May 

1,  1809 

Sat  First 
April  18 — The  Lord  Aahburton,  after   the 

death  of  his  Father 
April  24 — The  Lord  Napier  of  Magdala,  after 
the  death  of  his  Father 
Viscount    Falmouth,    after    the 
death  of  his  Father 
May    1 — Lord  Digby,  after    the  death    of 
his  Father 

COMMONS— 
Public  Accounts    Committee^   Report  April 

30, 1804 
Public    Petitions    Committee^  Reports  Mar 

31,306;  April  17,691;  April   24,   1287; 

May  1, 1837 
Selection^  Committee,  Reports  Mar  28,  153 ; 

April    18,    ^1^1  April    25,    1407,    1458; 

April  29, 1697 
Kitchen  Committee^  Questions,  Mr.   O'Han* 

Ion,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien,  Dr.  Tanner ;  AnswerSi 

A  Lord  of  the  Treasury  April  1,  406 
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PiBLiAMENT— Commons— conf. 

Business  of  the  House  and  Public  Busi- 
ness 
Qaestions,  Mr.  H.  Yinoent,  Mr.  J.  Morley, 
Mr.  Labonchere,  Mr.  Sexton;  Answers, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Mar  27, 
81;  Questions,  Yisoount  Cranbome,  Mr. 
Oldroyd,  Mr.  Channing,  Sir  G.  Campbell ; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
Mar  28, 188 ;  Motion  April  1, 40 ;  Questions, 
Mr.  Buchanan,  Mr.  J.  Morley ;  Answers,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  April  14,  457 ; 
Questions,  Mr.  J.  Morley,  Mr.  Channing, 
SirW.  Haroourt,  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury ;  The  Deputy  Speaker  April2Sf 
1418;  Question,  Mr.  Jennings;  Ajiswer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  April  28, 
1638;  Questions,  Mr.  J.  Morley,  Mr. 
Labonchere,  Mr.  Bradlangh,  Sir  W.  Har- 
oourt, Sir  W.  Lawson;  Answers,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  The  Chancel- 
lor ot  the  Exchequer  April  28,  1589; 
Questions,  Sir  W.  Foster,  Sir  W.  Lawson ; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
April  29,  1647- 

Sittings  and  Adjournment  of  the  House 
Saster  Recess,  Questions,   Mr.  H.  Vincent, 

Mr.  J.  Morley,  Mr.   Labouchere,  Mr.  H. 

H.    Fowler,    Mr.  Sexton;   Answers,  The 

First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Mar  27,  31 ; 

Motion  for  Adjournment  April  1,  448 
Motion  to  give  Precedence    to    the  Tithe 

Bent-Charge   Becovery  and  Bedemption 

Bill  Mar  28,  189 
Morning  Sittings,  Motion  Mar  81,  807  ;  April 

15,  570 
Saturday  SittingSy  Bes.  Mar  28, 191 
Motion,  That  the  Proceedings  of  Beports  of 

the  Committee  of  Supply   and  Ways  and 

Means  shall  not  be  interrupted ;  Division 

April  15,  561 

Standing  Order,  Exemption  from — Purchase 
of  Land  and  Congested  Districts  (Ireland) 
Billlfai/ 1,1837 

Committees 

Standing  Committee  on  Trade,  &c. ;  Leave 
given  to  print  Proceedings  with  the  Votes 
April  17,  691 ;  April  24, 1286 

Members 
Leave  of  Absence — Mr.  Vernon  Mar  27,  11 ; 
Mr.  BoUtho  May  1,  1836 

Miscellaneous 

Copyright  in  Blue  Books,  Question,  Sir    G. 

Campbell;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 

Treasury  April  17,  682 
Mr.  Speaker,  Indisposition  of,  Mr.  Courtney 

took  the  Chair  as  Deputy  Speaker  in  the 

absence   of  Mr.   Speaker  through  illness 

ApHl  21,  22,  23, 24,  25,  28 
Parliamentary  Papers^  Sale  Agency  in  Wales, 

Question,  Mr.  A.  Thomas;  Answer,  The 

Secretary  to  the  Treasory  April  17,  681 

Icent, 


Fabliament — Commons — Mxscellaneotu^oont, 
Public    Petitions  —  SaZford     Oas    Frauds — 
Standing  Order   No.    20,    Questions,  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  ;   Answers,  Mr.  Speaker  May 
1,  1809 

Privilege 

Sir  W.  Marriott  and  Mr,  Pamell,  Questions, 
Mr.  SextoD,  Mr.  J.  Lowther,  Mr.  W.  Bed- 
mond;  Answers,  Mr.  Speaker,  Sir  W. 
Marriott  Mar  28,  181 

Members  oj  Parliament  {Charges  and  Allega- 
tions)— The  Special  Commission  (see  title 
Ireland) 

Rules  and  Order  of  Debate  (see    The 
Speaker) 

N&w  Members  Sworn 
Mar  27 — James  Alexander  Bentoul,  Esquire, 

County    of   Down    (East   Down 

Division) 
Mar  28— James  Somerville,   Esquire,    Ayr 

District  of  Burghs 
Mar  31 — ^Edward  Franois  Vesey  Knox,  Es- 
quire, County    of   Cavan  (West 

Cavan  Division) 
April  15— Francis    Tress    Barry,  Esquire, 

New  Windsor 
April    17 — David     Lloyd-George,  Esquire, 

Carnarvon  Borough 

PALACE    OF    WESTMINSTER 

House  of  Commons 

Ladies*  Gallery,  Questions,  Mr.   Lexig,    Dr. 

Tanner ;  Answers,  The  First  Commissioner 

of  Works  April  17,  678 
Telephone,  Questions,   Mr.   P.  O'Brien,   Dr. 

Tanner ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the 

Treasury  April  1,  400 

Parnell,  Mr.  C.  S.,  Cork 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 
(Ireland)  Bill,  2B.   980,   983,   996,   1002, 
1006, 1007,  1307,  1311 

ParocMal  Board  (Scotland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  .Bead  l**  •  Mar  28,  192 

Pauper    Lnnatic    Asylums   (Ireland) 
(Officers'  Superannuation)  Bill 

c.  Bead  2°  •  April  23,  1232 
Order  for  Committee  read  and  deferred  April 
25,  1458 

Pease,  Mr.  A.  E.,  York 

Lunacy  Consolidation  Bill,   Be-Committed, 
87 

Pease,   Sir  J.   W.,   Durham,   Barnard 
Castle 
Electoral  Disabilities  (Naval,  Military,  and 

Police)  Bill,  2B.  1428 
Marriage  with    a    Deceased  Wife's    Sister 

Bill,  2R.  1793,  1794 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 
(Ireland)  Bill,  1807 
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Peel,  Right  Hon.  A.  W.  (see  Speaker, 
The) 

Pelly,  General  Sir  L.,  Hackney^  N, 
Supply 

EmbassieB  and  Missions  Abroad,  484 
SUto  Trade,  &c.,  1442, 1447, 1449, 1460 

Pensions 

Hereditary  Pensions^  Question,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Ezohequer  April  14,  449 

Pharmacy  Act  (Ireland)  (1875)  Amend- 
ment Bill 

c.  Ordered  |  Bead  P  •  Apnl  29, 1647 

Philipps,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Lana/rk,  Mid 
Tithe  Bent-Charge  Becoverj  and  Bedemp- 
tion  BiU,  2B.  122,  123,  265 

PiCKARD,  Mr.  B.,  York,    W.R.,  j^orman- 
ton 
Electoral  Disabilities  (Naval,  Military,  and 

PoUoe)  Bill,  2B.  1485 
Mines  Inspectors'  Beport,  810 

PiCKERSGiLL,   Mr.  E.  H.,  Bethnal  Green, 

Law  and  Justice  and  Police 

County  Justices,  Clerks  to,  812 

Crewe  Murder,  467,  560 

Paraffin — Thompson   and  Bedford  Com- 
pany, 406 

Prisons— Death  at  Manchester,  294, 1076 ; 
Bes.  881, 343,  344 

Severe  Sentences 
Dutton,  Edward,  967 
Pickup,  Isabella,  294 
Post  Office 

Prohibition  of  Meetings  of  Officials,  1082, 
1270 

Savings  Bank  Department,  556 
Supply — Boyal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens, 


PiCTON,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Leicester 
Ceylon— Paddy  Tax,  1624 
Supply 

Colonial  Services,  &c.,  1484 

Boyal  Parks,  &c.,  368,  365,  373 

Slave  Trade,  &c.,  1129,  1465 
Tithe  Bent-Charge  Becovery  and  Bedemp- 

tion  Bill,  2B.  53,  56 
Vaccination  Laws — Education    Code,    Bes. 

1467 
Ways  and  Means 

Financial  Statement,  787,  791 

Tea  Committee,   1085,    1088,  1090, 1093, 
1097 

PiNKERTON,  Mr.  J.,  Galuxzy 
Ireland — Galway  Barracks,  1260 


Playfair,  Uight  Hon.  Sir  Lyon,  Leeds^ 
S. 
Bi-metallism,  Bes.  883 
Post  Office  Telegraphists,  Bes.  600 

Plowden,  Sir  W.  C,  Wolverhampton,  W, 
Accidents — Betums,  285 
Vivisection — Professor  Butherford,  663 

Plunket,  Right  Hon.  D.  R.  (First  Com- 
missioner of  Works,  &c.),  Dublin 
University 
Gk>vemment  Furniture  Contracts,  348,  896 
Menai  Suspension  Bridge,  966 
Ordnance  Survey — Dartmoor,  13 
Parliament — House   of    Commons — Ladies' 

Gallery,  678 
Police  Buildings  on  the  Embankment,  1282 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  2B.  1677,  1679, 1686 
Scotland — Edinburgh  Botanic  Gardens,  396 
Supply 
Admiralty  Extension  Buildings,  433 
Art  and  Science  Buildings,  434 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  440, 

441 
Miscellaneous  Leg^  Building^,  436 
PubUc  Buildings,  &o.,  416,  417,  419,  420, 

421,  422,  424, 425,  427,  428,  429 
Boyal  Palaces,  &a,  360,  361,    862,    366, 

368 ;  Beport,  443 
Boyal  Parks,  Ac.,  871,  873,  874,  376 
Westminster  Hall,  Beport,  793 

Police  Superanmbation  BiU 
Question,  Mr.   H.  Vincent;    Answer,  The 
Home  Secretary  May  1, 1811 

Poor  Law  (Enqland  and  Wales) 

Amvy  Pensioners  in  WorkhouseSy  Question,. 
Mr.  S.  Leighton  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
for  War  Mar  27,  36 

Oldham  Uniony  Question,  Mr.  Leake;  An- 
swer.  The  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  Mar  27,  28 

Poor  Law  (Ireland)  Bating  Bill 

c.  Order  for  Committee  read  and  discharged 
Mar  31,  878 

Portugal 

East  Africa,  Question,  Mr.  P.  Stanhope ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
Mar  27,  30 

Portuguese  Expedition  up  the  Shiri,  Question, 
Mr.  Hanbury ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  Foreign  Affairs  April  17,  686 

Post  Ofhcb 

America 

Hong  Kong  Postal  Charges,  Question,  Mr. 
H.  Heaton ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  April  14,  454 

Parcel  Post  with  the  United  States,  Ques- 
tioo,  Mr.  Bowntree ;  Answer,  The  Post- 
master (General  April  17,  681 
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Post  Officb — America — cont. 
Atla/ntic  Mails  J   Question,   Mr.  Long ;  An- 
swer, The  Postmaster  General  Mar  27, 
24 

Australian  and  Indian  Mails 

Questions,  Mr.  Watt,  Mr.  H.  Heaton; 
Answers,  The  Postmaster  General  April 
24,  1268 

Book  Postal  Batey  Question,  Sir  G.  Baden- 
Powell;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  April  28, 1530 

Bermuda  and  Halifaao  Cahle,  Question,  Sir 
E.  Watkin ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  April  15,  556 

Colonies — Postal  Arrangements^  Questions, 
Mr.  H.  Vincent,  Mr.  J.  Lowther ;  Answers, 
The  Postmaster  General  Mar  31,  293 

Contracts — Messrs,  Be  La  Rue,  Question,  Mr. 
H.  Heaton ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  Mar  31,  286 

Ireland 

Belfast  Post  Office,  Qaestions,  Mr.  Sexton ; 

Answers,  The  Postmaster  General  Mar 

31,  271 ;  ApHl  24,  1259 
Cordaff,   Post   Office  at.  Question,  Mr.  P. 

O'Brien;     Answer,     The     Postmaster 

General  April  17,  670 
EnnisJcillen  Post  Office,  Questions,  Mr.  W. 

Bedmond;    Answers,  The    Postmaster 

General  Mar  31,  274;  ApHl  24,  1257 
Knockanore    Post    Office,    Question,    Mr. 

Webb ;  Answer,  A  Lord  of  the  Treasury 

April  22, 1076 
Letterkenny  Postma^tership,  Question,  Mr. 

A.  O'Connor ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 

General  ApHl  17,  672 
Lishum — Sloan  Street  Post  Office,  QueBtion, 

Mr.  Sexton;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 

General  ApHl  14,  455 
Meam^  Cross — Postmaster,  Question,  Mr. 

O'Hanlon ;    Answer,    The    Postmaster 

General  3far  31,  275 
Nenagh — Postal  Accommodation,  Question, 

Mr.  P.  J.  O'Brien  ;  Answer,  The  Post- 
master General  Mar  28,  161 
Waterford  Postmaster  ship,  Question,  Mr. 

P.  O'Brien ;    Answer,   The   Postmaster 

General  May  1,  1831 

Miscellaneous 

Circulars,  Trade,  Pof>tage  of,  Question,  Mr. 
O.  V.  Morgan ;  Answer,  The  Post- 
master General  April  21,  972 
_  Political  Appointments  in  the  Service, 
Question,  Mr.  Summers  ;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  April  24, 
1284 

Private  Undenvriters,  Question,  Mr. 
Watt ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
April  12,  979 

Money  Orders,  Question,  Mr.  H.  Heaton; 
Answer^  The  Postmaster  General  Mar  31, 
300 

Officials 

Prohibition  of  Meetings,  Statement  by 
Mr.  Pickersgill  April  22,  1082 ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  A.  Thomas,  Mr.  C.  Graham, 
Mr.     Pickersgill,     Sir     W.     Lawson ; 

Icont. 


Post  Office — OffieiaU — cont. 

Answers,  The  Postmaster  General  April 

24,  1270;  Question,  Mr.  A.  WilUams; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  ApHl 

25,  1410;  Question,  Sir  W.  Lawson; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  ApHl 
29, 1641 

SupeHor  Qffixera — Minor  Estahlishments, 
Question,  Mr.  Causton ;  Answer,  The 
Postmaster  General  ApHl  24, 1266 

Parcel  Post 

Question,  Mr.  H.  Heaton;  Answer,  The 
Postmaster  (General  ApHl  1,  389 

Defective  Service,  Question,  Mr.  M. 
Cameron;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  ApHl  18,  800 

Liverpool  and  Manchester  Service,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  J.  Boberts;  Answer,  The 
Postmaster  General  ApHl  24, 12:^5 

Post  Cards 

Cost  of  Stamping,  Question,  Mr.  H. 
Heaton;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  Mar  27,  26 
South  AfHcan  Correspondence,  Question, 
Mr.  H.  Heaton;  Answer,  The  Post- 
master General  ApHl  1,  389 

Post  Offices 

Circus  Road,  St.  John^s  Wood,  Question, 

Mr.  Boulnois ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 

General  ApHl  14^  452 
Horsley-on-Tyne,  Question,  Mr.  Maolnnes; 

Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  May 

1,  1817 
Lt8card,Question,  Colonel  Cotton;  Answer, 

The  Postmaster  General  ApHl  24,  1266 
Liverpool,    Question,     Mr.    Labonchere; 

Answer,  llie  Postmaster  General  ApHl 

28, 1530 

Savings  Banks 

Questions,  Mr.  Sexton;  Answers,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  The  Post- 
master General  April  14,  456 

Clerks  J  Question,  Mr.  Pickersgill ;  Answer, 
The  Postmaster  General  ApHl  15,  556 ; 
Question,  Mr.  Cremer ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  May  1, 
1814  ;  Question,  Mr.  Causton  ;  Answer, 
The  Postmaster  General  May  1,  1825 

Scotland 

Mails,  Question,  Mr.  Baumann ;  Answer, 
The  Postmaster  General  Mar  31,  293 ; 
Questions,  Mr.  M.  Cameron ;  Answers, 
The  Postmaster  General  ApHl  17,  680 ; 
April  25,  1410 

Telegraphs 
Non-Delivery,  Question,   Mr.   Brad  laugh ; 

Answer,  The   Postmaster  Groneral  ApHl 

17,  680 
Railway     Messages,     Question,     Mr.    H. 

Heaton;      Answer,     The     Postmaster 

General  Mar  31,  301 
Submarine    Telegraph    to    the    Continent, 

Question,  Mr.  H.  Heaton ;  Answer,  The 

Postmaster  General  ApHl  17,  679 
Telegrams    to   France,   Question,   Mr.    H. 

Heaton ;     Answer,      The     Postmaster 

General  April  14,  453 

[cont. 
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Post  Office —  Telegraphs — cont. 

Telegraphists^  Bes.  April  16,  681 
Union  Staff,  Question,  Mr.  LawBon;  An- 
8  veer,  The  Postmaster  General  May  1, 
1828 

West  Indian  Mail  ContractSy  Qnestion,  Mr. 
Watt;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
April  15,  556 

Post  Office  Mail  Contracts  (Australian 
Mails) 
Bes.  ApHl  17,  795 

Powell,  Mr.  F.  S.,  Wigan 
Education  Code,  407 

Infectious  Disease  (Prevention)  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 126 
Bating  of  Machinery  Bill,  2B.  661 
Supply — Art  and  Science  Buildings,  436 

Presentation  to  Benefices  Bill 

I.  Reported  from  Standing  Committee  for 
Greneral  Bills  and  re-committed  to  a 
Committee  of  the  whole  House  April  22, 
1069 

Considered  in  Committee  and  Reported 
April  25,  1406 

Bead  3*  •  and  passed  ApHl  28, 1504 

Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  and  Protection 
of  Children  Act  (1889)  Amendment 
(Scotland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Bead  1°  •  ApHl  15,  681 

Private  Bill  Procedure  (Scotland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Bead  1 '  •  Mar  31,  801 

Pboyand,    Mr.    A.  D.,  Glasgow^  Black- 
friars,  <fcc. 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  754 

Public  Houses  (Hours  of  Closing)  (Scot- 
land) Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Bead  V  •  Mar  28,  191 

Public  Trustee  Bill 

I,  Committee  •  Mar  27,  8 

Bead  8*  and  passed  Mar  28, 131 
c.  Bead  1°  •  April  21, 1068 

Order  for  2B.  read  and  deferred  April  30, 
1804 

Public  Trustee  BUI 

Questions,  Mr.  H.  Vincent ;  Answers,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Mar  81, 303 ; 
ApHl  15,  665 

PuLESTON,  Sir  J.  H.,  Devonport 
Marriage  with  a    Deceased    Wife's  Sister 
BiU,  2B.  1766 

Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Dis- 
tricts (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Order    for  2B ;    Debate    Adjourned  ApHl 
21,  980 

\efmU 


Purchase    of  Land    and     Congested    DistHctt 
(Ireland)  Bill — cont. 
Debate  resumed  and  adjourned  ApHl  24^ 

1287;  ApHl  28, 1641;  ApHl  29,  1647 
Debate  on  Motion  for  Adjournment  of  the 

House  ApHl  30,  1805 
Exemption  from    Standing  Order  May   1, 

1837 
Debate  resumed ;  Bead  2°  May  1, 1887 

Purchase  of  Lamd  and  Congested  Dis' 
tricts  {Ireland)  BUI 
Questions,  Earl  of  Cavan,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr. 
E.  Harrington,  Mr.  J.  Morley,  Mr.  J.  B. 
Ellis,  Mr.  Eeay,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien ;  Answers, 
The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  27,  17;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  ApHl  14,  456 ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  W.  Bedmond,  Mr.  Sexton ;  An- 
swers, The  Chief  Secretary  ApHl  16,  644; 
Question,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  ApHl  16,  664;  Questions,  Sir 
G.  Trevelyan,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  ApHl  18,  814 

Purchase   of  Land  and  Congested  Disr 
tricts  (Ireland)  BUI,  1890 
Betum  ordered  and  presented  ApHl  17,  795 

Raiees,  Right  Hon.  H.  C.  (Postmaster 
General),  Camnbridge  University 
Budget  Propositions,  812 
Post  Office 
America 

Hong  Kong  Postal  Charges,  464 

Parcel  Post— United  States,  681 
Atlantic  Mailp,  26 
Australia 

Book  Postal  Bates,  1530 

Indian  Mails,  1268 
Colonies — Postal  Arrangements,  293 
Ireland 

Belfast  Post  Office,  271,  1269 

Corduif,  671 

Enniskillen,  274,  1257 

Letterkenny  Postmastership,  672 

Lisbum,  456 

Meams  Cross  Postmaster,  276 

Nenagh,  161 

Waterford  Postmastership,  1831 

Officials 

Minor  Establishment  Officials,  1266 

Private  Underwriters,  979 

Prohibition  of    Meetin^rs,   1270,  1411, 
1641 
Parcel  Poet,  389,  800, 1285 
Poet  Cards,  26,  389 
Post  Offices 

Circus  Boad,  St.  John's  Wood,  452 

Horeley-on-Tyne,  1817 

Liscard,  1266 

Liverpool,  1531 
Postal  Orders,  301 
Sayings  Banks 

Clerks,  557, 18S6 

Notices  of  Withdrawal,  466 

[cont. 
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Baikes,  Bight  Hon.  H.  G. — cont, 
Scotland 

MailB,  293,  680,  1410 
Telegraphs 

Non-Delivery,  680 

Bailway  Messages,  801 

Submarine  Telegrams  to  the  Continent, 
679 

Telegrams  to  Franqe,  454 

Telegraphists,  Bes.  587,  591,  594 

Union  Staff,  1828 
Trade  Cironlars— Bates,  973 
West  Indian  Mail  Contracts,  556 
Tithe  Bent-Charge   Beoovery  and  Bedemp- 
tion  Bill,  2B.  259,  263,  264 

Railwaya  (see  title  Board  of  Trade) 

Railway  Accidents 
Betum  ordered  and  presented  A'pril  18,  814 

Railways,  ftc.,* Return  Tickets  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  Bead  V  April  1,  415 

ft 
Ram)ell,  Mr.  D.,  Glamo7'gan,  Gouoer 
Tithe  Bent-Charge  Becovery  and  Bedemp- 
tion  Bill,  2B.  220,  263 

Rasoh,  Major  F.  C,  Essex,  S.E. 
Army — Eesex  Mih'tia,  1414 
Ways  and  Means,  Committee,  749 

Rathbone,  Mr.  W.,  Carnarvonshirey  Arfon 
Ways  and  Means,  Committee,  749 

Eating  and  Valuation  (Scotland) 
Motion  for  Select  Committee  April  16,  661 

Rating  of  Machinery  Bill 

c.  Bead  2°  April  16,  605 

Order  for  Committee   read ;    2B.  deferred 
April  24,  1384 

Rayensworth,  Earl  of 

Merchant  Shipping  Acts  Amendment   Bill, 
2R.  1237,  1248,  1244 

Redmond,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Wexford,  JV. 
Chinese  Emigpration  to  Australia,  291 
Education— Croxton  Village  School,  409 
Inland  Bevenne  Begulation  Bill,  2B.  460 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  &c.  (Ireland)  Bill,  Bes. 

1178 
Ireland 
Fisheries — Biver  Slaney,  270 
Land  Commission — Fermanagh,  801 
Police— Charges  Against,   544,  800,   918, 

1260 
Post  Office— Enniskillen,  274,  1257 
Quinn  Bequest,  274,  451 
Newfoondland  Fisheries,  176,  305,  396 
Parliament 
Business  of  the  House,  Bes.  577,  580 
Privilege — Sir  W.  Marriott  and  Mr.  Par- 
nell,  187 

[c9nt. 
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Bedmond,  Mr.  J.  E. — cont. 
Post  Office  Telegraphiste,  Bes.  601 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  BiU,  544 
Supply 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  441 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  &c.,  463, 
464,  467,  468,  476,  477,  478,  479,  484, 
515,  518,  520,  522,  932,  537,  538 
Holyhead  Harbour,  442 
Boyal  Palaces,  364;  Beporf,  443,  444 


Reed,  Sir  E.  J.,  CardiJ^ 

Supply— Works,    Buildings,    Ac., 
1380 


Beport, 


Reed,  Mr.  H.  B.,  Bradford,  E, 

Tithe  Bent-Chsrge  Becovery  and  Bedemp- 
tion  Bill,  2B.  100, 101,  103,  104 

Reforma^tory  and  Industrial  Schools  Bill 
Question,  Captain    Yemey;    Answer,   The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  April  15,  547 

Reformatory  Schools  Bill 

I,  Presented ;  read  1*  •  Mar  28,   129 
Bead  2*  and  committed  to  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  Bills  Belating  to  Law,  &o.  April 
28, 1503 

Registration   of   Toters    (Borongh  of 
Belfast)  Bill 

c.  Bead  2«  April  17,  795 

Religious  Disabilities  Removal  Bill 

c.  Order  for  2B.,  read  and  discharged  April  28, 
1631;  BiU  withdrawn 

Religious  Disabilities  Removal  Bill 
Question,     Mr.    Johnston ;     Answer,     Mr. 
Campbell-Banrierman  April  28,  1538 

Rendel,  Mr.  Stuart,  Montgomeryshire 
Tithe  Bent-Charge  Becovery  and  Bedemp- 
tion  BiU,  83,  112 

Richmond  Foot-Bri^e  (Lock,  ftc.)  Bill 

c.  Order    for  Committee ;    Debate  adjourned 
April  24,  1253 

Rights  of  Way  (Scotland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Bead  1°  •  Mar  31,  388 

Rights  of  Way  (Scotland)  (No.  2.)  BiU 

c.  Ordered ;  Bead  l**  *  Mar  31,  388 

Ritchie,  Right  Hon.  C.  T.  (President  of 
the  Local  GovernmentBoard),  Tower 
Hamlets,  St.  George^s 
Infectious  Disease  (Prevention)   Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 266 
Licensing  Law  Amendment  Bill,  Res.  1736, 

1740,  1741,  1742,  1743,  1744,  1745 
Local    Government     Board — Wood    Green 
Local  Board  Election,  27,  1279 

[conf. 
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BiTCHiE,  Bight  Hox^.  C.  T. — cont, 

London  Streets  (Strand  Improyement)  Bill, 
Nomination  of  Oommittee,  1250,  1252, 
1611 

Metropob's — Starvation  in  the  East  End, 
1532 

Poor  Law — Oldham  Union,  28 

Bating  of  Machinery  Bill,  Order  for  Com- 
mittee, 1384 

Scilly  Islands — Export  Daties,  269 

Vaccination  in  Eastern  Gonnties,  1280 

Roberts,  Mr.  J.,  Flint,  <fcc. 

Post  Office — Parcel  Post — Manchester  and 
Liyerpool,  1285 

Robertson,  Mr.  K,  Dundee 

Electoral  Disabilities  (Naval,  Military,  and 

Police)  Bill,  2B.  1424 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  1806 
Bating  and  Yalnation  (Scotland),  Committee, 

299;  Bes.  662 

Robertson,  Right  Hon.  J.  P.  B.  (Loid 
Advocate),  Bute 
Fishery  Begnlation  (Scotland)  Bill,  178 
Scotland 

Boandaries  Commission,  969,  1269 

Crofters'  Holdings,  683,  956 

Education 
Endowments,  1276 
Grants,  1281 
Lewis  Schools,  955 
School  Boards,  398 
Whitehill  Pnblic  School,  1080 

Fisheries 

Fishermen's  Dwellings,  Bes.  1476, 1477 
Trawling  in  the  Moray  Firth,  456 

Highlands  and  Islands  Commission,  958 

Law  and  Justice  and  Police 
Glasgow  Police,  1410 
Previous  Convictions,  1538 
Sheriff  Clerk  of  Ayrshire,  1267 
Unconvicted  Prisoners,  Treatment  of, 
1522,  1816 

Local  Government  Act,  683 

Orphan  Hospital  Scheme,  Edinburgh,  Bes. 
384,  385 

Procurator  Fiscal,  956 

Bating  and  YalnationCommittee,  299;  Bes. 
662 

Bepair  of  Boads,  1524 

Bights  of  Way,  175 

Urray  Special  Water  and  Drainage  Dis- 
tricts, 957 

Woollen  Manufacture,  966,  1513 

Bochester  Bishopric  BiU 

c.  Ordered ;  Bead  V*  •  Apnl  17,  796 

Rowlands,  Mr.  J.,  Fimhury,  E, 

Civil     Service — Half-Holiday    to    Writers, 

1081 
Electoral  Disabilities  (Naval,  Military,  and 

Police)  Bill,  2B.  1432 
Inland  Bevenue— Plate  Duties,  1081 

[jumt. 


BowLANDS,  Mr.  J. — conU  ' 
Local   Board    Elections — Wood  Green,  27, 

1272 
London  Streets  (Strand  Improvement)  BID, 

Nomination  of  Committee,  1509 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  BiU,  2B.  1052 
Supply — Miscellaneous  Legal  Buildings,  43& 


RowNTBBB,  Mr.  J.,  Scarborough 
Ireland 

Land  Purchase  Act,  960 

Special    Commission    Beport,    Price 


of. 


Post  Office—Parcel  Post  and  the  United 
States,  681 

Russell,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Tyrone,  &, 

Intoxicating    Liquors    ko.   (Ireland)    Bill, 

1084 
Ireland — Boycotting  at  Cork,  162 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  2B.  1350,  1364  . 

St.  Martins-in-the  Fields  Electric  Liglitr 
ingBill 

c.  Order  for  2B.  read    and  discharged;  Bill 
withdrawn  April  14,  449 

Salaried  Shop  Assistants  Weekly  Half- 
Holiday  Bill 

c.  Order  for  2B.  read  ;  Debate  adjourned  April 
29,  1750 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday 
(Wales)  Act  Amendment  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Bead  I*  •  April  30, 1805 

Sausbuey,  Marquess  of  (Prime  Minister 
and  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
AlEairs) 
Open  Spaces  BUI,  2B.  7 

Salt,  Mr.  T.,  Stafford 

Ways  and  Means—Financial  Statement,  767» 
769 

Samuelson,  Mr.  G.  B.,  Gloucester,  Forest 
of  Dean 
Dog  Licences,  288 

Sandhurst,  Lord 
Metropolitan  Hospitals,  Ac,  Select    Oom* 

mittee,  1504 
Special  Commission  Act,  Bes.  10 

Savings  Banks 

Cambridge  TrusteCy  Qoestions,  Mr.  Howell^ 
Mr.  Bronner ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Excheoner  Mar  31,  296}  Qaestioii, 
Mr.  C.  Hall;  Answer,  The  Ohanoellor 
of  the  Exchequer  April  12,  970 
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Savings  Banks — cont. 

Chelsea,    QnestioDS,     Mr.    Whitmore,    Mr. 

Howell,     Mr.     Bartley;    Answers,    The 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Mar  31, 290 
Post    Office  Savings    Banks    (see  title  Post 

Office) 
Ti^ustee  Savings  Banks  Bill,  Qnestion,   Mr. 

Howell ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 

Sxoheqaer  April  21,  973 

Savings  Banks  Bill 

e.  Ordered ;  Bead  P  •  April  28, 1632 

Schwann,  Mr.  C.  E.,  Manchester,  iT. 
Crete— Hassan  Bey,  1524, 1822 
Gold  Plate  Duty,  1276 
Greece,  Murders  in,  1824 
Hall-Marking— Indian  Silver  Plate,  1517 
Inhabited  House  Duty,  1818 

Scotland,    Secretary    for   (see  Lothian, 
Marquess  of) 

SoLiciTOB  Genebal  for   (see  Dabling, 
Mr.  M.  T.  Stormonth) 

LoBD  Advocate  (see  Bobbbtson,  Bight 
Hon.  J.  P.  B.) 

ScaiLAND 

Boundaries  Commission,  Questionp,  Mr.  Mar- 
joribanks ;  Answers,  Toe  Lord  Advocate 
April  21,  960;  April  24,  1268 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act — Amount 
of  Assessment,  Questions,  Mr.  Caldwell, 
Sir  J.  Swinburne ;  Answers,  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Scotland,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Local  Government  Board  April  18,  809 

Crofters*  Holdings,  Question,  Mr.  Fraser- 
Mackintosh  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 
April  17, 682 ;  Question,  Dr.  B.  Macdonald ; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  April  21, 
956 

Edinburgh  Botanic  Gardens,  Question,  Mr. 
Lawson ;  Aoswer,  The  First  Commissioner 
of  Works  April  1,  395 

Education 

Endowments,  Question,  Mr.  Asher;  An- 
swer, The  Lord  Advocate  April  24, 1276 

Grants,  Question,  Mr.  Sinclair;  Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  April 
24,  1278 ;  Question,  Mr.  Sinclair ;  An- 
swer, The  Lord  Advocate  April  24,  1281 

Lewis  Schools,  Question,  Dr.  B.  Macdonald ; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  April  21, 
955 

School  Boards,  Question,  Mr.  S.  Will ;  An- 
swer, The  Lord  Advocate  April  1,  398 

Whitehill  Public  School,  Glasgow,  Question, 
Mr.  Caldwell ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advo- 
cate April  22,  1080 

Education  Endowment  (Redhythe  Bursaries, 
^c,  Fordyce),  Motion  for  an  Address  Mar 
31,  378 

[Icont. 


ScOTLAND^COnf. 

Fisheries 

Fishermen*s   Dwellings^     Bes»    April    25, 

1475 
Salmon  Fisheries    Commission,   Questkm^ 

Sir  G.  Campbell;  Answer,  A  Lord  of 

the  Treasury  Mar  28, 170 
Tra/wling  in  Moray  Firth,  Question,  Mr. 

Eeay;    Answer,    The  Lord    Advocate 

April  14,  455 

Fishery  Board  Bill,  Question,  Mr.  Marjori- 
banks  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  Ifar 
28,  178 

Glasgow  Licensed  Premises,  Betum  ordered 
ApHl  29,  1750 

Highlands  and  Islands  Commission,  Question, 
Dr.  B.  Macdonald ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Ad- 
vocate April  21,  957 

Law  and  Justice  and  Police 

Bankruptcy 
Audit  and  Supervision  of,  Qnestion,  Mr. 
Caldwell ;  Answer,  Tue  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  Ifar  27,  24 
Proceeding  Fees,  Question,  Mr.  Caldwell  ^ 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Trea^ 
snry  Mar  31,  285 

Fiars  Courts,  Motion  April  15,  602 

Glasgow  Police,  Question,  Dr.  Cameron 
Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  .ii>rtl  2& 
1409 

Previous  Convictions,  Question,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advooate 
ApHl  28,  1538 

Procurator  Fiscals,  Qnestion,  Dr.  B.  Mac* 
donaid;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 
April  21,  956 

i8?iert/  Clerk  of  Ayrshire,  Question,  Dr» 
Cameron  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advooate 
April  24,  1266 

Unconvicted  Prisoners,  Treatment  o^.  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  A.  Sutherland  ;  Answers,  The 
Lord  Advocate  April  28,  1522  ;  May  !„ 
1816 

Licence  Duties,  Question,  Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannermau ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  April  28, 1539 

Lighthouses,  Question,  Mr.  M.  Cameron ;  An- 
swer, The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
April  17,  683 

Local  Government  Act,  Question,  Mr.  Bu- 
chanan ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advooate 
April  17,  683 

Orphan  Hospital  Scheme,  Edinburgh,  Motion 
for  Address  Mar  31,  381 

Post  Office 

Mails,  Question,  Mr.  Baumann ;  Answer, 
The  Postmaster  General  Mar  31,  293  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  M.  Cameron;  Answers,. 
The  Postmaster  General  April  17|  680 ; 
April  25,  1410 

Rating  and  Valuation,  QuestioDS,  Dr.  Cam» 
eron,  Mr.  E.  Bobertson ;  Answers,  The 
Lord  Advocate  Mar  31,  299 ;  Motion  for 
Select  Committee  April  16,  661 

Rights  of  Way,  Question,  Mr.  Leng;  Answer^ 
The  Lord  Advocate  Mar  28, 175 

[eont. 
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Scotland— con*. 
Roads,  Repair  of,  Queation,  Mr.  H.  EUiot ; 

Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  April    28i 

1623 
Urray  Special  Water  and  Drainage  District, 

Qnestlon,  Dr.  B.  Macdonald ;  Answer,  The 

Lord  Adyocate  April  21,  967 
Woollen  Mawufacture,  Questions,  Mr.  Thor- 

bnm ;  Answers,  The  Lord  Advocate  April 

21,966;  ^i>n7  28,  1618 

Seale-Hatnb,  Mr.  0.,   Devon,  Aahburton 
Army — Militia  Captains'  Contingent  Allow- 
ance, 174 
Ceylon,  Distress  in,  14 
Ordnance  Survey— Dartmoor,  13 

Sexton,  Mr.  T.,  Belfast,  W. 

Customs  Department,  Bes.  328 

Electoral  DisabUities  (Naval,  Military,  and 
PoUce)  BiU,  2B.  1425 

Infectious  Disease  (Prevention)  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 267 

Intoxicating  Liquors,  Ac.  (Ireland)  Bill.  2B. 
1231 

Ireland 

Boycotting,  162,  275 
Landed  Estates  Court,  546,  673,  807 
Landlord  and  Tenant 
Clongorey  Estate,  20,  279,  410 
Sweeney  Estate — Evictions,  454 
Law  and  Justice  and  Poh'ce 
Derry  Assizes— Orange  Jurors,  802 
Donegal  Croim  Solicitor,  1285 
M'Dermott,  Case  of,  394 
Police 
Funeral  of  Mr.  M.  Harris— Conduct 
of  PoUce,  796,  804;  Bes.  913,  916, 
917.  920 
Bev.  J.  Brown— Police  Following,  801 
Prisons 
Clongorey  Prisoners,  807 
Clonmel       Gaol  —  Treatment       of 
Prisoners,  1625 

Local  Government  Bill — Sale  of  Liquors. 

961  ^        ' 

Magistracy  —  Magan,    Mr.   P.,    Charges 

Against,  274, 1416 
Post  Office 

Belfast,  271,  1269 

Lisbum,  466 
Bailway  Accident — Belfast— Dublin  Mail. 

13 
Special  Commission— Daly,  John,  304. 467, 

690 

Parliament 
Business  of  the  House,  Bes.  664,  670.  677, 

678,579 
Easter  Becess,  32 
Morning  Sittings,  Bes.  307,  808 
Privilege— Su:  W.  Marriott  and  Mr.  Par- 
nell,  181 

Pauper  Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland)  (Officers' 
Superannuation)  Bill,  Order  for  Com- 
mittee, 1458 

Poor  Law  (Ireland)  Bating  Bill,  Order  for 
Committee,  378 

Post  Office— Savings  Banks,  465 

[oonf. 


SiXTON,  Mr.  T. — cont. 

Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  BiU,   18,  456,  646,    664,    814; 

2B.  1065,  1866,  1866,  1873, 1940 
Begistration  of  Voters  (Borough  of  Belfast) 

BiU,  2B.  796 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  787 

Shop  Hours  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Bead  1°«  Apnl  1,  415 

Shops  (  Weekly  Half-Holiday)  BUI 
Question,  Sir  John  Lubbock ;   Answer,  Mr* 
BlnndeU  Maple  Mar  27,  34 

SiDEBOTTOM,  Mr.  T.'H.,  Stalybridge 
Bi-metaUism,  Bes.  869 

SiDMOUTH,  Viscount 

Bombay  and  Gibraltar  Dock  Accommoda- 
tion, 1246 

Sinclair,  Mr.  W.  P.,  Falkirk,  <fcc. 

Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  BiU,  2B.  1330, 1623 
Scotland— Education  Grant,  1278, 1281 

Slavery  Law  Amendment  Bill 

c.  Order  for  2B.  read  and  discharged ;  BUI 
withdrawn  April  16,  661 

Small  Holdings 

e.  Be-appointment  of  Committee,  ordered  and 
nominated  Mar  27, 128 

Smith,  Right  Hon.  W.  H.  (First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury),  Strand,  West- 
minster 

Admiralty  and  War  Office  Votes,  1634 

AUotments  Act  Amendment  Bill,  36,  456 ; 
Order  for  Committee,  1686 

Berlin  Labour  Conference,  1827 

BLmetalUsm,  Bes.  847, 849,  851 

Canada— Loyal  Address  to  the  Queen,  33 

Census,  690;  Bes.  1474 

Contagious    Diseases     (Animals)    (Pleuro- 
pneumonia) (Expenses),  Bes.  1437 

Contagions     Diseases    (Animals)    (Pleuro- 
pneumonia) BUI,  1534 

Criminal  Law  Procedure  Amendment  BiU, 
2B.448 

Destitution  in  East  London,  560 

Diplomatic  and  Consular  Service  Vote,  457 

Education — London  School  Board  BuUdings, 
1535 

Employers'  LiabiUty  for  Injuriea  to  Work- 
men BUI,  457,  974 

Estimates — ^Arrangement  of  Votes,  559 

Fisheries    Begulation    (Scotland)   BUI,  2B. 
1804 

Gas  Stokers,  33 

India 

Factory  Acts,  668 

Minutes  of  Lord  Dnfferin,  154 

Indian  Councils  BiU,  668 

Intoxicating  Liquors,  &c.  (Ireland)  BiU,  1068 

Itont, 
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Smith,  Bight  Hon.  W.  B.,^c<mt. 

Ireland — ^Looal  GoTernment   Bill— Sale  of 
Liquors,  962 

Eew  and  Feteraham  Vicarage  BUI,  2B.  1629, 
1630 

Licensing  Bill,  1082, 1836 

Lunacy  Gonsolidation^Bill,  Be-oommitted,  38 

Merchant  Shipping  Amendment  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 377 

Miners  (Eight  Honrs)  Bill,  1285 

Navy— Dockyard  Employis,  687 

Naval  and  Military  Gonncil  of  Defence,  300 

Parliament 
Business  of  the  House,  188,  1419,  1539, 
1647 ;  Res.  412,  413,  414,  415,  662,  566, 
569 
Sittings  and  Adjoomment  of  the  House 
Easter  Recess,  31 

Morning    Sittings,    Res.  307,  308,  570, 
574,  577,  578,  579 

Post  Office— Political  Appointments,  1284 

Public  Trustee  Bill,  2  El.  1804 

Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 
(Lreland)  Bill,  1805,  1807;  2R.  1065,  1940 

Reform  of  the  House  of  Lords,  180 

Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools  Bill,  547 

Richmond    Footbridge     (Lock,    &c.)    Bill, 
Order  for  Committee,  1255 

Scotland — Licence  Duties,  1539 

South  Indian  Railway  Purchase  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 125,  1101 

Supply 

Colonial  Services,  &c.,  1486 

Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  439, 

440 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  &c.,  538 
Surveys — United  Kingdom,  442 

Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recovery  and  Redemp- 
tion Bill,  190;  2R.  232 

Town  Holdings  Committee,  409, 1284 

Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  786, 
788 

Welsh  Sunday  Closing  Commission,  456,  974 

Smith,  Mr.  S.,  Flintshire 
Bi-metallism,  Res.  815,  850 
Law  and  Justice — Fasting  Man,  1522 

Soldiers'  and  Sailors'  Disabilities  Be- 
moval  Bill 

€.  Order  for  2R. ;  Bill  withdrawn  ^iwiZ  28, 1631 

Solicitor  General  (see  Clarke,  Sir  E.) 

OLiciTOR    General    for   Scotland    (see 
Darling,  Mr.  M.  T.  Stormonth) 

Sonth  Indian  Railway  Forchase  Bill 

c.  Considered  in  Committee    Mar  27,     124; 

Mar  31,  377 ;  April  1,  448 
Considered  in   Committee  and    Reported  ; 

Read  3°  and  passed  April  22, 1101 
L  B^tidl^^  April  22,  1069 

Read  2*  and  Committed  to  Committee  of  the 

whole  House  April  25, 1407 
Considered    in    Committee    and    Reported 

April  28, 1504 
Bead  3**  and  passed  April  29, 1633 


Speaker,  'The  (Bight  Hon.  Abthus 
Wellbslbt  Peel),  Warwick  and 
Leamington 

MI8CBLLANE0U8 

Mar  27,  53  ;  April  1,  897,  401 ;  April  16, 
663  ;  Apnl  18,  916 }  April  22, 1083, 1159, 
1161;  AprU  23,  1195,  1221;  Apnl  24, 
1254,  1255;  April  25,  1427,  1431,  1434; 
ApHl  28, 1508, 1630,  1631 

PETITIONS 
Discussion    can    arise    imniediatelY    on  a 
Petition  being  presented  to  the  House  on 
condition  that  it  is  of  personal,  and  not 
general,  grievance  May  1, 1809 

PRIVILEOE 

Sir  W,  Marriott  and  Mr.  Pamell — A  question 
other  than  one  haWng  reference  to  Motions 
or  Bills  can  be  put  by  one  Member  to 
another  if  the  Member  to  whom  the 
question  is  put  holds  an  official  position 

It  is  usual  in  raising  a  Motion  of  Priyilege 
to  read  the  incriminated  passages  to  the 
House,  and  then  for  the  House  to  de- 
cide 

A'  point  of  privilege  is  restricted  to  the 
action  or  to  the  conduct  of  a  Member 
Mar  28,  181, 182,  183,  185,  186,  187 

SUPPLY 

Res.  "  That  Proceedings  thereon  shall  not  be 
interrupted.'*  The  words  left  out  of  the 
Motion,  "  But  after  such  proceedings  are 
disposed  of  no  opposed  business  shall  be 
taken,"  are  not  necessary.  The  words  of 
the  Standing  Order  would  come  into 
operation,  and  the  business  of  the  Sitting 
would  be  dealt  with  according  to  the 
Rules  applicable  to  measures  taken  after 
12  o'clock  ^pni  15,  501 

The  Order  Paper  being  clear  of  Amend- 
ments, it  is  within  the  power  of  the 
Government  to  put  down  Supply  and  go 
on  with  it ;  but  it  is  not  within  the  power 
of  any  Member  on  that  day  to  put  down  a 
notice  of  Amendtaenc  April  25,  1421 

Spencer,  Hon.  C.  R.,  Nortliamptonshire^ 
Mid 
Railway  Rates,  176 

Stanhope,  Right  Hon.  E.  (Secretary  of 
State  for  War),  Lincolnshire,  Horn- 
castle 
Army 
Contracts 

Cavalry  Bootmakers,  1263 
Self -Extracting  RevoWors,  1528 
War  Office  Contracts,  27 
Ireland 
Barracks,  Galway,  1261 
Canteen  Supplies,  551 
Clare  Castle,  Military  at,  1528 
Military  at  Evictions,  669 
Soldiers  as  Railway  Porters,  1286 
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Stanhope,  Right  Hon.  Eh — cont. 
Militia 

Captains'  Contingent  Allowances,  174 

Competitive  Examinations,  678 

Paymaster  Sergeants,  677 
Miscellaneous 

Balaclava— Charge  of  the  Light  Brigade 
— Distressed  Soldiers,  1118 

Imperial  Defence  Act,  1270 

Pensions,  35, 390 

Prison  at  Brixton,  1525 
Officers— Jones,  The  Late  Sir  W.,  550 
Ordnance  Department 

Explosion  of  Torpedoes  in  the  Medway, 
.176 

Officers'  Swords,  677 

Manofaotaring  Department 
Jobson's  Time  Fnse,  1518 
Woolwich  Arsenal,  971 
Begiments — Boyal  Artillery,  1521 
Volnnteers 

Corps,  285,  798 

Drill  Hall,  Colchester,  1822 

Equipments,  965 

Middlesex  Bifles,  284 

Operations,  551 
Yeomanry 

Cavalry,  396 

Equipments,  966 
Barracks  (Consolidated    Fund),   Order  for 
Adjonmed  Debate,  1067 

Stanhope,  Hon.  P.  J.,  Wedneshury 
Portngal  and  East  Africa,  30 
Supply — Embassies  and    Missions  Abroad, 
474, 475,  494 

Stansfeld,  Right  Hon.  J.,  Halifax 
Bating  of  Machinery  Bill,  2B.  649 

Stevenson,  Mr.  F.  S.,  Suffolk^  Eye 
Armenia,  1641 
Egypt— Toski,  Field  of,  23 
Tithe  Bent-Charge  Becovery  and  Bedemp- 
tion  Bill,  2B.  73,  75,  77 

Stevenson,  Mr.  J.  C,  South  Shields 
Volunteer  Drill  Halls,  Bating  of,  552 

Stewart,  Mr.  H.,  Lincolnshire,  Spalding 
Ireland  —  Police,   Charge»  Against,    1518, 

1541 
Ways  and  Means— Tea,  1096 

Stewart,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Kirkcudbright 
Scotland— Fiars  Courts,  Bes.  602 
Trade    and    Commerce — "Filled"   Cheese, 
1636 

Storey,  Mr.  S.,  Sunderland 

Electoral  Disabilities  (Naval,  Military,  and 

Police)    Bill,  2B.   1423,  1426,  1427,  1430, 

1434 
Suck  Drainage   (Provision  of  Funds),  Bes. 

1436 
Supply— Slave  Trade,  Ac,  1131, 1132 


Stuart,  Mr.  J.,  Shoreditch,  Hoxton 

Metropolis  Management  and  Building  Acts 
Amendment  Bill,  2B.  378 

Suck  Drainage  (Provision  of  Funds) 
c.  Committee  April  14,  459;  April  21,   1066  ; 
^prti24,1383 
Besolutions  Beported  April  25,  1435 

Suck  Drainage   (Provision  of  Funds) 
Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Bead    1°  •  ApHl  25,  1486 

SuLLiYAN,  Mr.  D.,  Westmeath,  S. 
Army — Competitive  Bxaminations,  678 
Civil  Service  Clerks — Second  Division,  452 
Irish  Tramways,  278 

Summers,  Mr.  W.,  Huddersfidd 

Post  Office— Political  Appointments,  1284 

Superannnation     (Officers   of    County 

Conncils)  Bill 
c.  Order  for  2B.  read  and  deferred  April  28, 

1632 

SUPPLY 

Civil  Service  Estimates. 
Class  I. — Pxjblic  Works  and  Buildings. 

Boyal  Palaces  and  Marlborough  House 

Boyal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens,  Com- 
mittee Mar  31,  340;  Beport  April  1, 
443 

Public  Buildings  in  Great  Britain  and  Houses 
of  Parliament 

Admiralty  Extension  Building 

Misoellaneoas  Legal  Buildings,  Ac. 

Art  and  Science  Buildings 

Bevenue  Department  Buildings,  Great 
Britain 

Survey,  United  Kingdom 

Harbours,  Lighthouses,  Ac. 

Peterhead  Harbour 

Caledonian  Canal 

Bates  on  Grovemment  Property,  Committee 
A'pril  1,  416 ;  Beport  ApHl  17,  791 

Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  Com- 
mittee April  1,  416;  Bepolrt  April  28, 
1631 

Class  V.— Foreign  and  Colonial  Services. 

Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  Committee. 
ApHl  14,  460 

Slave  Trade,  Ac,  Committee  ApHl  22,  1114; 
ApHl  26,  1437  ;  Beport  ApHl  28,  1630 

Exchequer  Bonds  (Cape  Bailway),  Com- 
mittee ApHl  25,  1455 ;  Beport  ApHl  28, 
1630 

Colonial  Services,  Ac,  Committee  ApHl  25, 
1455,  1479 

SUPPLY 

Arrangement  and  Discussion  of  Votes,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  J.  Ellis;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  ApHl  16,  659; 
Debate  on  going  into  Committee  of  Supply 
ApHl  26, 1465 
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Supreme  Court  of  Jndicatnre  (Proce- 
dure) Bill 

c.  Read  P  •  ^l>ri7  30,  1805 

Sutherland,  Mr.  A.,  Sutherland 

Scotland — Law  and  Justice — Unconvicted 
Prisoners,  1522,  1816 

SwiNBUBNB,  Sir  J.,  Staffordshire^  Lich- 
field 

Electoral  Disabilities  (Nayal,  Military,  and 
PoUce)  BiU,  2B.  1431 

Scotland — Contagions  Diseases  (Animals) 
Act,  Assessment  Under,  810 

Sopply— Slave  Trade,  1129, 1130, 1135, 1453, 
1457 

Tithe  Bent-Charge  Recovery  and  Redemp- 
tion Bill,  2R.  210 

Talbot,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Oxford  University 

Education  Statistics,  178 

Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister  Bill, 
2R.  1775, 1776, 1799 

Tithe  Bent-Charge  Recovery  and  Redemp- 
tion Bill,  2R.  248 

Tannbe,  Dr.  C.  K.,  Cork  Co.,  Mid 
Army 

War  Office  Contracts,  27 
Yeomanry  Cavalry,  386 
Barracks  (Consolidated  Fund),    Order  for 

Adjourned  Debate,  1068 
Infections  Disease  (Prevention)  Bill,  Com. 

mittee,  266,  267 
Ireland 

Ancient  Monuments,  1071 
Army — Canteen  Supplies,  551 

Soldiers  as  Railway  Porters,  1286 
Ballycotton  and  Enockadoon  Piers,   157, 

1257 
Drainage— Shannon,  161 
Fisheries — Inspectors'  Report,  156 
Land  Purchase,  281 
Landlord  and  Tenant— Mr.  H.  B.  O'Sulli- 

van's  Estate,  392 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police 
Grardiner,  Mr.,  Case  of,  664 
Police 

Cost  of,  at  Evictions,  670 
Following  Mr.  H.  Stewart,  M.P.,  796 
Prosecution  for  Displaying  a  Flag,  1072 
Rye,  Captain,  Case  of,  276,  394,  546, 

803,  1831 
Severe  Sentence,  158 
Local  Gk)vernment  Board 
Cork  Union,  15 

Dr.  Ambrose — Alleged  Neglect,  1073 
Dundrum  Lunatic  Asylum,  1832 
Kew    and    Petersham    Vicarage   Bill,    2R. 

1457 
Labourers'  Cottages  Bill,  2R.  1068 
Merchant    Shipping  —  Wreck    Commission, 

1414 
Newfoundland  Fisheries,  397,  1265 
Parliament 

Business  of  the  House,  Res.  413 
Kitchen  Committee,  408 

[cont. 


Tanneb,  Dr.  0.  K. — eonU 
Ladies'  Gallery,  678 
Morning  Sittings,  Res.  307 
Telephone,  401 

Post  Office  Telegraphists,  Res.  602 

Prisons — Death    at    Manchester  —  Case  of 
Gatcliffe,  167;  Res.  342 

Purchase  of  Land  and  Cong^ted  Districts 
(Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  1065 

Registration  of  Voters  (Borough  of  Belfast) 
Bill,  2R.  795 

Qhop  Assistanto'  (Weekly  Half -Holiday)  Bill, 
2R.  1761, 1752 

South  Indian  Railway  Purchase  BiU,  Com- 
mittee, 124 

Suck  Drainage  (Provision  of  Funds),  Com- 
mittee, 1066, 1067, 1383  ;  Res.  1436 

Supply 
British  Museum,  488,  439 
Colonial  Service,  &c.,  1492 
German  Princes,  522,  524,  538,  539 
Public  Buildings,  &c.,  417,  420,  426 
Royal  Palaces,  &c.,  359,  362,  368 
Royal  Parks  and  Gardens,  373,  376 
Slave  Trade,  &c.,  1136, 1440, 1468, 1454 
Works,  Buildings,  &c..  Report,  1382 

Trees  (Ireland)  Bill,  Committee,  128 

Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  789 

TaxcUion  of  Land  and    BuHdinga    in 
European  Countries^  in  the  United 
States  of  America,  and  in  British 
Colonies 
Address  for  Return  April  1,  410 

Temple,  Sir  R.,  Worcester,  Evesham 
China — Chungking,  Port  of,  1639 
Supplj— SUve  Trade,  Ac.,  1128 

Thomas,  Mr.  A.,  Glamorgan,  K 

Parliamentary    Papers  —  Sale    Agency    vi 

Wales,  681 
Post  Office — Officials,  Meetings  of,  1270 
Welsh  Sunday  Closing  Commission,  456, 974 

Thomas,  Mr.  D.  A.,  Merthyr  TydvU 
Army  Contracts—  Self-Extracting  Revolvers, 

1527 
Education  —  Candidates     for   Colleges    in 

Glamorganshire,  1528 

Thorburx,  Mr.  W.,  Peebles  and  Selkirk 
Scotland— Woollen  Manufacture,  966,  1513 

Thbing,  Lord 

Adoption  of  Children  Bill,  2R.  1404 

Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recovery  and  Re- 
demption Bill 

c.  Order  for  2R.  read ;  Debate  adjourned  Afar 
27,39 
Debate  resumed  and  Read  2^  Mar  28,  192 

Tomlinson,  Mr.  W.  E.  M.,  Preston 

Intoxicating  Liquors,  &c.  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R. 
1231 
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Totjun  Hddings 

Committee  nominated  ^pn 2 16,  663 
Question,  Mr.  Lawson;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasnry  Avril  1,  409 ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.    Lloyd-George ;    Answer,    The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  April  24, 1284 

Town  Holdings  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  P  •  April  17,  796 

Trade  cmd  Commerce  (see   title   Labour, 
Trade,  and  Commerce) 

Tramways  (see  Metropolis) 

Tebasubt— First  Lord  {see  Smith,  Right 
Hon.  W.  H.) 

Treasury — Financial   Secretary  to    (see 
Jackson,  Mr.  W.  L.) 

Treasury — Patronage  Secretary  to  {see 
Akers-Douglas,  Mr.  A.) 


Trees  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Considered  in  Committee  Mar  27, 128  ; 
28,  267 


Mar 


Trbvelyan,  Right  Hon.  Sir  G.  O.,  Glas- 
goWy  Bridgeton 
Cyprus  and  Bechnanaland,  690 
Irish  Chnrch  Surplus,  456 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 
(Ireland)  Bill,  814 ;  2R.  1008,  1018 

Tmst  Companies  Bill 

I.  Read  3*  and  passed  Mar  28,  130 
c.  Read  1°  •  April  16,  664 

Tmst  Companies'  and  Fnblic  Tmstees 
Bill 

Select  Committee,  Question,  Mr.  H.  Vincent ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
Mar  31,  303 

TuiTE,  Mr.  J.,  Westm£ath,  N. 

Civil    Service  —  Second    Division     Clerks, 

1816 
Ireland — Rent    Redaction  in  Westmeath, 

1832 

Turkey 

Armenia  (see  that  title) 
Crete 
Hassan   Bey,    Questions,  Mr.    Scl^ann; 
Answers,  The    Under     Secretary    for 
Foreign  Affairs  April  28, 1524  ;  May  1, 
1822 
Turkish     War     Vessels^     Question,    Mr. 
Bryce ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  Mar  31,  304 

M<mssa  Bey^  Question,  Mr.  Bryce  ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
Apnl  28,  1583 

[cont. 


Bev.  J.  Dohie,  Questions,  Mr.  Marjoribanks ; 
Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreigni 
Affairs  Mar  28,  178 ;  April  17,  686 

Tyler,  Sir  H.  W.,  GrecU  Yarmouth 
Bristol  Channel— Colh'sion,  406 

Untted  States  (see  America) 

Vaccination 

Eastern  Counties^  Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  y 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local  (Go- 
vernment Board  April  24, 1280 

Education  Code — Debate  on  going  into  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  April  25, 1459 

Returns^  Questions,  Mr.  Bradlaugh ;  Answers, 
The  Home  Secretary  Aprii  1,  409 ;  April 
14,  453  ;  April  21,  971 

Vernby,  Captain  E.  H.,  Bu^cks,  iV. 
Allotments  Bill,  36 
Anglesey  Legal  Business,  1470 
ElectoraJ  Disabilities  (Naval,  Military,  and 

Police)  Bill,  2R.  1434 
Infections  Disease  (Prevention)   Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 125, 126 
Guardians  of  the  Poor  (Elections)  Bill,  2R. 

1802 
Menai  Suspension  Bridge,  965 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  BiU,  1807 
Reformatory  and   Industrial   Schools  Bill, 

647 
Supply — ^Embassies    and  Missions  Abroad, 

531,  532 
Ways    and    Means — Currants,   Committee, 

1099 

Vincent,     Mr.     C.     E.     H.,     Sheffield, 
Central 
America — Duties  on  British  Cutlery,  541 
Army— Officers'  Swords,  677 
Colonies — Postal  Arrangements,  293 
Hall-Marking  of  Gold  and  Silver  Plate,  811 
Parliament — Easter  Recess,  31 
Plate  Duties,  1418 
Police  Superannuation  Bill,  654, 1811 
Public  Trustees  BUI,  303,  555 
Trustee  Companies  Bill,  303 
United  States— Extradition  Treaty,  284 
Ways  and  Means — Excise,  Committee,  743, 

744 
Vivisection  (see  Cruelty  to  Animals  Act) 

Waddy,  Mr.  S.  D.,  Lincolnshire,  Brigg 
Cemeteries,  Nonconformist,  at  North  Eel- 

sey,  968 
CensDS,  Res.  1472 
Electric  Lighting  at  Leeds,  1533 
Parliament — Business  of   the  House,  Res. 

579 
Rating  of  Machinery  Bill,  2R.  637 
Suck  Drainage  (Provision  of  Funds),  Rea. 

1436 
Supply 

Egypt,  526,  533 

Slave  Trade,  Ac,  1447,  1448,  1451.,  1456 
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Wales 

Anglesey  Legal  BuainesSy  Debate  on  going 
into  Committee  of  Supply  April  26,  1470, 
1474 

Cardiff  Assize  Court,  Insanitary  Condition  of, 
QneBtion,  Mr.  Ghanning ;  Answer,  The 
Home  Secretary  Jfar  31,  289 

Factory  Acts,  Qaestions,  Mr.  C.  Graham ; 
Answers,  The  Home  Secretary  April  1, 
399;  April  11,  Qn 

Glamorganshire — Candidates  for  Training 
College,  Question,  Mr.  D.  Thomas;  An- 
swer, The  Vice  President  April  28, 1528 

Lord  Lieutenant  of  Glamorganshire,  Qoestion, 
Mr.  S.  Evans ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secre- 
tary May  1,  1818 

Menai  Bridge,  Question,  Captain  Yemey; 
Answer,  The  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
April  21,  965;  Return  ordered  ^pri^  22, 
1136 

Morfa  Pit,  Question,  Mr.  C.  Graham ;  An- 
swer, The  Home  Secretcury  April  1,  399 

Parliamentary  Papers — Sale  Agency,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  A.  Thomas ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  April  17,  681 

Sunday  Closing  Commission,  Question,  Mr. 
A.  Thomas ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  April  14,  456 ;  Questions, 
Mr.  A.  Thomas,  Sir  W.  Lawson  ;  Answem, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  ApHl  21, 
974 

Wallace,  Mr.  R.,  Edinburgh^  E, 
Army — ^Volunteer  Corps,  285 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 
(Ireland)  BiU,  2B.  1037 

War  Department  (see  Army) 

War    Department — Secretary    of    State 
(see  Stanhope,  Right  Hon.  E.) 

War  Department — Under  Secretary  of 
State  (see  Brownlow,  Earl) 

War  Department — Financial    Secretary 
(see  Brodrick,  Hon.  W.  St.  J.) 

Wardle,  Mr.  H.,  Derbyshire,  S, 
Chnrch  of  England 
Prayer  Book,  1283 
Bev.  S.  F.  GrecD,  1273 

Warmington,  Mr.  C.  M.,  Monmouth,  W. 
Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recovery  and  Redemp- 
tion Bill,  2R.  113 

Watkin,  Sir  E.  W.,  Ilythe 
Army 

Officers— The  Late   Sir    W.  Jonep,  550, 

1634 
Volunteers 

Operations,  551 
Review  at  Folkestone,  1633 
Halifax,  Nova  Scotia,  and  Bermuda  Cable, 
556 


Watt,  Mr.  H.,  Glasgoio,  Camdachie:  . 

Customs— Spirit  Duties,  1264 

Post  Office 

Australian  and  Indian  Mails,  1268    ^"*^ 
Private  Underwriters,  979  ^^.\ 

West  Indian  Mail  Contracts,  555 

Sugar  Duties— West    Indies    and  United 

States,  11 
United  States  Tariff  Bill,  555,  966 
Ways    and    Means — Financial    Statement, 

756 

WAYS  AND  MEANS 
Financial  Statement 

Speech  of  The  Chancellor  of  the]£xohe- 
quer  in  opening  the  Budget;  Debate 
thereon  April  17,  692 
Resolution,  Committee  A'pril  17, 692 ;  Keport 
April  18,  912 
Excise,  736 
Customs,  788 
Methylated  Spirit,  789 
Exdse  Licence,  789 
Plate  Duties,  789 
Resolution,  Committee  April  17,  790 ;  April 
22,  1082 ;  Report  April  23, 1232 
Tea,  1082 
Income  Tax,  1098 
Resolution,  Committee  April  22, 1098 ;  Re- 
port ApHl  23,  1232 
Currants,  1098 
Sparkling  Wine,  1101 
Amendment  of  Law  as  to  Customs  and 
Inland  Revenue,  1101 
{Refer  to  headings.  Customs  and  Inland  Re- 
venue — Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill) 

Budget  Propositions,  Questions,  Mr.  M. 
Cameron,  Mr.  Buchanan,  Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman,  Sir  W.  Lawson;  Answers, 
The  Postmabter  General,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  April  18,  812 ;  Questions, 
Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Caldwell;  Answers, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  April 
22, 1078 ;  Question,  Commander  Bethell ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
April  22,  1084 

Webb,  Mr.  A.,  Waterjord,  W. 
Ireland 

Ancient  Monuments,  1070 

Fisheries,  Res.  1463 

Law  and  Justice  and  Police 

Funeral  of  Mr.  M.  Harris — Conduct  of 

Police,  919 
Mackey,  Mr.  J.,  1071 
Ordnance  Survey  Ma(>8,  450 
Post  Office— Knockanore,  1076 
Supply — Argentine  Republic,  469 

Webster,  Sir  R.  E.  (Attorney  General), 
Isle  of  Wight 
Ireland — Quinn  Bequest,  452 

Law  and  Justice 

County  Courts — Registrars,  1826 
County  Justices,  Clerks  to,  812jMioon 

Prayer  Book—"  Act  of  Uniformity,*'  1283 
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Wbbsteb,  Mr.  R.  G.,  St,  Pancraa,  E. 
Custom 8  Department,  Bes.  380 
India — Leprosy  in  Upper  Burma,  1827 
London  Streets  (Strand  Improvement)  Bill, 
Nomination  of  Committee,  1508,  1509 

West,   Colonel  W.  C,  Denbigh,  W, 

Tithe  Rent-Charge  Beoovery  and  Redemp- 
tion Bill,  2R.  218 


West  Indies 

Mail  Contracts^  Qaestion,  Mr.  Watts;  An- 
swer, The  Postmaster  Gei^eral  April  15, 
555 

Trinidad — Education,  Question,  Mr.  Essle- 
mont;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies  April  24, 1272 

"United  States-^ Sugar  Duties,  Question,  Mr. 
Watts ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  Mar  27,  11 

Whitmobe,  Mr.  0.  A.,  Chelsea 
Chelsea  Savings  Bank,  290 
Electoral  Disabilities  (Naval,  Military,  and 
PoUce)  Bill,  2R.  1423 

Will,  Mr.  J.  S.,  Montroae,  <S*c. 
Scotland— School  Boards,  898 

Williams,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Glamorgan^  S. 
Post  Office— Officials,  Meetings  of,  1410 
Supply — Colonial  Service,  Ac.,  1483 
Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recovery  and  Redemp- 
tion Bill,  2B.  96 

WiLLUMS,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Birmingham's, 
Rating  of    Machinery  Bill,    2R.  628,  689, 


Wilson,  Mr.  H.  J.,  York,  W.R,,  H^m- 
firth 
Electoral  Disabilities  (Naval,  Military,  and 

Police)  Bill,  2R.  1484 
Plate  Duties,  1417 


WiNTEEBOTHAM,   Mr.  A.    B.,   GloTicester, 
Cirencester 
Navy — Case  of  J.  Davies,  549 
Rating  of  Machinery  Bill,  2R.  605,  640,656, 

661 ;  Order  for  Committee,  1884 
Supply — Embassies    and  Missions  Abroad, 

Ac.  478 
Ways    and    MeanE — Currants,  .  Committee 
1099 

WOLMEB,  Viscount,  Hants,  Petersfield 
Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recovery  and  Redemp. 
tion  Bill,  2R.  88 

Women's  Disabilities  Removal  Bill 

c.  Order  for  2R.   read  and  discharged;  Bill 
withdrawn  April  28,  1282 

WOODALL,  Mr.  W.,  Hardey 
Census  of  1891,  553 
Navy— Docks— Tariff  of  Rates,  548 

Woods  and  Forests  and  Lamd  Eev'enues 
of  the  Croum 
New  Forest,  Question,  Mr.   Compton;    An- 
swer, The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  Mar 
28,168 

Wooltvich  and  Enfield  Factories   (Em- 
ployes and  Overtime) 
Address  for  Return  April  17,  691 

WoBKS — First  Commissioner  (see  Plun- 
KET,  Right  Hon.  D.  R.) 

WOBTLEY,    Mr.    C.    B.   Stuabt    (Under 
Secretary  of  State    for  the  Home 
Department),  Sheffield,  Hallam 
Historical  Manuscripts  Commission,  Report, 
29 

Wyndham,  Mr.  G.,  Dover 

Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 
(Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  1592 

Young,  Mr.  C.  E.  B.,  Ohrisichurch 
Importation  of  Moss  Litter,  451 


END    OF    VOLUME    CCCXLIII.,    AND    THIRD    VOLUME 
OF     SESSION      1890. 


PBTirrED  BY  THE  HANSABD  PUBLISHING  UNION,   LIMTTED,   GBEAT  QUEEN   STBEET,  W.C, 


